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INTRODUCTION TO 9 ACC –
HAVINGNESS
A lecture given on
6 December 1954
So, we have the second book of Dianetics is actually Dianetics 1955! and all it does,
actually, is expand Chapter Two of Dianetics: The Modern Science of Mental Health. And the
name of that chapter is – that's Chapter Two of Book One – is “The Clear.” And Dianetics
1955! is forthrightly dedicated to the creation of Clear with no further nonsense. And that's
what this book is all about. And before you finish with this Unit you will have a copy of this
book in your hands.
It will be a great shock to Dianeticists to discover that although we have the second
book on Dianetics that it is totally dedicated to exteriorization. This will be a great shock. But
that would be mostly because they never read the first book.
The second chapter of that book describes somebody who is without immediate
contact with the reactive mind, doesn't it? That's who it describes; that's what it describes –
the Clear.
Now, the first book went about a negative gain process. That is, the best way to go
about this was to strip away the barricades and you'd find your boy. All right. That's the way
that book went about it. It went about it in terms of erasure.
Now, we know today what an erasure is – very, very precisely know what an erasure
is, know when it takes place and when it doesn't. And we can produce an erasure with the
process known as Perfect Duplication. That is the darnedest erasure you ever heard of. It
erases both the space, the time, the energy and all the percepts and contents of an engram,
pshewt!
How does it do this? By making a perfect duplicate – as-is – of the engram. The
definition of a perfect duplicate, if you wanted to understand this, would be the first thing you
had to learn. And this is: a duplicate of the thing in its own time, in its own location with its
own energy. And that is a perfect duplication.
I can give you an example of what that is. We look up here at this microphone and we
recognize that you could take a facsimile of this microphone very easily, and then go out in
the street with this facsimile of the microphone still sitting in front of your face, and you
would look at this facsimile and you'd be able to chew on it for a while and at least reduce any
semblance to a microphone that that facsimile had. You recognize that this could happen?
In order to erase it completely and not have to pass it over time after time after time, it
would only be necessary for you to recognize where the facsimile was taken. And then
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without putting new energy into it, without putting new locations into it or anything of the
sort, just look at it and put your duplicate in with it using its time, space and energy. There's
two objects sitting there, then, aren't there? There's your duplicate and the original. Only
they're both using the same time, space and energy. Perfect duplication gives you a perfect
affinity which gives you poof!
Now, this is of course, wouldn't be true at all unless we could test it. And it's testable.
It very definitely is. Just have the preclear sometime – tell him to start making a perfect
duplicate of a chair. Well, of course he can't make a perfect duplicate of a MEST chair unless
he goes back to the point where each one of these facsimiles was generated. Where was it
generated? What was it generated? and so forth.
It's only the fact that this chair, the contents thereof, the molecules and atoms thereof
are so far removed from their point of origin – it's only the fact that it's so far removed from
the point of origin that it's solid and here. Unarguably solid. It becomes completely unsolid if
it were to arrive at the point of its Origin again – if someone were to duplicate that chain. But
you can take an exercise like this, the chair won't disappear simply because you haven't gotten
up to the point of origin.
But you just ask somebody to make a perfect duplicate of the chair with its own time
and energy in the space in which it is sitting. And he'll start out at first by trying to put a copy
in here, you see. And he'll try to do all sorts of things with this chair until he realizes finally
that it is simply a matter of saying he has duplicated the chair, you see.
Well now, he will do this, and that's an easy thing for him to say, you see. He can say
that. He can say it in English or Portuguese or something of the sort and be a very easy thing
for him to say, but here would be the chair. And he would say, “Well, all right. Ah – I'll see
that.” He doesn't expect anything to happen. So let's try it.
Take a look at that chair. Now, let's make a duplicate of the chair in its own time,
space with its own energy.
Let's do it again. Make a duplicate of the chair with its own time, space and energy.
Now, are you trying to put another chair here? You understand you shouldn't add
energy to it if you're trying to use its energy to make the duplicate.
Now, let's do it again. Let's look at that chair and let's make a perfect duplicate of the
chain Let's make another perfect duplicate of the chain. Dick's really been chewed around on
this subject, huh. Remember? Okay. Chair try to go any place or do anything strange or
peculiar when you do that? Or does it just sit there kind of inertly? Listen, if that chair is still
sitting there as far as you're concerned, let's go over this definition very carefully again. A
perfect duplicate is one made in the space of in the time of with the energy of the object – and
also, of course, the intention of the object.
But let's – let's take a look at it again and make a perfect duplicate of the chair, right
where it sits.
Doing that real easily now? Hm? Is it better? All right. Once more make a perfect
duplicate of it. And let's make sure we've got this absolutely straight. We're making a
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duplicate of this chair using its own energy, its own mass. We're not putting any new energy
in it. It's sitting here and then and a duplicate is sitting here, with the same mass. Let's try it
again.
Let's try it again. Oh, we're getting there now, huh?
Getting there easily now? Hm? Can you do this with no strain?
Let's make a perfect duplicate of this chair again.
Anybody noticed yet that there's a continuing time about this chair? Hm? That there's
a continuing time about this chair? You can pick a specific moment of its time or you can pick
consecutive moments of its time.
Now, is anybody getting – now, is anybody getting, now, an image above the chair or
below the chair, or – hm? We're not trying to put more energy in this chair; we're just trying
to use its energy to make a duplicate of it.
Got that now? Let's make a – use its energy to make a duplicate of it now.
Has that chair started to fade out to anyone? Interesting isn't it.
All right. Now let's put it back there and make a perfect duplicate of it. All right.
Again, let's put it back there and then make a perfect duplicate of it. Again, put it back there
and make a perfect duplicate of it.
What's occurring now? Hm? Now, let's put it back there and make a perfect duplicate
of it again. And then put it back there again.
All right. Of course – of course you recognize this business about source. If it were
totally to disappear for everybody you could make a duplicate of your agreement that it is
there and it disappears for you. But remember that this is an agreed-upon situation. And its
source, if suddenly knocked apart – that is, if you really duplicate it at its source – where it is,
where it was, whatever you want to say – this chair actually would come to pieces.
Bobby was out at the house one day and I showed him how to do this. I had him
working away on it, and he was doing just fine. And I said then, “All right now, Bobby, take a
– take a remote viewpoint and put it on one electron in the wall. Now, have that remote
viewpoint trace that electron back to its source of creation, and make a perfect duplicate of
it.”
He said, “That's kind of interesting. Yes, I can do that.”
And I said, “All right. Now put up about a hundred thousand remote viewpoints on
about a hundred thousand electrons in a very tiny area, and have those remote viewpoints
trace them all these electrons back to their original point.” Bobby did, he jumped about half a
foot, he started to go over to the wall to hold it, and he turned around and he looked at me real
silly, and he says, “Can I go look at it?” And he went over and looked at it. There was a tiny,
tiny chip gone from where he was working.
Now, this was a great shock to him. He thought this universe had a law called
conservation of energy, that nothing could destroy this energy. That's not true. We have
violated the basic laws of physics at last. We knew someplace along the line that we would
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violate the basic laws of physics. Well, this perfect duplication violates the basic laws of
physics.
If you have an engram, actually the engram has mass. This is demonstrable. It is
demonstrable that an engram, as talked about in Dianetics: The Modern Science of Mental
Health, has mass. It does have mass. You can ask an individual to mock up with quote –
“mental energy” what everybody was used to – they used to be very fond, you know, of
saying this mental energy was entirely different, you know, than this. And we used to take
cognizance of this and agree with it once in a while just to get a point across. But this mental
energy will register on meters, as demonstrated on an E-Meter. There isn't any necromancy or
spiritualism going on with an E-Meter. If you put a guy on an E-Meter and you call an
engram into view that E-Meter reacts. Well, what do you suppose makes it react? Somebody's
telepathic control? No, it's all that E-Meter can do. Its total limit of action is the measurement
of energy. That's its total limit of action. And if you can ask a guy something and it registers
on an E-Meter, obviously you're dealing with energy. You're dealing with energy that can be
measured by the same stuff as runs through this electric light. So there's no reason to make a
separation point between mental energy and physical energy.
All right. Worse than this, there's a better test – better test than this. You ask an
individual to mock up and pull in and mock up and pull in these mental image pictures, any
facsimiles or anything of the sort. Just mock up something, pull it in, mock it up and pull it in,
mock it up and pull it in. Mock up heavy planets, mock up dense things and pull them in. You
shoot a person's weight up – if he's working pretty well, and you do this very insistently, and
you insist on density and mass – you can put a person on a set of very accurate Toledo scales,
have him do this process for a few hours, put him back on the scales and find out his weight
has gone up about thirty pounds.
Now you can have him turn around and throw this stuff away – if he's in pretty good
shape – and you have him throw it away and throw it away and throw it away, and his weight
will come down to what it was before. And if you have him keep on throwing masses away
that he already had he may get sick but he'll certainly weigh less. Now, what kind of mental
energy is this that can weigh on a pair of Toledo scales? Mass, the ideas of mass are mass. All
right. That's a cute little mechanism isn't it? That's in the process Remedy of Havingness. You
can remedy somebody's havingness and increase his weight.
Actually, individuals have a tendency to pick up a weight one way or the other at
which they're comfortable. The body likes to have spare energy to run on, likes to do various
things, and a guy will get an energy level he's comfortable in. You ask somebody who has
picked up a little weight where he is right that moment – you ask him, “Now, do you
remember a time when you were very thin?”
And possibly he may. And he says, “Yes, I remember a time when I was very thin.”
“How did you feel?” “Come to think about it I was sick and – I was kind of sickly you know.
I was tired all the time. Yeah, yeah! I was tired.”
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You can ask yourself that. That's usually a response when one was very slender and
thin, and they have now put on a little weight and you say, “Well, do you feel tired all the
time now?” And the person says, “No.”
Now, you're going to cut this person's weight down. Not unless – not unless you
remedy a few other things, believe me. Person feels better with a little bit of weight. Another
thing, mass counts for something in this society. All that seems to mean anything to the
current society is mass. If you get into a fight always pick a very slender person with not
much weight because they can't put any beef behind the blow. Always do that. And not
necessarily shorter. Preferably pick some very tall, very, very thin feilow and he'll be real
tired.
These people are voracious eaters but they never put on any weight through eating. I
seriously doubt that anybody ever puts on any weight through eating. I think they put on
weight through making a facsimile of the food which they are stuffing in their mouths and
digesting the facsimile. And if they're unwilling to make a facsimile of the food, they can't
eat. They can get no good out of food at all. This is also demonstrable in processing. All right.
Now, let's take this proposition of this stuff called energy. And we discover in the
Encyclopaedia Britannica of a long time ago, back in the nineties, that time and space are
actually energy manifestations born of the mind. And that a solution of the problems of the
physical sciences lay actually in an examination of these mental attitudes.
The fellow who wrote that was actually not writing anything very, very original. But
he was certainly punching something home that's been along for a long time but was never
demonstrated. Nobody ever demonstrated this. They had a suspicion that this was the case,
that you wouldn't have any space unless there was life to make and hold that space, that you
wouldn't have any energy unless there was life to duplicate it there and keep putting it –
putting back these energy masses. In other words, they had an idea that all was illusion but the
physical sciences went back to this early assumption: the conservation of energy. All right.
They assume the conservation of energy and they took off from there. As I was saying in a
lecture the other night, I asked my professor in atomic molecular phenomena back in school,
“Conservation of energy? Why do you limit it to that. Why don't you take conservation of
space also?” And, gee, that was a hot idea. He was about to write a paper for the – you know,
without giving anybody else any credit – was about to write a paper for the “Mathematics
Society” or the “Physicists of the Universe” or something of the sort and he was all set.
I let him cook for two days and then I asked him, “But we really haven't covered this.
We really are in a triangle of operation here. We have space, energy and time. Have you
thought of the subject of the conservation of time?” And he got rather foggy on this and I
said, “Well, now look, you have conservation of energy and conservation of space. Time is
totally dependent upon the energy and the space so there must then be conservation of time.”
He almost spun till he got rid of the idea entirely by simply refusing to talk to me whenever I
showed up thereafter.
Obviously, you see if there's conservation of energy and conservation of space there'd
have to be conservation of time. There isn't any such thing. So, that just becomes nonsense.
And it's true of any operation in the whole field of the physical sciences. There is also always
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the process which can be applied there – the reductio ad absurdum. You can always reduce a
mathematical or a scientific axiom down to an absurdity one way or the other.
This activity of reducing all these laws and axioms to an absurdity was the entire
concentration of logic and argumentation as taught, for instance, in the University of Padua in
1490, 14 – 1504. That was one of their favorite subjects. A man couldn't get out of there as a
Master of Arts or anything else unless he had thoroughly mastered logic and argumentation
and had learned by trial, error, careful instruction, enough authorities, enough data, enough
laws so that he could reduce anybody else's argument to an absurdity. And they never
considered him worthy of the school or worthy of anything unless he could make nothing out
of anybody's arguments.
And science today has gotten to be, to some degree – as a book came out some years
ago called Science Is a Sacred Cow. You're not supposed to reduce scientific axioms to an
absurdity and yet they will all reduce that way. And similarly with this one – conservation of
energy, conservation of space: “Yes, yes. It goes up to that point, you see? Of course. Of
course. Why haven't we ever thought of that?” “Well, how about conservation of time?” Poof!
That's all there is to that argument. That's all we have to do, you see?
Now, let's look this over and let's recognize without destroying our own sense of
reality or agreement on everything that it might be possible that in the absence of life that
there might not be a universe sitting here at all. This is a philosophic argument from time
immemorial. But today, remember, we can make a perfect duplicate.
When you take this mental energy, so called, in an engram bank and you run a
preclear in a way – Oh, this is a savage and brutal process, by the way. It just tears a preclear
to pieces; it ruins him. I mean, his whole body is operating on a stimulus-response mechanism
and if it didn't have all these stimulus-response mechanisms and experiences to fall back on, it
simply wouldn't operate at all, that's all. I mean, you'd just have no body.
So I say this is not an advised procedure. But you'll find many of the boys will –
because this is given in Dianetics 1955! – saying “Well, Hubbard might be right over there
but he's wrong here. Of course, to erase these engrams is the main thing.” So, therefore, they
will track people back, way back in time to the moment of origin. Now, we were doing that
and we were going over it several times and what we were doing before was erasing the
content.
We were keeping the person's mass intact to a marked degree, you see. And we were
having him go over it several times which erased the content. It gave him a mass of
meaningless, nonsignificant energy, you see. The erasure of an engram delivered into the
preclear's hands a mass of usable energy. It now didn't have debarring significances in it.
Energy is just energy, actually. So he was perfectly willing to acquire energy by erasing the
bad content of the energy as he considered it.
You see, we erased birth and yet we did not destroy the mass of birth. We didn't make
a perfect duplicate of birth, you see; we merely erased it, we went through it, we knocked its
content out of it. And this at once gave the preclear a mass of usable energy, just like we'd fed
him a spoonful of high-power gelatin or something of the sort, see.
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And I suspected this and set up some experiments which were conducted in New York
at the New York Foundation under very good control. We had two Otis tests, and people
without being processed at all were demonstrating no increase of intelligence between Test 1
and Test 2. No increase of intelligence. Otis 1 and Otis 2, short forms. Then I had these
people audited on the spot while they were sitting right there at the desk, and shoved back
into as heavy an engram as the auditor could quickly find. Stuck in the engram and given the
second test, see. First test, shoved into an engram, second test. Their intelligence went up.
That's a curious thing isn't it? That's a very curious thing. Shouldn't have, you see? Should
have gone more stupid.
In other words, we gave them this first intelligence test and then stuck them very
heavily in an engram, and then their intelligence increased. Weirdest thing in the world. Until
I experimented a little further – I found out that any contact with the engram bank delivered
into a person's hands more energy. If it delivered into his hands more energy, he therefore was
happier and so smarter, even though he could moan and writhe.
The other thing was – which you'll learn and which we know about problems and
solutions-the other thing was it gave him a new problem. Remedied to some degree his
scarcity of problems and therefore let him solve something on the examination paper. You see
that? He was permitted to solve something because he had a new problem. So we'd say that a
person should therefore function better if he's restimulated than if he's not restimulated.
Yet this isn't true at all, you see. This is a complete upset. This is not true. A person
does not function better when he's restimulated. So the bug in there was simply energy. An
individual functions better when he has his hands on any kind of energy than no energy.
And the eventual process that came out of that – rather belatedly I must confess;
almost two and a half years later – was the Remedy of Havingness. You simply have an
individual mock up masses. The less significant these masses are the better. Just have him
mock up masses and pull them in, and mock them up and pull them in and mock them up and
pull them in and mock them up. Have him create an energy mass. If he can only get
blackness, have him mock up black masses and pull them in. And then have him – get him
into a state where he could mock up masses and throw them away and mock up masses and
pull them in, and mock them up and throw them away. Very odd manifestation such as an
avalanche of masses from Lord knows where sometimes materialize and practically swamp
the preclear. There's lots of interesting things occur in the Remedy of Havingness. But the
main point is that it makes the individual aware of the fact that he can create and have energy.
And if he can have, why, his engram problems are to a marked degree solved.
Now, I don't know how many hours you would have to remedy havingness in order to
make an individual let go of every engram in the bank. I don't know how long you would
have to do this. It's quite a long time. It's probably a very long time in modern auditing. It's
probably in the neighborhood maybe of fifty hours, maybe more than that. But that's a very
short length of time, isn't it, compared to Book One techniques. You'd have this individual
remedy any kind of havingness he could remedy.
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I got on to this technique, by the way, some years ago over in London. I had a black,
caved-in V simply mock up his body and mock up his body and mock up his body and mock
up his body until he exteriorized. I finally asked him what was happening to these mock-ups,
and he said at first, “They're disappearing.” And then he said that after a while they were
snapping in. People who won't have – can't have mock-ups snap in and who never run into
this, and so forth, are simply lower on the Tone Scale than a snap-in. You just have to work at
it longer.
But look at this in an – look at this as a contrary fact to this perfect duplication I was
talking to you about. All right. So we take the guy back on the track, you see, and we ask him
to take a look at the engram and make a perfect duplicate of it, see, and it's gone, pshew!
We've had people around here who were good old Book One auditors who just never
would let go of any part of Book One you see – wouldn't advance to any degree. And they
actually worked for some days doing this perfect duplication on the engram bank on each
other. That was the sorriest crew at the end of that time you ever saw in your life.
One fellow was standing on my front porch when I came up to my office one day. He
was standing there on my front porch and he could not see a car that was across the street. He
did not quite know where he was or what he was doing. He knew I was there and he was very
grateful for that fact. I had this individual alter, change the environment around until finally
the environment straightened out. I asked him what that was across the street and he finally
got a dim inkling there might be a car over there, so he said, 'A car.” And that wasn't the
answer I wanted, and I said, “What is it across the street?” And he finally woke up to the fact
that I was demanding some other kind of an answer, so he said, “It's a hayrick,” and he said,
“It's a this and it's a that, and so forth.” And the car got brighter and brighter and brighter and
brighter, and all of a sudden straightened out and stopped being a Model T Ford and became
the new Oldsmobile which it was.
I mean, the fellow was completely over into the hallucinatory band, you see? By
what? By changing, of course, and altering the condition of his immediate environment we of
course restored an enormous amount of energy to this man. How do you do that? Well, the
only way you can actually get anything going and surviving and continuing is by altering it.
When you stop altering it, it just coasts on a sort of an as-is basis, but it just coasts. Two
things – the altered condition, the surviving condition, and the other.
But I don't want to give you too much data. All I'm trying to give you here is just this
kickoff here on this basis of Dianetics 1955!
Now, in Book One-in Book One we conceived the energy of the individual to be
erasable by going over it several times. That was not the case. Actually, all we were doing
was washing the content out of the piece of energy and he got better because he'd now got
some energy. That's why he got better – evidently. Also, he also got better because he took
antipathetic, nonsurvival significances out of this energy mass. But the first book did not
reduce anybody's energy masses. If it had, you would have found while running en-grams the
same manifestation, the very same manifestation as would now occur in the Remedy of
Havingness.
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You ask the individual to look at space and to fool around with getting rid of energy
and in a very short space of time he's liable to be very sick at his stomach. And we didn't
discover all the preclears we were auditing with Book One getting sick at their stomachs did
we? We discovered one occasionally, but this was a momentary manifestation. You can – by
tearing up a person's havingness you can make him good and sick. He'll get good and sick.
Now, tearing up his havingness and erasing an engram are, then, not the same things.
By erasing an engram, by going over this engram, we're simply removing perceptics out of
the mass of energy, and the preclear then – slurp, slurp – can have this energy without any
significance in it and he's real cheerful about this. And this is a fine thing as far as he's
concerned.
And the perfect duplication or the complete eradication of energy and time, and so
forth, in the bank is antipathetic to his good health and well being, very antipathetic. Now,
therefore there is a theoretical process which on theory should just work out beautifully. That
is to say we return him to the moment when it occurred, we have him make a perfect
duplicate of the mass. He's at the moment and the position where it occurred, he makes a
perfect duplicate of it, the mass, space, significance – everything vanishes pshew! And it
vanishes very fast. And we take him to another incident, you see – this is theoretical, and that
erases you see – pardon me that – that vanishes by perfect duplication. You take him to
another, a big ridge of some kind or another and we have him make a perfect duplicate of this
ridge and it goes.
By the way, it's very easy to take the significance out by perfect duplication. You
merely say its significances, too, you see. And there goes that ridge and that mass and that
engram and that birth and that chain of murders and that chain of past deaths, or any darn
thing you want to run, by returning him to the moment and doing this. Theoretically it's a
wonderful process. But in practice it does not work, and in modern theory it doesn't work
either. You are simply reducing the havingness of this individual down to a point which is
unbearable to him. And the more you make perfect duplicates of the bank the hotter and faster
he will work in order to find new, strange and peculiar facsimiles to cave in on himself And
you get more facsimiles caved in by perfect duplication than you could easily count.
Now, the individual who is in this universe has been habituated to be caved in on. This
is the regular response. This energy universe is flowing in on him, you might say. He's agreed
to it, it's flowing in on him at a very vast rate from a 360 degree sphere. In other words, he's
being hit from all sides. So therefore inflow is a habitual – evidently, according to him –
needful thing. And that is his trained response you might say. That is his total experience –
that energy must flow in. Thus we get eating and we get all sorts of things.
Sex is a puzzle to men. It's not a puzzle to women. It is an inflow. You get an inflow
of sensation, energy, mass, so forth – a feminine reaction towards sex, you see? It's an inflow
reaction. Therefore that's just exactly what it ought to be, you see, according to this universe.
That is a total agreement with this universe.
A man gets into a bad shape, is liable to get into a worse shape than women and
actually his death rate is earlier and so forth than women. There are many other things. It's
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because this fellow is being forced to outflow on a physical basis. You see, there's a sexual
outflow. And he then gets impatient with women and is liable to be very upset because he'll
learn sooner or later that he's getting no inflow.
Now, actually there is an energy sensation inflow which is possible in the sexual act
and which a man can receive. All right. This is fine. Let's take some woman who isn't putting
out any of this at all, you see. Just no put out at all but just a total pull in. Man gets very
dissatisfied with her. Assigns all sorts of dirty words to it, such as nymphomania. And he'll
find that she's frigid, that she's this, she's that. There's nothing wrong there except that she
isn't doing any output. You see, no output of energy.
Now, women compensate for this by feeding men food, by doing the cooking, by
bringing the man things and so forth. You see, they do outflow after all. And a man expects
this. And a man – a man who won't permit himself to be waited on or a woman who will not
bring a man things and so forth; we can expect in that some sort of a bad upset in the man.
You see, he's doing – outflowing and then there's no compensating inflow, and the
darnedest things are liable to happen to him.
So we get this business of outflow, inflow as just the two basic manifestations of
havingness. So we're up against this thing called havingness. There's a matter of space, there's
a matter of energy. We find a preclear who gets very anxious about having things and so forth
runs out of space. Space is something to him that's antipathetic. It hasn't got any particles
packed together in it. And he gets to detest space, so if you ask him to spot a few spots in the
air and just locations, he'll get violently sick, sometimes. He'll get quite ill. You see, there's no
solid matter there.
So solid matter becomes the final goal, form, mass, and so on. Now, is it curable? Is it
– is it natural? That's a very definite question we face in this. Is it a natural thing for an
individual to have to have? No, it's not. There's a higher level than this where he doesn't have
to have. But only when he has ceased to create does he have to have. If an individual ceases to
create, then he's got to have an exterior inflow from another determinism that's entirely
dependent upon that other source than himself. Up to that time he can create something and so
he can have something and so he can take it or leave it alone. Creation goes to pieces, in other
words.
When he gets into havingness entirely, why, he just gets so he's just eating, you might
say. He's not putting out anything. He's having a rough time in this. Some creative impulse
must remain in the individual for the individ_ual to be healthy.
Well, we find out, then, the Remedy of Havingness is too often interpreted by the
auditor as meaning an inflow. And it's not totally an inflow. Remedy of Havingness means
remedy of the condition of having to have. That's what Remedy of Havingness means, very
precisely. It's a remedy of the condition of having to have. That means, there – that therefore,
that a Remedy of Havingness should be run in such a way as to have the individual pull things
in – mock them up and pull them in – and mock them up and throw them away. And he's got
to be able to accept or reject any of this havingness.
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An individual who is badly restimulated, an individual who is restimulateable, an
individual who has a great many Fac Ones and all kinds of weird engrams of the darnedest
description packed, up and stacked around him and so forth, would be very happily – erase
the significance from them and so have them as energy, you see, or have more energy. But
there is his point of view. He's got to have a mass of energy. And even though it has a bunch
of significance in it he's very, very happy to pull in this mass of energy. So we get the motto
of the individual, which is 'Anything is better than nothing.”
I put that in Latin one day. I've forgotten what it is, but it's called a motto. “Anything
is better than nothing.” “Anything is better than nothing.” And they'll pull in engrams and
everything else on themselves.
So we get this first book. Let's take a look at this first book again in view of what I've
been saying here. And we recognize that we're in contest with the significance in havingness
in the first book – see, that was our contest. This havingness had significance in it and we
could erase the significance from it, but we were not remedying the basic havingness of the
individual. Therefore, we would have difficulty in bringing about the state of Clear, because
an individual could not be entirely clear of his engram bank unless his ideas on having to have
had markedly altered and changed. See? So we have to remedy his havingness, remedy the
necessity of his having to have in order to have a Book One Clear.
Now, the second book is totally devoted to the creation of, with rapidity, a Clear.
Now, people will argue with terms. Thetan Exterior stable, Operating Thetan – these are
Scientological terms, perfectly valid terms. But Clear can be defined as an absolute today.
That was never possible before. We had to have a relative Clear. Whether or not it can be
obtained as an absolute, you see, is quite another thing, but it can be defined as an absolute. It
would be, an awareness in Book One terminology, an awareness of awareness unit – that
thing which acts upon and is aware of being aware in the body. Call it a thetan in Scientology
– awareness of awareness unit in Dianetics.
All right. This awareness of awareness unit would have to be able to have or not have
at will in order to remain in a totally stable condition. But one which had the ability to have or
not have at will as appertains to anything in any universe would be an absolute Clear.
Therefore, you get a new definition of Clear which is simply a person who can have or not
have at will anything in any universe. That's a real simple definition, isn't it?
Now, when we say to somebody, “Be three feet back of your head,” the odd part of it
is, is that we disconnect him from his reactive mind, boom! The body is what you might call a
reactive mind. We disconnect him; he's disconnected. And as such, then, the reactive mind
has actually no bearing on the personality of the individual. And so we've solved it there and
we have, in the second book, the “One-shot Clear.” The “One-shot Clear” which was
searched for, speculated about and so forth is “Be three feet back of your head.”
Of course, this takes the guy out of his reactive bank, boom! To some degree it works
upon about 50 percent of the human race. So this is a pretty good “One-shot Clear,” isn't it?
Remember the human race contains lots of children, contains lots of people in pretty good
condition. About 50 percent of the human race in general can be cleared or, pardon me, they
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can be approached up toward Clear about that fast. But you have to get their attention, get into
communication with them a little bit. They know you're there, you know they're there, and
they have to be in a condition where they will at least do something you said. And you get
them up to that point, which is merely the approach to the thing, and then you would say, “Be
three feet back of your head” and 50 percent of the race would do this.
Now, if you went on and concentrated on the body – which Dianetics does, very
markedly concentrate upon the body – the way to go about finishing this fellow off and
straightening him out has nothing to do with engrams. You just covertly put him in shape so
that he can see the electronic structure of the body. There is a structure senior to the flesh and
blood structure of the body called the electronic structure. The electronic structure of the body
is actually a piece of space made by actual anchor points. And where these anchor points are
disarranged or misaligned the body will twist and turn.
Now, it will pull in facsimiles and do other things and mess up its anchor points with
engrams and all that sort of thing. But we're not interested in that it does that. All we want is
our boy, this awareness of awareness unit, be three feet back of his head, get him in good
shape so he has good perception. Just check him to make sure, then have him check the
electronic structure of the body and wherever he finds an anchor point out of position to go
through the steps necessary to put that anchor point back in position; and where he finds one
shattered to glue it back together again one way or the other and put them all back in position.
Now, the odd part of this particular activity – auditors are apt to forget tbis – the odd
part of it is that it is a concentration upon the body and it's not particularly a healthy
procedure unless the Remedy of Havingness of the thetan has been very well taken care of.
See?
The body itself eats up its own anchor points. These are gold balls originally, little
golden spheres, sometimes in terrific number in the vicinity of the body. And the body will
eat up its own anchor points. Snake eating its own tail. You have to fix the fellow up so that
he won't do this. Actually, the only reason it starts eating its own tail is an electronic flow
starts up because of the misposition of one of these anchor points. You shove one of these
anchor points out of the road, that is the electronic structure, and you get an enormous and
immediate flow of energy from some quarter to something else and then this fellow is
swamped to some degree. And if he can't handle flows of energy – in other words, can't
handle energy – why, he's liable to bog right at that spot. This is where the people come back
inside, see. They disturb one of these anchor points, or some old flow suddenly activates and
swoosh! And then they go back inside and they get stuck; they decide they can't handle
energy.
Well, all of this in a breath, so to speak – we're trying to cover this rather rapidly, what
we are going to study – and we discover that another factor is involved here and that is that 50
percent of the human race can't do this.
You walk up to them and you say, “Be three feet back of your head.”
And they say, “What head?”
And you say, “Well, right there. The one you got leaning up against the wall.”
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And they say, “What wall?” And we're off to the races. The other 50 percent of the
human race.
Well, we could say right here at this point, “Look, psychoanalysis, witch-doctoring,
the Goldi medicine man – these people produced uniformly 22 percent of cure. Only 22
percent of cure. And this 22 percent, didn't much matter what you did. These people would
get well whether you shook a gourd rattle or you jumped up and down and screamed or you
gave him some pills or you told him his mother loved him again or he received a letter from
his girl or anything. It didn't much matter what you did, 22 percent of the human race will
recover from almost any malady known to man. See. Twenty-two percent.”
Naturally this gives medicine and witch doctors, and other witch doctors – excuse me
– a very strange opinion about healing. They see these fluke cases, you see? So they conclude,
then, that almost anything will work on some case or another. So they make it very imprecise,
and then they never go further and study it to make it precise, you see? They say, “Well, this
uh – I don't know. People all of a sudden – they – I – no telling what'll make 'em well because
all of a sudden they'll get a letter or something.”
Actually, they're only talking about 22 percent of the human race. But they see in the –
they see this 22 percent and then they have never found out that there was a remaining –
remairnng 78 percent. And they never looked at those.
And we find out when we look at those that we begin to find the constants, not this
variable 22. Well, this variable 22 evidently is simply in kind of a state of hypnosis of some
kind or another, or is in very good shape. See, they could be in several states. They could be
very well off or very badly off and all somebody would have to say to them, “You're well,”
and they'd go around and say, “Look, I'm well.” And whatever interesting condition this
would be, remember that this was an upsetting thing to the entire field of research and
development. Twenty-two percent of people would simply get well.
Well, we had to pay attention to the other 78. Well, we've raised that figure on a very
easy process of auditing, if we take into account children and so forth, to 50 percent. See,
we've raised that 22 to 50 percent. Only it isn't almost anything will make these people well,
it's “Be three feet back of your head” – that's what makes them well. “Be three feet back of
your head. Okay. Let's look around. What do you see? You see something? All right. Make a
copy of it.” By the way, you make a copy simply by putting an exact replica of the thing
alongside of it. It's not a perfect duplicate.
You'll find the word duplicate carelessly used in earlier publications. It says,
“Duplicate it, duplicate it, duplicate it.” That means make a copy. “Perfect – make a perfect
duplicate of it” would be to make it with its own time, space and its own energy, in its own
locale.
All right. How about this? We've shot it up to 50 percent. Hadn't we better quit? Huh?
What's the matter? Well, look-a-there. That's a higher level of cure.
Do you realize – do you realize that there was only one specific prior to about 1912?
There was only one thing that you could absolutely count on to cure something – thing called
aspirin. The one specific. It was a specific remedy for a specific ill. And you think I mean the
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headache. No, that was not the specific ill that aspirin takes care of; it's rheumatic fever.
Aspirin takes care of rheumatic fever. Somebody comes up with rheumatic fever you give him
aspirin he gets well.
All right. That was along pretty near a 100 percent proposition. So you could call this
thing a specific, it means a 100 percent proposition. Are there any others? I read a list from
the AMA. The AMA is an organization which is allied with the “Liars of America,” and they
have a great time interchanging their jokes. They listed the fact that medicine had made great
progress, enormous progress, because they now had about twenty specifics.
In other words, all you do is just throw away the definition of specific, you see. Just
throw it away. Actually, you don't have twenty specifics. Penicillin is not a specific. Damn
near is. You call for a lot of remedies and you say, “Well, that calls for penicillin.” But then
you find out that Dr. Jones and Dr. Hoopgala and so forth have been giving this patient
penicillin lozenges and he's had several other courses of penicillin, and we shoot him for this
infection which he has and, by golly, that infection thrives.
Well then, we have to change him off to aureomycin. That's a specific, too. And then
chloromycetin – that's a specific, but that didn't work either. Well, the patient dies, so we say
there must have been something else wrong. But penicillin is still a specific, only it's not a
specific.
They speak very widely and rather wildly that cinchona bark, known to us better as
quinine, is a specific for malaria, and is a specific in the prevention of malaria; that atabrine is
a – is a specific in the prevention of malaria. And I've had malaria while full of both of those.
I mean, it's wonderful how unspecific they were.
So – but nevertheless, if we've gotten up to 50 percent we could say – in the same
company with the American Medical Association – we could say, well, Dianetics and
Scientology are specifics for human illness and aberration. That's that. Wouldn't have to go
any further.
But an unfortunate thing – I was early indoctrinated in a certain attitude of
thoroughness about this sort of thing. So I didn't really consider 50 percent good enough. And
it's taken about two and a half years to put the finishing touches on the remaining 50 percent.
Always we could find a case who was tougher. Always we could find a case who was more
snowed in. Could always find somebody who was a little bit blacker than we'd ever noticed
before. Very, very curious. Very, very curious thing.
I've been cracking these cases pretty regularly. Only trouble is I've had a tendency as
years went on to put on the back grill and let simmer awhile, processes; put them out into the
hands of auditors, tell them that this is the very hot process and so forth, and find out, whether
or not, one, they could do the process, and two, whether or not the process continued to work
in their hands. I had a tendency to do that.
The program has paid off very well because you've got a very interested and
enthusiastic piece of auditing when somebody tests the process with the idea that “this is it”
sort of a thing. But the main thing about auditing is teaching the auditor. If the auditor does
the process he'll get results with it – if he does the process. It's been a big question. We find
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there's a lot of the boys who couldn't get results with rather elementary and basic processes.
We find a lot of the boys have had a tendency to shift over and skip Dianetics because it didn't
get results.
I beg to differ with them. They didn't work Dianetics and it didn't get results. Now,
there's nothing simpler than that is there?
It's just like you give this kid a lemon when you're supposed to give him some cough
syrup and he doesn't start – just doesn't stop coughing so you immediately say, “Well, that
cough syrup doesn't stop coughs.” You get the idea? I mean, this is a real silly situation that
we have had in this particular science.
But there was some justification for this. Old processes were pretty complicated,
preclears were quite variable, they were very recalcitrant, they refused very often to get well,
and they were not the good, well-mannered, schoolbook solutions by a long way. So
obviously there must have been some bugs left in the machinery of auditing. Otherwise
nobody could have made a mistake, you see? Nobody could have drifted off the line or failed
to follow the book, see? There must have been a mistake somewhere in there. And of course
this mistake couldn't have been theirs because they weren't working on this first investigation,
so I have to assume responsibility for it and go on and on and on and on and on.
Well anyhow, two very true – pardon me, oh about – more than that – about five or six
very, very terrific things have shown up. One of them is this whole thing about problems.
Until I got a perfect solution – that is to say until I knew what a perfect solution was, an
ultimate solution. That was big news. I told a couple of the guys who were drifting around my
office about this. Didn't spread it much any further. But an ultimate – and then, of course, it's
in Creation of Human Ability – but an ultimate solution, the ultimate theoretical solution.
What is the definition of an ultimate solution? Well, of course, it would be the perfect
duplicate of the problem wouldn't it? So an ultimate solution would have no mass, meaning or
mobility. It would have no wavelength, would have no position and – rrrrrrrr – it's a static.
Ultimate solution – static.
You want to know why people have to have problems? Well, they want mass, don't
they? Well, if you had every piece of mass you had around solved, you wouldn't have any
mass – not a single scrap of it. That's a horrible fact, isn't it? If you solved every problem in
the bank. People start to solve problems feel worse, so they immediately start creating more
problems. And they'll create problems, problems, problems, problems, problems, problems,
problems. And unless they can create an abundance of problems, unless they know they can
have problems, they aren't going to give up any. That was the first bug.
Talked by the way to a patrolman last night. Curious boy. He had a problem. It was his
last problem evidently. He was sure fond of it. I offered to take it away from him. He didn't
cooperate at all.
All right. There was that, there was this business about Remedy of Havingness, and
there was this remaining 50 percent. There must be some auditing solution which exteriorizes
these people and so forth, and that is the auditing solution which we will concentrate on in
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this course. There must be, you see. Completely aside from everything else, there simply must
be an auditing solution which does it. And there is.
So, having brought you up to the edge of the springboard, tomorrow we will find out
what Uncle Remus did to Br'er Rabbit.
How you exteriorize somebody, exactly how you exteriorize them, exactly how you
get them over hanging onto these pieces of mass, exactly how you work them out of the frame
of mind they're in which makes them interiorize, and exactly how you do this in about two or
three hours regardless of what kind of shape the case is in, is of course a rather lengthy thing
to teach.
And if I'm going to teach it all today I'd have absolutely nothing to teach you in the
next six weeks. Now, the process which I want you to run ... Going to get assigned to some
auditing teams. You won't like these assignments. These assignments will be an affront to
you. That's a certainty. For the good and ample reason is they're usually misassigned on
purpose. That's just a cross-brained attitude. You know why?
We concentrate on auditing in this course; we do not concentrate on one's own case.
We concentrate on the ability to audit. You got that? The ability to audit – this is all we care
about. We don't even vaguely care what condition the auditor is in. If he can – if with the help
of a couple of mop handles he can be propped up in a chair, if he twitches when kicked, he is
in a state whereby he can audit. That's all we require of an auditor – qualifications. If he can
quiver he can audit. Do you know why? Because the secret back of all secrets, as far as
masses and forms are concerned – you understand that there could be secrets above masses
and forms – but as far as masses and forms are concerned the secret of it is pan-determinism
or control. That thing which you control you do not have to fear.
Would you be afraid to run a kiddie car down the front walk out here? You might feel
that you're being ridiculed. Well, let's take it out in the desert someplace. Would you be afraid
to run this kiddie car out there in the desert someplace, huh? No danger involved with this
kiddie car.
Well, how about a jet plane, checked over recently by an Army mechanic? You, with
no training. They put no helmet and no oxygen mask on you and jam you in the cockpit, shut
the cockpit and start the plane. You wouldn't look on that with great calm would you? Hm?
And yet the jet plane to a trained pilot is about as hard to run as a kiddie car. He can do what?
He can control this jet plane can't he?
Human aberration has only been a bugbear to man because he couldn't control it, he
couldn't predict it, he couldn't start, stop and change it. The anatomy of control is start, stop
and change. He couldn't start, stop and change aberrations. He couldn't start, stop and change
the state of mind of his fellow beings. He couldn't handle aberration.
That's – you don't find many doctors of contagious wards in those wards with that
contagious disease, do you? That's because he can control it to a very marked degree, you
see? But you sure find an awful lot of psychiatrists in institutions, don't you? That's right.
Head nurses and psychiatrists – because they know they can't control this thing called
aberration so they get controlled by it.
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There's – to that degree in this universe at this time it's a dog-eat-dog sort of universe.
I mean, you've got to be able to control something. Have to be willing certainly to control
something. You don't have to actually get in there and direct every movement of it, you see.
You have to be willing and able to control something in order to sit back and relax as far as
it's concerned.
One thing that drives the public frantic about this atom bomb out here is they do not
even vaguely have the faintest control even over the personnel that have the most intimate
connection with it, see, or even the most distant connection with it. Far from being able to
control the explosion of the bomb, they couldn't even vaguely control or determine the use
and course of the bomb in any way. In other words, it's just totally removed from control.
There's why people are off on the fourth dynamic: They do not think they can control
the fourth dynamic even vaguely, see? It's gotten even fashionable to say “Conquerors are no
good,” and that sort of thing. Well, actually, it's a-conquering the human race, just to
demonstrate that you can control the human race is kind of a dull thing to do. But – that's a
rather low-scale activity, but they feel they couldn't possibly control the human race or group.
It's just their willingness. And so they feel, “Well, I'm all shot, you know. Fourth dynamic –
there's nothing I can do for man. I am myself. I am an individual, I am all alone, I am the only
one,” they say as far as they're concerned. “Whatever happens to the rest of the human race,
well, that's their lookout.” And so of course they get no control over it at all on a dwindlingspiral basis.
Well, let's take a look at auditing and recognize that the control of human aberration is
the goal of an auditor. Now, it goes further than this. That is an immediate goal. The increase
of human ability is a much higher goal. First you have to learn that you can control human
aberration, really, before you realize you can control human ability.
Recently the boys have been getting hot enough with their auditing that a considerable
change taking place in a lot of boys – lot of auditors that haven't had any auditing to amount
to anything. See, new thing – they can control this thing. This is an oddity. You watch this
thing work out. Of course, they have to recognize finally that they can control it, and this
takes a while for them to do. But that is the longest trial that we have on auditing.
Now, let's take this as compared to the apt use of a technique. Let's take this “I can
control human aberration through these processes properly applied and so forth. I have
control over it. There is a start, stop and change, and this kind of thing. Therefore and thereby
and thereafter, I'm in pretty good shape with relationship to them.” But that man stops
restimulating, is what happens to him. If he knows he can do this he stops restimulating. How
does he know he can do this? It's by auditing people, one after the other, see. He audits them,
he finds out he can change their behavior pattern and ability, and it ceases to be this huge
mystery to him and he becomes very, very certain.
Now, I ran into the Foundation one day back in Wichita. I was in a hurry. I was going
into my office to pick up a couple of papers, but here stood an auditor, a girl, she was white. I
said “What's the matter?” Somebody said immediately, “Why, that psychotic she was
assigned this morning,” (she was a staff auditor) “has been taken home by her husband.” I
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said, “What's the matter here?” This kid was just shot, see. And I asked people around. Well,
then, obviously – auditing session, short auditing session – this auditor had evidently done all
the right things. This woman had gone into a violent restimulation, had practically spun in and
been taken home back to Oklahoma or someplace by her husband. What about this?
A little Straightwire on this girl demonstrated the fact that this woman was the exact
replica... I – we had never known before that this auditor had once worked in a sanitarium as
an attendant. And this woman psychotic was the exact replica of a woman who had jumped
out of the ward one fine day and practically strangled this auditor. This auditor was much
younger. This woman psychotic in this old institution years before had practically strangled
this girl, and now we get a duplicate person shows up. This auditor goes into complete
restimulation, practically spins in, and although the auditor went right ahead and did the
processes, the fear, the inability was so manifest to the preclear that the preclear just went out
of mind.
Obviously the techniques couldn't have been well used. It must of just been 1ip service
to the type of process this person was supposed to have. But you get the idea? Person – this
girl knew she could not control that preclear even vaguely and as such, naturally was ready to
quit, run. And when seen immediately afterwards was in a horribly restimulated state. What
was in restimulation, however, was not just this incident of being jumped. What was in
restimulation was the whole bank. “See, I can't control human aberration,” it says
immediately. Bang! There we go.
So your foremost job is to learn that you can handle human aberration, psychosomatic
ills, and then that you can increase somebody's ability. That's the first thing we'll concentrate
on. And therefore, let's get into the auditing techniques which we will be using. The first
auditing technique we will be using is simply this one technique. I hate to have to tell you
this: It's, “Something you wouldn't mind remembering. Something you wouldn't mind
forgetting.” That's the auditing technique we will use. We won't use it for very long, but it's
the only one we can use. See, we're totally restricted.
Why that process? Merely want you to get into two-way communication amongst
yourselves as a class unit. Get the idea? This is an easy way to do it and there's no
significance at all.
Oddly enough, that's a terrifically potent process. But not so potent that it will blow
anybody up. It's not that we distrust anybody; we also do that for another reason. We want to
see how well you can follow an auditing instruction. Guy who knows an awful lot of auditing
techniques finds he has a hell of a time all of a sudden turning around and settling down to
this process. He knows what's wrong with this case. He knows he's going to do this he's going
to do that. Well, we just put it on a training basis. “Something you wouldn't mind
remembering. Something you wouldn't mind forgetting.” Those are the two processes – two
auditing commands.
We're going to do this for another reason. I don't think anybody here knows all he can
know about communication lag and we're going to study it. And that one turns up some
honeys.
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Communication lag: The length of time from the moment the individual is asked
something to the moment when he actually replies to that exact question regardless of what
comes in between.
Caught somebody on this the other day who was trained in it. Said, “Well, I really
couldn't...” This person must have been doped off or something of the sort. This auditor knew
this. Said, “I couldn't tell what the preclear's communication lag was.” Auditor was kind of
rattled; late in the evening when I caught him on this. “I couldn't really tell what the person's
communication lag was.”
And I said, “Well, you couldn't? Why?”
“Person kept talking all the time, couldn't get an answer.” Of course, that's
communication lag. That's that. So, we take a look at this as communication lag and we'll
estimate by communication lag the consequences and results thereof.
When we've discovered whether or not we can follow an instruction on auditing, then
we will go immediately into a much tougher process which is still a two-way communication
– that's a Straightwire process – we'll go into a Two-way Communication process. And that
Two-way Communication process is simply involving problems and solutions. And we will
simply do that in order to remedy enough problems around here so we don't have to have too
many.
All right. Right now, though, your auditing command – the one allowable command
for this Unit, and that pertains to anybody in this Unit – is on the preclear involved
“Something you wouldn't mind remembering. Something you wouldn't mind forgetting.”
Okay? That's just to find out if you can follow an auditing instruction. It's the most wonderful
duplication process known to man. Make a poor auditor duplicate like mad all over the place,
the auditing question.
Okay. And the next thing that we will get into here in these lectures – which will take
place at 12:30 every day – next place – thing we will get into will be this business of
havingness. And we will give that a complete knockout. And I mean we will go over that very
thoroughly.
Right along with that, at the same time we'll run in some Opening Procedure 8-C and
so forth, but this will be rather fast. Opening Procedure 8-C is still working most gorgeously.
We will also get into a subject not – you might think it has been, but it hasn't been – we will
get into a subject called “memory” in this unit, which has never been covered before in any
unit or in any publication.
Memory. What is memory? Why is it? How far does this thing called memory go?
Very fascinating subject. Fascinating once you know what it is. It's very baffling until you do.
More ways to make a person's memory work than you can shake a stick at.
I didn't ever teach one of them but I used one, one night – a gimmick on a group here
at the Church. And it worked on them; worked on them gorgeously. It certainly did startle
them. Cases that couldn't remember this and couldn't remember that. Actually there's a
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process that will turn on a person's memory almost at will on any subject. You can handle
memory. Memory's nothing to handle.
Now, as far as the first week or so are concerned we will be involved with picking up
these various details, and then we will get on to this pan – exteriorization process and we will
get hot with it. And we will see how hard it is to teach and we will see how hard it is to
follow, and we will see any shortcomings which the process has by working it broadly on a
group. This will be the first time it's been worked on a group. It's been worked, of course, by
the Department of Writing and Investigation very thoroughly at this time, and all kinds of
weird and incredible results can be obtained.
But our auditing goal today, which is something that you should know right here at the
beginning, is simply to get them out. As far as the physical goal is concerned, it's adjust their
anchor points. See, if we want somebody well physically, we'll adjust his anchor points. But
that depends upon our getting him out first. So the emphasis is on exteriorization. Techniques
are all emphasized in the direction of exteriorization. This, of course, is being taught straight
into the teeth of fast exteriorization – get them out quick, turn on their perceptions, patch up
the physical beingness, jump the person's ability level. Just about that order.
It may be that one auditor has more facility than another in using the processes which
I'm giving. That may be. But I'm afraid that that is a far better determining factor than the
state of case today.
We can do the damnedest things with psychosis. I mean, psychosis is no longer a
problem. It is no problem. The answer to psychosis is the Opening Procedure of 8-C, and
Two-way Communication, Mimicry and the technique of nonverbal communication – no
speak; tossing the object back and forth. These are psychotic – they're not psychotic
processes; they just happen to work on psychosis. I mean, the last psychotic that came into
my auditing room, I said, “Oh my, another psychotic. Well, let's see now. I'll have to give
about – oh, I'll have to give at least three days for this and about fifteen minutes at a crack.”
And that's what did it. I mean, it's real fast.
It has a lot to do with how fast the auditor could get into two-way communication with
the psycho. Once that is done – sometimes only requires a minute or two. The last psycho that
walked in my office walked in gibbering and walked out talking. And the total auditing time
was two minutes. And this was very amazing to the two attendants that were with this psycho.
This was very, very amazing.
I took the easy route. I simply flooded the psycho with ARC, you know? I just gave
him a big bunch pf ARC, did a slight duplication of physical mannerism – brought the –
brought the person into immediate communication, snapped him into present time, shook him
by the hand and they left. They were considerably improved by this long and lengthy process,
about two minutes.
I spent a lot longer talking to the two attendants, you see, because they “Ya, ya, ya, ya,
ya. What wall?” They weren't disassociating anyhow.
Psychosis is no problem as an – actually, is no point for an auditor to concentrate on. I
mean, he has to learn, and he should learn that he can do certain things for psychotics, so he
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can handle psychosis today. He should learn that just as one of the things he should know on
controlling, and so forth. Because it is the more frightening, out-of-control mechanism. But
actually your psychos are running on a two-watt peanut-whistle transmitter and they're as
easy to handle as a small pile of beads. You can push them around, see, and so forth. An
auditor has to learn that. Where an auditor should concentrate today is upon ability, because
ability is a measurable thing. Person – person is taking a long time to learn how to play the
piano, and you suddenly pick him up and make him play the piano in a hurry. Person is
unable to drive a car well; you audit him for a while and they're – all of a sudden become
tremendously able drivers.
You can never stop working on ability. It is a completely unlimited goal simply
because there are entirely unlimited categories of ability.
I was working on ability the other day, myself' I mean personally. I was – I do fairly
well on a – on a motorbike. It's a great sport. I ride one for sport. You've got a lot of space
around you. You don't have to have all this damn mass of windshields and all that sort of
thing. You're in contact with your environment like a – like an old dog I used to have. I – he
used to hang his nose out the side of the car and boy he'd just whiff-whiff whiff-whiff whiff
and he'd smell that landscape every place. Well, you don't smell anything but a motor or the
air-conditioning unit in the car, or the dust. And on a motorbike, you see, you can smell
anything. So I ride motorbikes and I have a good time doing this. But I ran into a kid out on
the desert not too long ago who was riding a fairly light bike, and he'd shoot out of a gully and
take the front wheel off and go ten or fifteen feet on his rear wheel only and then slam his
front wheel down again. Get the idea? Spectacular. I couldn't do that.
So I went out about a week ago and took a good heavy bike and started to put it
through its paces. And after I'd pulled it over on me a couple of times, I decided that there was
something about this that I hadn't noticed. But instead of going around limping – my shins are
still all covered up – instead of going around limping badly and bemoaning it and so forth,
suddenly recognized what I was doing very ably. Physically, I recognized what I was doing. I
was learning how to do it; I wasn't doing it. And because I was learning how to do it I was
taking it easy at first.
You mustn't cut the throttle on a bike you are balancing just after it's come out of a
gully. And I was instinctively cutting this throttle – see, because I was still learning. I would
do it later on. So I put my goal too far up the time track and liked to kill myself as a result
thereof, you see.
So the next time I said, “Well, the hell with it. I've been doing it for two years.” In
fact, I put it on the backtrack to make sure that I could. I distinctly remembered when the king
and queen of Bulgaria were over here and I did this trick, and that was where I got the
mocked-up medal that was hanging around my neck. And I slammed that bike down into the
gully and slammed it out the other side of the gully and opened up its throttle wide as I went
up the other side and didn't cut its throttle an instant as it came out of the other side, and of
course it just walked along on its rear wheel just like nothing because there was no gyroscopic
imbalance being entered into the situation at all. Its wheels were travelling at the same rate of
speed right on along as it came out of the gully. It's very interesting thing. Bikes do that.
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Male voice: Now both wheels.
Huh?
Male voice: Next week, both wheels.
You've got – you've got yourself the – a similar problem in any point of training. Now,
I've had boys in Units that go clear through to the end of the Unit before they know anything.
You know, “I will know this at the end of the Unit.” Well, therefore, this is the last day of this
Unit, and all the rest of this Unit will be retraining. Just finished the Unit. You all graduated.
Now, we'll learn how to audit. Okay?
I'm much more interested in what you're going to do with this blanket exteriorization
process as a Unit and learn how to do it. I'm much more interested in that than I am in
anything else.
But I am very, very morally, horribly certain that we have to hit some basics and some
fundamentals here and there and refresh them up.
The task of auditing is not a very – not a very complicated right now, but funny part of
it is you can't leave any pins out of it.
There are six basic processes as we know. Those six basic processes have to be
understood as fundamentals of the business. Regardless of what we do with these six basic
processes, you see, regardless of what we – how we apply them, there are six basic processes
and there are just exactly six ways to do the six processes. And that fundamental can't be
overlooked. One of the main reasons why, is because you from the Advanced Clinical Course
will be doing a lot of instruction. And you will find out that your people – we have learned
this the hard way – you'll find out that your people all too often are apparently very well
based in theory, and then they go riding off on their horses in all directions and you get a
maximum amount of disturbance in any kind of a small group you are training, just because
of the absence of the precision of these processes.
There's a way to do each one of these processes, but of course there are other things
that you can do with a preclear besides these processes. And I'm teaching you some better
things to do than these basic processes. That doesn't mean these basic processes aren't good.
They are the standard proc_esses and they remain so.
Those processes are of course Two-way Communication, Elementary Straightwire,
Opening Procedure 8-C, Opening Procedure Duplication, Remedy of Havingness and
Spotting Spots. And those are the six processes, pang!
There's a precision way to do each one that's finally been worked on, worked out and
agreed upon, and cases have been observed and results have been tabulated on each one of
these processes until they're killers. That's right, they're just killers.
The only thing that whips those processes is this unit exteriorization technique when
they don't exteriorize on “Be three feet back of your head,” see.
Well, what do you know, then – what do you know. You cannot even vaguely handle
a preclear on this type of process. It is not a good control process. You've got to get that
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preclear under control, you've got to get him squared around before you can work this other
process. Otherwise he'll do anything but. And he can really squirrel himself.
Any time you handle dynamite of this caliber and velocity and nitroglycerin content,
you are of course, of necessity, having a considerable amount of trouble getting a hold of your
preclear and slamming him into the proper position in order to do just this process.
There's a lot of this, a lot of this. Easy way to exteriorize a preclear, of course, would
be to be in perfect two-way communication with the preclear and he'd exteriorize. But how do
you get into perfect communication with the preclear? Well, that's the remaining five
processes.
Now, the number of boo-boos that auditor makes – auditors make today are all
involved in exteriorization itself – all of them – really. They really foul up on this like mad.
Old Route One – Route One processes – patching up anchor points, this sort of thing. My
God, I have seen more damn mistakes of the most gruesome kind made. Girl one time –
fellow said to her, “Be three feet back of your head.” You'd hardly call this boy an auditor.
“Be three feet back of your head.” He had no training by the way. And she was. And so then
he took a book and he put it over in one corner of the room and he says, now he says, “Go
find the book.” So she did. And then he says, “All right. Now...” and he took the book out
into the bedroom and he says, “Now find the book.” And she did. And then he took the book
into the kitchen and she went and found the book. And then he put the book down some
places in the cellar and she found the book about one more time.
And then he says, “All right. Now, read me the first page out of it through the cover.”
She couldn't do that, gave her a lose, banged her back in the head and made about fifty-five
hours of work out of a perfect preclear for the next auditor that came along. Gave her a big
lose her first moment out. Never got her – gave her a moment to stabilize herself, to even find
out what she was, get used to the idea that she was different from the body. None of these
things were even vaguely entered into this process. Well, a boo-boo like that is a pretty big
one, but they can still make them – can still make them.
Well, the process is allowed again, “Something you wouldn't mind remembering.
Something you wouldn't mind forgetting.” Then we're going to take up some Remedy of
Havingness.
But our next big jump after this will be a very fast review of these six processes and
then we will get into this button process. Now, I hope to do that before the congress so you
better make up your mind that you just graduated yesterday. You've graduated; now you want
to find what the hell it's all about. Okay? All right.
(end of lecture)
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Now, would you give me some account of what – what you did yesterday?
Male voice: Did yesterday?
Mmm.
Male voice: Well, about all we did yesterday was get things all assigned and
straightened up and ready to go for this morning, which we did auditing this morning.
Did auditing this morning. You got teams, auditing teams all straightened out? I
suppose probably everybody's unhappy with these teams.
Male voice: Oh, sure.
Everybody's probably very miserable with the whole thing.
Now, with team assignment you did run “Something you wouldn't mind remembering.
Something you wouldn't mind forgetting?”
Male voice: Oh, yes.
If I had a simpler and yet slightly therapeutic process believe me we would be using
that right at this moment.
Okay. Now, we got this far. What we are learning here is auditing. Let me make that a
very, very clear thing; we're learning auditing.
Now, in the old-time, training pilots, you know, they used to learn to fly by the seat of
their pants. And very often years afterwards, why, you'd get one of these pilots on the airmail
or something and the errors he had learned to fly with, he was still busily flying with. He
would fly with his left wing a little bit low and he would land a little unbalanced the other
way. And this was routine, this was the way he flew. Well now, that is all right; there's
nothing wrong with a pilot flying with his left wing a little bit low. But it's our job here to get
straightened out whatever bugs one may have picked up along the line. The essence of
auditing today is an ability on the part of an auditor to carry through with a process no matter
how much it is changing the pc. Now, this – this is a weird thing. This is real weird. You will
discover that an auditor in the old days doing a duplication back and forth with the preclear,
would get into the most interesting type of setup you ever saw. The preclear would change so
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the auditor would change the process. In other words, he'd duplicate the preclear. Preclear
would start to change, you see, so the auditor would change the process. This happened all too
many times, but remember this horrible thing happens to have some truth in it – that the
process which turned on a somatic will turn it off That's a gruesome fact.
So we have a situation where an auditor has – may have picked up this – not this one
but he may have picked up certain observational points. See, he may have picked up certain
things in observing preclears and so forth. And he may be – all unknownst to himself, after
he's done an awful lot of auditing – inclining in some direction of a process shift or some
favorite activity that he would engage on at a certain moment when the preclear was doing
this and that, which are not necessarily bad, but they may not necessarily be good.
Now, the essence of communication lag is the first thing we've got to get very, very
thoroughly. Now, although Peggy is a good auditor and I love her very, very dearly, she told
me yesterday noon – and didn't realize she had told me and so therefore I shouldn't tell on her
in front of all these people – she pulled a boo-boo of considerable magnitude without
realizing she had done it. She let a preclear talk to her day and night on an obsessive comm
lag without recognizing that this preclear really had no need to talk or anything else.
I know this preclear. I know this preclear vividly well and in two hours of auditing I
was able to get in three auditing commands. Talk about an obsessive communication flow,
see? Obsessive. It's not particularly sequitur; it's not particularly related to anything. And to
let this preclear get away with this for three days and nights is a very, very poor auditing
show – it really is.
One should not go to the lengths of strangling the preclear if this preclear keeps on
talking obsessively, but let's look at it, let's face up to the fact that a communication lag means
the length of time intervening. You see, there's distance on communication. Well, there's also
time between cause and effect, you see. And the more time, the less A – the less affinity, you
see. The more time, the less reality. The more time, the less communication.
So when we get that factor of time in there – time being the single aberrative factor –
the definition is: The length of time from the moment that the auditor, or you as a person in
conversation, ask a question or request some data and when that exact question and the exact
answer to that data is forth coming from the preclear. Now, it's the length of time between
those two incidents – question, answer. And it doesn't mean an answer off to the side. That's
not an answer, see. It doesn't mean a lot of cross backflow to find out what you meant by the
question. See? That's all time. It doesn't matter what goes on between the moment the
question is asked and the moment it is answered. It just does not matter what goes on. If the
preclear goes out and climbs the Alps in the interim that's still comm lag.
You walked up to this taxi driver in 1930 and you said “Where is the city hall?” Now,
this taxi driver may since have driven all around the town, have been fired, have gone into
other employ, may have become a streetcar conductor, may have become a cop, may have
become president and so forth. The truth of the matter is he never told you and has not told
you to this date where the city hall is, so that is all comm lag. We've got fourteen years here,
let us say or twenty-four years or thirty-four years or forty-four years. It just would not
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matter, if the question hasn't been answered, it's all comm lag. We don't care who this taxi
driver has talked to, if he has written you letters in the meantime, if he's given evidence before
the grand jury or McCarthy – it just doesn't matter. It is still comm lag. That the question
never gets answered still doesn't alter the basic definition. This fellow is then comm-lagging.
All right. Now, let's get an example of it. Here – here's an accident victim on the street.
You walk up to this accident victim you say, “How do you feel?” The accident victim is
unconscious, lying there bleeding, all pushed in from all corners. Never answers your
question. Kind of obvious, isn't it? Never answers your question. Yet you asked it.
So from that moment, from there on to the end of this universe that is still a comm lag
in progress, isn't it? And that is why a phrase gets hung up in a reactive bank. There are no
phrases that simply miss the reactive bank entirely, see. It's never resolved, it's never
answered.
Now, do you see what the content of an engram is? It's total comm lag. Everything
there is in the engram bank is a comm lag. So you ask this person, “How do you feel?” Do
you know that question will go on from now till the end of this universe as part of some
engram?
Now, therefore there's some responsibility on the person asking the question. Isn't
there? Then we go out and we ask this bright young girl who is selling soda pop or something
of the sort, we say, “Where is the city hall?” And she says, “Well, it's two blocks down the
street and turn to your right and it's one block and that's the city hall.” No comm lag there. It
isn't aberrative, either, to you or to her. No aberrative factor involved in it whatsoever. See, it
cleared the computer.
All right. Now, we say to this bright young girl, “How do you feel?” She says, “Oh, I
feel okay today. I know I've felt a lot better sometimes. I had a big party last night but I feel
okay.” No aberrative quality whatsoever. None. You follow me?
Now, supposing we said to this young girl, “How do you feel today?” And she says
“Well, I don't know, I – aahhh – I think it over, stand here selling soda pop. Sat here... You
know my family – my family uh – objected to me selling soda pop. I know when I was at
Vassar, I know my father wrote me a letter and he said, 'Grace,' he says, 'soda pop – soda pop
and you just won't ever mix.' That's what he said. Aahhhhh”
What happened to your question “How do you feel?” What happened to your
question?
All right. You walk up to this adding machine and you punch some buttons – bong,
bong, bong, see? You don't pull the handle. You go off and leave it. Leave the whole thing
alone, see? And this poor accountant who is stupid enough not to pull the handle before he
starts accounting, he walks over and he's got the company vouchers for that month and he
goes ping-a-de-ping-a-de-ping, ping-a-de-ping-a-de-ping, bang-a-de-bang-a-de bang, bang-ade-bang-a-de-bang, bang-a-de-bang-a-de-bang, cronk, cronk, bang – wrong answer.
And he says, “Hey, wait a minute. Here, now what's this all about?”
Okay. Tell you what it's all about. You asked this person who is lying there
unconscious after the street accident you say, “How do you feel?” You've walked up to an
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adding machine, bing-a-de-bing-a-de-bing, bing, and not pulled the answer. See, you've not
pulled the totaller.
And she's selling soda pop on the street some years later and somebody walks up to
her and says, “How do you feel?” And she says, “Duh-duh-duh – aahhhhh – uh-da-da-dum -.
Pop said to me when I was at Vassar... I remember it very well, he wrote me a letter and he
said, 'Grace, soda pop and you will just never mix.'“
Well, years go by and somebody walks up to her in the sanitarium – because you see
you're totally responsible – walks up to her in a sanitarium and says to her, “Grace, how do
you feel?” They're still adding figures into this column of figures, see. They're still trying to
get this thing to multiply everything by five or do something, you see. And it just – the
computer doesn't work that way. Understand this a little better now?
What is this thing called an engramic phrase? Why is it aberrative? Well, we get this
fact. Life is a peculiar thing. The one thing that cannot as-is in life... Now, you listen. You
guys remember this because I'm never going to tell you again, I'm sure, because it's so
damned obvious. This is one of those horrible obvious things, you know, that just sort of flies
by and you never pay much attention to it. But do you know what – there's only one thing that
cannot as-is. When we say as-is we mean erase or disappear or have nothing made of it. What
is that?
Male voice: Pleasure.
Nothing. That's very close to it because that's one of the factors involved with it –
nothing, see. Freedom won't erase. Now, we can look all we want to at this dwindling spiral
and say aren't these people awfully bad off and everybody's going to the dogs and they'll all
wind up in the dregs. But the funny part of it is that the only thing it'll erase there is the
entheta. The freedom will not erase. I almost went into convulsions one day – freedom. Now,
let's take this and we say – all these good qualities, actually good qualities: freedom, presence,
demonstrated abilities – actually the – what happens is, is they don't erase at all. An individual
simply turns away from them and starts looking at mass and entheta. And as long as he's over
here looking at entheta, any freedom or courage or anything else that he has that he considers
to be a good quality, is simply going begging, because it is not a quantitative quality. It is
simply qualitative. It's not quantitative. Freedom is not quantitative. Mass is quantitative but
freedom isn't.
Thus you get races of man always going forward toward higher levels of freedom.
Thus you get all kinds of activity on the part of man to be better, to make things better. You
get activity in general on the part of life to go on, coming on up the line, making things
squared around a little bit better. There's only one thing that functions anywhere and that is
life. The only thing that can happen to life – even though the individual is actually totally
free, even at the moment he's telling you this he is actually totally free, he has courage, he is
able to do a tremendous number of things – the only thing that he can do is in that freedom
turn around and fixate his attention on something that is not free, that is not courageous, that
is not many other things.
See, he fixes his attention on some kind of a mass. You understand? And then he can
say, “I am part of that mass.” But why does he do this? Because he wants it to be free too.
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And that is the pathetic part of existence. The only traps that can possibly exist, exist because
of a desire to further free or further help things that are in trouble, things that are in mass.
Now, if you actually do have a key that opens traps and locks you are perfectly at
liberty to go over and open all kinds of traps and locks. But as anybody knows, to rescue his
liege lord from the castle while armed – while beautifully armed with a skewer taken out of
the cooking fire and while faced with a moat, bastions, Greek fire and very well accoutered
and plated archers is folly. Like love's folly. And if you want to – if you want to define folly,
it is – it is somebody coming up to set you free.
Now, a little child sees another little child that's had polio. And this little child says,
“Well, it's too bad. That person shouldn't have polio,” see, and goes over and... You see little
kids do this. And one day you're processing a cripple and you want to know when this person
first got crippled. And you say to him, “Som-mm-mm.” All of a sudden sympathy, feeling of
rapport with, effort to help this other little child. Well, they didn't have the clue did they?
They didn't have the information – they did not have the data. They – there is a gimmick
involved in entrapment. You have to know how to as-is a problem. You have to know how to
as-is mass and space, too. In other words, when I say as-is it I mean – hhhwt! – make a
perfect duplicate of it. You have to know how to do that.
All right. So we look over this business of life, this game called life, and we find an
individual if he were totally free would have no game. So he actually has to actually
consciously step down from a higher activity of freedom in order to have a game or have any
mass around at all. You see, the existence of the smallest piece of mass would be a barrier,
see. Just to that degree a pebble out here in the street here is a barrier, but you wouldn't think
of it much as a barrier. The next thing you know the pebble is the size of the castle wall. See,
it's a real barrier. The next thing it's the size of the universe.
Being trapped in this universe is something on the order of being caught in a
matchbox. You know, here's this huge, powerful individual and he's standing there outside the
matchbox looking at the matchbox saying, “Boy, I wonder how I'll ever get out of that
matchbox.” This is the silly aspect which life presents to individuals.
All right. We cannot erase or as-is, make a perfect duplicate of freedom. You make a
perfect duplicate of nothing and you will of course still have the same thing you started out
with, nothing.
You make a perfect duplicate of no barriers and of course you have still no barriers. So
the only thing you can as-is are barriers, actual barriers. You can see a wall, you can make a
perfect duplicate of it and therefore you can vanquish it as a wall. What do you mean by
having a wall around there? You've got a wall around there in the first place because you
wanted a game.
All right. Let's take a look at this whole problem of communication lag and we
discover an enormous drive on the face of life, everywhere it's seen – to free. And of course
that includes computers, doesn't it? That includes computers. Free a computer. This thing has
got a datum jammed in it. Somebody walked over to it and punched on it while it was
unconscious – “How do you feel?” You get the idea?

9ACC

28

16.12.09

ESSENCE OF AUDITING,
KNOW TO MYSTERY SCALE

6

9ACC-2 – 7.12.54

Now, the person to whom it was asked will suddenly notice the existence of a former
computation, a former figure on the machine. You as an auditor would notice this former
figure on the machine. And you would say, “Hey! Let's free that computer.”
It is a handy, jim-dandy little mechanism built into every computer, that life has to be
present somewhere in its vicinity for any mass or computer to exist. If life to any degree is
present then it will try to free the caught data, the untabulated, unsolved (you get it) datum –
the unanswered datum, unsolved datum, same thing – in that computer. See?
And so up it comes through the engram bank. So we ask this person, “How do you
feel?” They tell you about soda pop and Vassar. What's happening here? This person started
in to free the computer and suddenly hit too many points that had never been tallied. See?
And they just stopped right there.
Shortening a communication lag is the manifestation of actually freeing out of the
computer all the jammed data in it on that subject. And that is what is shortening a
communication lag. That's why a short communication lag is something an auditor works for
and watches for He sees this communication lag, goes in, gets shorter and shorter and shorter
and shorter and all of a sudden, ping! What's happened here? The individual has simply asised out of the computer, one way or the other, all the data that was jamming the computer.
And so in Straightwire you are unjamming computers. Don't think you're doing anything else
in Straightwire. That's all you're doing. Unless you give it some very fancy wrinkles, it's a
very simple process.
You can give Straightwire some very fancy wrinkles, still legitimately. You can ask a
fellow, “Tell some lies about your past.” You can ask him to mock up an action in the present,
then put it into the past and then recall it. He will be deluged instantly with data that he has
long forgotten. You can do all kinds of things. I mean, computers can be handled in the most
remarkable ways.
Talk about human memory – phooey. I mean, there's no worry about this at all. The
only reason a person cannot remember is because he is facing a computer that he expects to
remember. He will know the computer is fixed when it remembers. You see? And then he'll
say, “See, I fixed a computer. Ha-ha. Pretty good.” He never gets it through his skull that
what you're asking him to do is actually to know the answer. Because, you see, he doesn't
have to have the answer out of that computer at all. He doesn't have to have the computer tell
him a thing. It's just a gimmick, a gadget.
It has no more importance than the vending machines down at the Greyhound bus
station. I mean, are you terribly concerned at this moment over the vending machines at the
Greyhound bus station?
I'm sure you're not but believe me if you had a job filling them and keeping them
running and so forth, why, boy, you'd sure be happy every time somebody called up and told
you... You'd be real sad if they called to tell you your vending machine number sixty-two is
just not working today. You'd go rushing down there and you'd fix the gimmicks and take out
the old slugs and coins from some bygone age and the chewing gum that people had jammed
in the slot, you know. And you'd free up the levers that were jimmied by the kids trying to get
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a second bar out when the first was delivered. And you just fix it up and you drop in your
nickel and it gives you a candy bar, bang! just like that. Nothing to it. Put in another nickel,
give you a candy bar, nickel, candy bar, nickel, candy bar, fine, fixed. Oh, we're all set and
you feel real good about the whole situation. So would the person who called you up.
There is something horribly frantic about a machine not doing what it's supposed to
do. You see? It's not free to that extent. It is enslaved in some fashion. All right. Now, let's
look at this communication lag and look at the engram bank and so forth and just add this up.
You know a tremendous amount of data about this. Let's think it over for a moment.
Whatcha thinking it over with? I asked you to think it over for a moment and you did.
Now, what are you thinking it over with? What are you thinking it over with, Mary?
Female voice: I'm not certain.
Well, we'd say the first thing you were thinking it over with was an uncertainty.
Female voice: Mm-hm.
Is that right?
Female voice: As a matter of fact that was exactly what I was working on as I thought
it over saying – well, in some banks the uncertainties are much bigger than in others.
Groupers are more powerfull and cover more space and time. Right. Mm-hm.
Female voice: So that was partly it.
Sure.
What did you do?
Male voice: I sort of... “Hey, I know something about this and, uh, if I fiddle around
with it I'll start... I'll start some... Something messed up here so I'll just, uh... let it go at
knowingness,” and things started to come in.
You just let it go at knowingness.
Male voice: ...and, uh... things started...
Well, I want you to look over something: That the power of interest, the ability to
compel interest by one of these circuits, is a fabulous and wonderful thing. One of these
computers is set up basically to be interesting. So when a person starts to think with one, it's a
very interesting operation. It is actually – a computer itself places a communication lag into
knowingness. Do you see that?
All right. Now, let's say that you were a Japanese mathematician (I've known some of
these boys; they're fantastic) and you could look at a column of figures and write down the
answer. You know, you look at the column; you write down the answer. Just fascinating.
They're actually trained to do that in that they've been told that this is possible and then they
stand around and work on it and look at columns of figures and finally they develop the
facility. Or do they simply become free enough as people to simply look at a column of
figures and know the answer. You get the idea?
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There isn't any reason why time has to intervene at all. What's mystifying about
looking at this column of figures and writing down the answers is the fact that no time has
intervened, you see. Bang! – he's got the answer.
Well, we think the nice thing to do, the pleasant thing to do, the polite thing to do and
the time-tracky thing to do – and therefore we can get mixed up so it's the survival thing to do
– is simply to look at a column of figures, you see, and then take some time and go through
some sort of rote process, you see, by which you will arrive at an answer at the bottom of the
column. All right. We arrive at this answer very nicely at the bottom of the column. Now,
what are we using to arrive at that answer? We are using something which isn't really made
out of machinery. It's called mathematics. It is a system of vias by which you can derive the
answer without having to know it. Something by which you can derive an answer without
having to know the answer. You don't have to burden yourself or make your game liable to
your total knowingness.
See, if you got up toward total knowingness you'd know what the enemy was doing
and what you were doing and what all of the... You could know all these things, you see.
But you also have to figure out that there's something to know. That's the other
gimmick. People go around – go around working harder to get something to know, you see. A
fellow builds up this tremendous structure, a pyramid, and has labyrinths inside of it and
sliding stones and all that sort of thing. Just for what? Let's add it up this way: It's something
that somebody's going to know eventually – in other words, a secret. So people will actually
manufacture secrets so as to invest knowingness in them, you see?
I was quite struck by this one time. Bacon is supposed to have left some cryptograms
of one kind or another, and I had an officer one time who spent all of his time trying to figure
out one of these cryptograms. And I asked him one day, I said, “Well, you're figuring out this
cryptogram,” I said, “How do you know there's really an answer to it?” This assaulted his
whole game, you see; it uttelly dismayed him – the idea “How do you know there's an answer
to this cryptogram?”
So, actually we had some machines there. We were doing some cryptography, one
kind or another. And I added it up. It was ornery of me but I was feeling overt, and we added
it up and any message has certain repetitive indexes, regardless – you see? The symbols are
going to represent something in terms of meaning but if you write a message it will have so
many articles and so many pronouns and so many this and that in it if you've got much of a
message. Demonstrated quite completely that this cryptogram could not possibly have had
any message in it. The reason why it couldn't have had any message in it was very easy: There
was insufficient repetitive quality to the symbols. Utterly insufficient.
Now, here's another example. Somebody – Adams and somebody or other wrote a
book on space, visitors from space or something like that. It's around in the bookstores right
now. And on the back page of this thing, on the back of the cover, it has a message from
space and this is a diagram of the workings of an engine that was left by these scientists from
outer space with this fellow and scientists are now busy trying to figure this out. So I was

9ACC

31

16.12.09

ESSENCE OF AUDITING,
KNOW TO MYSTERY SCALE

9

9ACC-2 – 7.12.54

interested enough in figuring this thing out to take a look at this and recognized something
quite cute about it. It has no repetitive cycles.
Let's look at a mathematical formula and realize that if you're doing it in calculus
you're going to have a summation sign. It's going to repeat itself. An equal sign will repeat
itself. In order to have any kind of mathematics at all, you've got to have repetition of some
sort or another, otherwise, there's no R in it at all. See, no duplication. And if there's no R in it
whatsoever, it's just not real. It's just made up. There is no secret there to be learned.
So here is this vast number of cockeyed symbols none of which repeat. As a result, the
thing is simply a cooked up message. It has no secret in it.
Now, much more significantly in life at large, actually life at large really has no secret
in it. However it has a system it is operating with. Let's look at that. It has a system with
which it's operating. Why does it have an operating system? Well, it has a game. There's a
game quality involved in the thing.
All right. In order to have a tree, there have to be certain secrets that aren't secrets. So
we get the big secret that there are no secrets. See, that's the biggest secret of all: there are no
secrets. So we have to manufacture enough secrets into this computer so that it will run in the
proper vias and go on being a tree.
Now, we get the secret of osmosis, the secret of seed regeneration, the secret of this,
the secret of that. Something will go on compulsively and obsessively setting this thing up
and making it go through its paces. It's quite interesting that it does this. Very interesting that
it does this. But the secret involved with it – the secret involved with it – is that there's no
secret involved with it.
But something around there thinks there's a secret involved with it and is trying to
solve that secret. The effort to solve it is the entrapping mechanism. To look into the
workings of a machine in order to erase or vanquish the machine is about the silliest thing you
can do. The answer to the machine is the machine. Q and A. An ultimate solution is the
perfect duplication of the problem. Is it or isn't it?
So a partial duplication of the problem will simply cause a lot of the problem to keep
on surviving, won't it? But if you made a perfect duplicate of the problem, you would then
have its solution. It would disappear. It certainly wouldn't be a problem anymore. Isn't that
right? You wouldn't have any mass either would you? You get the idea?
All right. If we're trying to solve problems, then, it must be that we are trying to bring
about a vanishment of the complications of the problem. And the only way a total
vanishment, an ultimate vanishment of all of the odds and ends of the problem, so there'd be
no further answers necessary. You know, ultimate solution, crunch! See there'd be no further
problems out of this automobile. Well now, you know very well that if you fix the ignition,
you fix the spark plugs and so forth, you know you're going to have future problems with that
automobile – you know very well you're going to have. You run it at the reductio ad
absurdum; run it a hundred thousand miles and if you don't at least have a tire problem with
that car it would be a very silly thing, you see.
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Now, therefore, if you were trying to solve all the problems connected with this car,
the funny part of it is the answer is no car. You see that?
Now, oddly enough, here you are in a body. Now, let's just go into this very sharply
here. Here you are in a body, at first walking from place to place and wishing you had a car so
that you wouldn't have to walk. So you get a car, you see, and then that pulls your body
around so that you don't have to walk, and you say, “I have solved a problem.” Have you?
No, a great many other problems will immediately come up, not the least of which is the
finance company. There's the finance company and then there's – there'll be the slight problem
of the fact that you won't feel so good because you're not getting any exercise. You see, your
legs now are dependent upon a car, so they aren't getting used, so they don't feel important.
And you pay – put less communication to your legs, so the next thing you know you've got
arch trouble or something. Nobody ever got arch trouble through walking, by the way. They
only got arch trouble through not walking.
You'll find the only engram that is aberrative is the engram which didn't include any
action but included energy. You had the machine and you didn't use it. That kind of thing. So
you really put up against it this way: you either – you either solve it or you use it. There's no
other compromise with any gimmick that you have. Either solve it completely or use it. And if
you have something you're not using, why, throw it away for heaven's sakes. Run it in the
ditch. Give it to somebody else so he'll have a problem.
But if you're not using a body – such as some catatonic or somebody in a fit someplace
in a hospital; you're not using this body. What are they doing there? What are they doing?
Well, they've got something, they didn't use it, and now they can't. See, decrease of ability.
Not using one's legs brings about difficulties with one's legs. In other words, not handling it,
not managing it, not keeping it running. What it does is hang up in the track in a – in an
approximation of nothingness again.
“No-ness,” see. Only in this case no doingness is the only no-ness about it. So there is
– there is a gradient scale here, descending into heavier and heavier mass of nothing. See, this
gradient scale descending into heavier and heavier mass? Well, it starts – the very top lines of
it that we would be most acquainted with, and before you get into actual mass, you have the
Know to Mystery Scale or the Know to Secret Scale. That is the top crust of this gradient
scale. Actually repeats itself as itself as you go on down. Mass – heavier and heavier. Now,
all this is – looking, you might say, is a condensed knowing-ness. You put out something
there to look at so that you can, by looking at it, know about it.
Now, we go into emotion. We are beginning to use particles – you are knowing with
emotion. Now effort – you know with effort. Now thinking – then you're figuring with
computers. You're not knowing any longer. You're using computers, a brain, something like
this. And then in order to give it energy – this is the silliest thing of all, to feed something
energy – you eat. And then to get further on the track and so forth, why, you get into sex. And
then, of course, sooner or later everything is going to get to be a secret. This is the most
obvious conclusion you can reach.
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But here's the commonest manifestation: Let's say you have a big car and you set it in
the garage and you didn't use it and it sat there for a couple of years. You go out and you step
on its starter. You know very well it won't start. So you go out and get a new battery and you
put in it, and then you start to start it again and of course it won't start. The rubber is pretty
shot. And so this and that, and you practically rebuild this car that's been sitting in the garage
for a couple of years but it still won't start and that's the secret. That's the ultimate secret. We
don't know why this car won't start. It's a secret. Well, the solution to the car was an as-ising
of the car, of course.
Now, let's see how far down a guy goes. He goes down this scale from know down
through secrets, you see, just in a very heavy plunge. He gets down into the – into the secrets
band. And then it's – his identity's a secret and everybody else's identity is a secret but
everything is a secret, a secret, a secret. This guy is stupid. He at last can't find anything
anyplace. You know? The whenness and whereness of everything is lost. And that's the
definition of stupidity. The only real thing about stupidity is that the whenness and whereness
has disappeared.
Did you ever lose something? Makes you feel good and stupid doesn't it? “Where the
devil did I put that?” Big comm lag. “Where did I put that?” “When – when did I have it
last?” Where, when, where, when, where, when. Well, maybe you have just – maybe you do
not have much money; maybe you are in a strange area and you don't have much money and it
was all in your wallet and your wallet disappeared. It just disappeared. You reached into your
pocket to pay for your breakfast or something and your wallet was gone. And you go back
and you look in your room and it's not there. And you haven't talked to anybody recently.
You'd feel sort of disturbed and stupid wouldn't you? You'd feel sort of disturbed, upset.
You'd have an anxiety about something. You'd want to know where that wallet was. You
would have problems right away wouldn't you? Hm? Right away you'd have problems. But
you'd feel kind of stupid.
Do you realize there are people around that have that as their common feeling about
life? I mean, they got that all the time, see. It's all lost. When and whereness of everything is
really gone. You're standing right in front of them and you say to them, “How are you?” or
something of this sort. They don't know you're there. They give you some long comm lag.
They're way off the beat, way off. “How do you feel?” And they say “Pop bottles.” They
hardly know you're standing in front of them.
All right. You're lost too. And if they had to consider people, they would say, “You
really ought to be very suspicious of people because they have a tremendous number of
secrets and they – you don't quite know their intentions and you get – “you know, you have to
be very careful of people because of uh...” This all comes out of whenness and whereness –
something you should remember in auditing people.
Now, you get them going around and you at least find where and when the walls are
and the spots in the room. You would just be utterly amazed how this will snap somebody up
scale. What you're getting there with 8-C is the whenness and whereness. Now, you ask
somebody Straightwire; you want to know the whenness and the whereness. Even though
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you're asking him to tell you lies – you know, you've asked him overtly to tell you lies – you
want to know the whenness and the whereness, the whenness and the whereness.
He says, “Oh,” he says, “I uh – the reason I got a broken leg is because an elephant
trampled on me.”
And you say, “When?”
And “Well,” he says, “it was last night. Last night about ten o'clock.”
“Where?”
“Aahhh. At the uh – down on the corner.”
It's upsetting to him. You're asking him to be responsible for the positioning in time
and space of an incident. He has comm lags because he can't place the missing lines, he can't
place the missing things. Now, the solution to the problem is the problem. That's the total
solution. Let's see if this works out.
All right. A fellow has an automobile, it's giving him a lot of trouble, he's got a lot of
problems with the automobile. Let's say he simply throws away the automobile. Let's say he
as-ises it, just as-ises it where it was created, and the automobile simply disappears in every
last particle right where it is, boom! There's going to be no further problem from this
automobile. You have given an ultimate solution to this automobile. But you say, “Now I
have to walk every place.”
Okay, now let's take a look at this. This, then, is a problem. It's a problem and it would
not have been a solvable problem if we didn't have a little more knowingness on this.
We know an individual is an awareness of awareness unit, and as an awareness of
awareness unit, an individual, then, really doesn't need a computer. All right. He doesn't need
a body to move around unless he wants a game, you see, and so on. Actually he can
manufacture enough sensation, he can manufacture enough of anything if he wants this, but
he wants a game. But he's got a body there. We're trying to solve the problem of having
gotten rid of the automobile. Got rid of the automobile – made a problem right away because
you had to move your body around. Let's as-is the body – just make it disappear right where it
is. And what would you discover?
You'd find the individual, probably his perceptions cut down one way or the other. He
would be being asked to move his machines around. What you're doing is looking for him.
Let's as-is all these machines, bang! You know, they're a thetan's machinery. Let's as-is all
those machines, bing!
Do you realize that you have a completely free-moving, freely-perceiving, can-beanyplace-it-wants-to-be individual. Do you see this? Well, you can work it out by test.
Processing demonstrates that.
Anytime you have mass, you have a problem. Anytime you have any mass of any kind
whatsoever for any purpose whatsoever, you've got a problem. Mass is a problem because
mass is a barrier. The only real problems are those which barrier against freedom. Freedom
won't erase. See, the basic problem is a matter of barriers. Any mass can be a problem. Why
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does a thetan want these problems? Whee! That's an interesting thing, isn't it? Well, he wants
a game. He wants to have somebody else. He wants to have a playing field. He wants mass.
Gives him something to be interested in, things to be active about. He can build things. He
can do all sorts of things.
A tremendous – the entire array of life lies out in front of you. What can a thetan do?
How many problems can be – he have? Well, how many spaces are there in all the universes
there are? Lots of spaces? How many objects are there in all the universes there are? Lots of
objects? How many particles are there in all the universes there are? That's a lot of particles.
Well, add to it how many considerations can a thetan make? And how many considerations
could all the – all of the awareness of awareness units in all universes – how many
considerations could they make? Well, add all those figures together that I've been telling you
and you'll have the answer as to how many problems there are.
Any descent from freedom will bring about problems. As long as the individual is
competent of his ability to handle problems and to resolve them in finer parts of them – you
see, take a big problem and resolve some fine part of this problem – as long as the individual
can do this, he can go on looking forward to other problems and stay interested in life and a
lot of other things. He can communicate, he can have masses and he thinks this is fine, you
see.
If we were to take everything away from him, he would be a very unhappy thetan.
Now, he'd be totally free but he'd be very unhappy. Why would he be so unhappy? Wouldn't
have any problems, wouldn't have anything to solve. And this is what we run up against in
every preclear we process. The first and foremost thing we run up against is no matter how
bad trouble...
Once in a while, by the way, I have seen an individual who considered himself to be in
a sufficient amount of trouble. Ran into a fellow in a jail one day and he was really convinced
that he had enough problems for the moment. He was totally convinced. I know because I
tried to run problems on him. “I got enough,” he says.
“Well, that's an automatic answer,” I says. So “Well, let's – come on, let's get some
more problems.”
“Well, no kidding. I've got enough. Enough problems.”
“Well, what are some of these problems?” He did, too. He had enough problems.
First place, he was there because of a crime he didn't commit, but the moment that he
confessed to not having committed this crime he would have been jailed for a worse crime
which he really had done.
Furthermore, his mother was quite upset and quite ill, and his wife didn't have any
money, and he had a couple of kids – they didn't have any food. He had no bond he could post
of any kind at all. He was not very healthy himself. He had enough problems. Funny. Do you
know that was a very immediate affair. Do you realize he wouldn't have been sitting there in
jail if he hadn't been trying to make problems for himself? See?
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One time I was at a court martial. I was a summary court's counsel for an enlisted man
while I was in the hospital. And this summary court's – was meeting and convening upon – in
fact, I think he'd been found without an ID card or something of the sort. But he had really
messed himself up. He'd started to fight the Shore Patrol. And he'd – oh, mopery and dopery
on the high seas, strictly. They had him. They had practically thrown the book at him and I
was his counsel.
In looking this situation over – because I was tremendously interested in human
reaction and how this all worked out and so on. I was – this was very early observation of
this, very early, in 1945 this observation was made. This fellow had been brought out of a war
zone and had been placed in the hospital. He had argued with the doctors about being placed
in the hospital but they had merely assumed that he must be nuts not to want to be in a nice
hospital. And so they had given him a bad time, but he had lain there for days and days and
days before all this occurred, realizing that there was nothing for him to do, nothing for him to
think about, there was nothing on the future track, there was absolutely nothing for him to
worry about and he had entered into the state known as 2.5, boredom. And he was very
solidly bored.
He was actually achingly desperate because nothing was going to occur. And then
without letting his right hand know what his left one was doing, he left his ID card – for being
a very punctual sailor and so forth – left his ID card in his locker, very carefully, went into an
out-of-bounds area, managed to make enough noise and confusion so the Shore Patrol would
come up and then beat up the Shore Patrol and then had quite a few problems right away.
I got him off on the basis that he'd been returned from a combat zone and probably
was not quite right in the head.
Actually, he was quite right in the head. It is just what you can expect an awareness of
awareness unit to do – given minus problems to find plus problems quick.
Now, here's this fellow, he exteriorizes – by the way, this happened to me one time.
Long time back on the track. Had a – seemed to have had a penchant for bombs blowing up in
my face or something of that – happened in the last war, has happened here and there. But in
trying to look over all the stacked facsimiles which were on this... I found it's too many; I got
weary on the whole subject. I found out that in a moment of upset I had a bomb pitched at me
which caused plus randomity – really plus randomity because there was already a lot of
excitement going on and there was no intention at all to make the world rougher for the
people who tossed this nice little grenade. And it blinded me, very perfectly. This was a long
time ago. Blinded me.
So I went around playing the beautiful sadness for about seven years of being very,
very blind. And this was a very, very interesting state, I'm sure, trying to carry out campaigns
and maps and draw fortifications and so forth without any eyesight was about as many
problems as you could handle.
So I was having a good time doing this. And then some son of a gun tossed another
shell into the middle of the command post and that was the end of that body. This body got
draped on an electric fence, a high-voltage electric fence. And all of a sudden I was about, oh,
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I'd say twenty-five feet behind it with complete, full, bright visio. It was a beautiful, beautiful,
sun-shiny, snowy day, and there were green – small green trees growing on the other side of
this fence. And there I was. You never saw such scenery; it was just beautiful. And the
situation that I had just departed from, however, was quite hectic but it was utterly beyond me
to do anything about it then because this shelling of this command post was the finish of the
war. And that was the end of that.
And no problems left, all would be peace after that on that planet – it's a cinch. And
beautiful, clear, so on. I enjoyed it for a while, went off and lived in the woods for a while on
my lonesome and finally got acquainted with some rabbits and deer and – you know, it was
just a nice sylvan existence. No problems.
Thought it over for a couple of hundred years or something like this but pretty soon
got pretty bored, pretty bored. And the next thing I did immediately after that is I found a nice
upset, sad, plus randomity individual and put a beam in the center of his head – boom! See?
In I went. Of course, managed to forget all the rest of this very nicely, and, boy, did I have
lots of problems. Lots of problems right away, plenty of problems.
Well now, in writing the history books we would think of something as being “bad
luck” or “He had a hard life.” Well, why do they write so many books about people who have
a hard life? And I dare say your interest in or your ability to find a book about somebody who
had a soft life from one end to the other down at the local library would be unattainable.
We look at a book with no action, no motion. This guy was happy all of his life, he
had a nice family and everything was happy, enjoyed things, everything was fine. There's no
books like that down in the library. Not enough problems.
Well, what are we up against, then, when we start to work with a preclear? What are
we up against? This person is causing more randomity or upset for others around him than is
necessary, and he has reduced his ability far below what it would have to be to have
problems. So his problems have become petty and internal and to that degree the society at
large and its ability to progress and so forth is interrupted to just this degree.
This fellow has deserted the upper dynamics. He's gotten down to first dynamic
problems. Then is about the time that you and me ought to really get in there and pitch. Why?
Because this individual is going around offering himself as a problem to everybody and they
don't particularly need him as a problem. Follow me?
Another thing, an individual can be so immersed in his problems that he entirely loses,
entirely loses, any fun in having them. And about the only crime that you and I could possibly
object to, knowing what we do about problems, all the rest of them – and that life is a problem
and many piece of mass is going to be, is or is composed as and was born as a problem –
knowing this, then the only thing we could object to even vaguely is no fun. See. That's the
one thing we might object to. And as we look out in all directions in life the one thing that an
auditor legitimately, right there according to his own feelings and according to his own theory
and his practice and everything else – the only thing he'd really object to is the fact that no fun
is occurring. There is no sport, there is no joy, there is no feeling of enlightenment or glee or
anything else by the reason of being alive.
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When a whole society gets to the point where it's all a working proposition and there's
no fun to be found or undertaken in it, well, somebody ought to take a hand.
As far as I could see in existence, as far as randomity is concerned, it is a very bad
thing to approach any trap if you don't know anything about traps. See. You say we have no
know-how on the subject of how to unlock computers, how to speed up comm lags, how to
get these things out of the machine, how to get the machines out of the guy. Let's say we have
no knowledge of this and then we start to fool around with it. That's going to wind up in no
fun, isn't it? Very definitely going to wind up in no fun.
Ordinarily in the absence of know-how a person has a tendency to become what he
fights. For instance, if we ever wanted – really wanted communism here, lock, stock and
barrel, the best way in the world to get it would be to fight Russia. Even though we won the
war, see, to some degree – because you never win a war; they just make more problems –
why, you'd really see communism here.
Capitalism has fought communism until the US government now uses as its textbook
Das Kapital. I imag... – I don't imagine anybody in the govern_ment knows that the principles
they're following are the – contained in Das Kapital. But they are. The basic Marxian
principles of taxation are uniformly used now by the US Bureau of Internal Revenue,
Treasury Department, and so forth. They don't even know whose they are.
They would be the most upset people you ever heard of if they were to have Das
Kapital shoved under their noses and those lines pointed out to them that they were following
this. I don't say they should or they shouldn't. But the main – the main thing about this is that
here they are in an unknowing sort of way fooling around with – and they're trying to fight
against communism, and yet here some of the dearest principles of communism in full action
right here in these United States.
All right. If this is the case then a person can get into a relatively stupid, unknowing,
lost state about this whole thing, and he can get down to a point where he doesn't even know
it's a game. And when he gets down to the point of where he no longer knows it's a game,
why, then he has no fun. Well, if you know how to unlock traps, you can successfully and
safely fight the gloom and unhappiness of Earth. How could you successfully fight it? Well,
you can successfully fight any trap that you can completely unlock.
Therefore, an auditor not winning in processing preclears, you see, but failing in the
processing of preclears could lose and accept some of the philosophies of all the preclears that
caused him to lose, you see. See, he could do this. But if he could unlock these things
successfully, he would be doing exactly what life is trying to do – bring it up to a game level,
keep it there if possible. And let's not get so horribly dull about this that we believe that this –
it is gruesome and grim and we should all be glum and so on about existence.
All right. Another thing about this is an individual still has enormous quantities of
freedom, he still has enormous quantities of courage. Courage itself is a very, very tiny
particle but it is so close up to the top of the band that the idea of erasing a person's courage is
an almost impossible thing. What you can do is make him fight something which is cowardly
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and then take its aspects, you see, and get him to pretend he is not courageous in this fashion.
But you back him out of this and you'll find him natively courageous just like that – boom!
So we had a student in the Advanced Clinical Course who came around to me after a
session of auditing and he – we were working with courage at the time – and he says, “All
that's happened to me is we have erased all the courage in my bank.” We were having him put
courage in the walls. This was very, very funny. We'd erased all the courage; he had no
courage left. Damn fool had been putting courage into walls. Up to that time he'd sat in the
back of the class. He never said anything. He'd never said a word during the whole class from
beginning to end. He wouldn't object to an auditor if the auditor had walked all over him
while he was on the couch with muddy feet. And he went up to the Instructor, he bawled out
the Instructor; he came up and saw me, he bawled out me, telling us that we had erased all of
his courage. Ah, me, it was very funny, very amusing.
We seldom laugh along such lines because it gets so desperate with people sometimes,
but that is one of those very funny ones. Lack of courage – that was his trouble now.
As we look over the field of auditing, we discover that the only thing that might be
wrong with auditing would be failing in auditing, and we know this by experience. And that is
– that is the main reason why it's wrong. An individual has failed to unlock the computer, has
failed to unlock the trap and so forth.
Now, an auditor can get so discouraged about life that he'll stop flattening comm lags.
You know, he'll get desperate, you know? And the preclear will do this and it doesn't seem to
work in the next five minutes and so he doesn't pay any attention to where the comm lag is
and he runs another question and he runs another computation. The auditor actually is running
a cycle of failure.
The first and foremost thing we've got to learn, then – whatever else I've told you
today – the first and foremost thing, you've got to learn to repeat that command and repeat it
and repeat it and repeat it and repeat it and repeat it and repeat it and repeat it, with perfect
equanimity whether it's getting any results or not. See, completely aside from its application,
just you as a person in action, has to be able to tolerate the repetition of the command, even
though you know it isn't getting very far. That's a tough thing to learn sometimes.
It'll keep you, sometime in the future – when a preclear is jumping off the couch, is –
needs to be excited by something more than what you're giving them or needs this or needs
that, is in a very desperate state, when the whole family is telling you what a desperate
condition this preclear is in, how it's all desperate, how it's all emergency and so forth – keep
you from sitting up all night long trying to figure out this preclear.
You know that you will be able to sit there with perfect equanimity and be able to utter
an auditing command and make it stick with this preclear and flatten that comm lag, despite
the family, despite his jumping up and down off the couch, despite this, despite that, you'll go
in there and you'll flatten the comm lag. And you'll find out that no matter what you did if you
succeed in flattening just one comm lag on the pre clear he'll get better.
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Give you an example of that – interesting example of that. We had a boy around here
who was in the foulest shape you ever saw a body in. He's not in bad shape mentally, he's in
bad shape physically. He's really beaten his body up most terrifically.
We did an awful lot of processing on this boy, and you know, we were never able to
flatten a comm lag. Why weren't we able to flatten a comm lag? Didn't matter how long a
question was run, the person still comm lagged on it. You get the idea? Didn't matter much
what question.
Well, this went on for an awful long time. We were giving awful simple auditing
commands. Believe me, they weren't the kind of commands you'd think you would expect a
comm lag on but they were comm lag on everything. Comm lag on 8-C, comm lag on
everything; you just couldn't flatten a comm lag. And we weren't running process after
process, you understand. We were running some very basic processes and we had to be
satisfied with this kind of a flattening: one minute. We would bring it out to an even lag of
about one minute. Can you imagine this? And we had to consider this flat.
Kept this up for eighty hours of auditing. Awful lot of auditing. Remember this person
was in bad shape, in a wheel chair – was, by the way, whether he knew it or not, dying of a
very, very bad disease. You know, nothing left there to work with, no circuits to patch up you
might say. Might as well have just as-ised the whole situation.
Now, to get him to flatten one comm lag – pretty rough. And finally the auditor with
great inspiration asked him this question, after we'd – you know, of course, all this was doing
him good – with great inspiration – simplified Elementary Straightwire. This is – takes some
doing but he simplified it. He asked the fellow to remember something. Then he asked him
again “Remember something.” And he asked him again to remember something, and the next
thing you know, by asking that question over many times he had a flat lag. Completely flat. It
was fantastic. And he asked him to remember some men – flattened that lag. Asked him to
remember some women – they flattened that lag. Asked him to remember some plant life and
then flattened that lag. Fabulous! I mean, this thing was going along at a terrific rate. And that
night, for the first time, both the preclear and his attendant were witness to the fact that
something terrific had happened.
Something terrific had happened in this fellow's case. Up to that time he was very
frantic. He had to perform certain body motions before he'd have the least idea that he had
been benefited. You know, walk around the room, wave his arms, something like this. For a
totally paralyzed case this is quite a way...
He'd completely changed his goals after that processing session. In other words, with
everything that was being worked with right up to that point we were always flattening, to
some degree, existing comm lags – to some degree.
But it took that sheer inspiration on Elementary Straightwire to get, for the first time...
You talk about physical comm lag – this person's physical comm lags were such that we
didn't dare run a physical command on him, see. It would just have been comm lag from here
to the end of this universe. There wasn't anything you could adventure on. So 8-C was out.
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This was in paralysis. But as I say this other – this other “Remember something”, “Let's see if
you can remember something. All right.”
I think the first time he tried this, his comm lag on this thing was probably something
– manner – the manner of about ten, fifteen minutes. Quite curious. And that shows you that
the fellow had a memory computer, that the computer was completely dead.
But in order to get to this case required enormous patience on the part of the auditor –
enormous patience to just sit there and ask as unsignificant, as meaningless, actually, a
question and yet snap this case out of the hobbles very easily.
You cannot underestimate the importance of being able to sit there and keep cool in
any case. Most of us can do this with great ease. But I am sure even at this stage that some of
us present would feel a certain dragging, nagging impatience if we had to repeat an auditing
command that we didn't think was getting anywhere, over and over for about four hours – the
same auditing command – and each time have one's voice be just as interested as before, be
just as alert, be just as aware of the preclear's reactions, be just as interested in his answer and
carry forward the session in such a fashion.
That's a little piece of skill, isn't it. All right. We're just going to make sure right now
before we get any further with this that we've got this skill. Okay.
Thank you.
(End of lecture)
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We are going right in here for blood on the subject of these basic six processes, give
them a very, very fast spin. You have heard of them, you know something about them. We are
going to give them a fast spin through just to make sure that you are cognizant of them.
You are going to be expected to train people. When you train people in Dianetics or
Scientology today, that is, those – the branch of this science which is applied to man, you see
– anyplace Dianetics or Scientology was to apply to man – boy, you've really got to know
those six processes.
This is so much the case that you, in training somebody to a grade – because you'll
undoubtedly be granted the right to train – in training somebody to the grade of HCA or HDA
(they can have those degrees at their election), you will be expected to expect of them perfect
performance on the basic six processes.
Now, that is so much the case that today, Bob was sitting down there, just taken over
as Director of Processing, he has instructions and is carrying out these instructions that any
preclear who walks in through the front door of the HDRF or HASI shall have run upon him
the Six Basic Processes and nothing else.
And that is so rigorous that if an auditor brought in to audit an HASI preclear were to
depart from these six processes, he would forfeit his fee. That is just bluntly that; I mean, he
would just forfeit it, that's all. No argument concerning this.
Why is this? Because we have found that uniformly clear across the field from one end
to the other, on – in various continents and so on, that where it comes to living, breathing
man, these six processes regardless of any theory or rationale that you could apply to them,
these six processes crack cases and exteriorize people.
Now, there are seventy-five processes, but all these seventy-five processes are
variations on these six processes, one way or the other. Very fascinating here that we have six
processes which in the hands of auditors working on miscellaneous preclears, odds and ends
everywhere, produce results. Now, you take it this way: You take a poll of preclears, just take
a big poll of preclears who have been run a long time in Dianetics and Scientology, see, we
take this big poll, and maybe these people have had twenty-five, maybe have had fifty, maybe
have had two hundred hours. Maybe they have had a lot of old-time auditing and you know,
clear back to Book One.
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And we would take a poll of these people and what do we discover? We discover that
their case took a change on some odd process or another, they'll mark down some odd
process, their case took a change, you know, Black and White Processing; they got a marked
change on this. And then they will mark down one of the basic six or all of them.
And you look at the next sheet, the next check sheet on a system like this, and you
look at that, and you will find out that they got some kind of a random change when they were
run on GITA, Expanded GITA, GITA applied specifically to money, they got quite a change
on their case with this. They remember they did this. But the major change on the case
occurred with one of the basic six processes.
As we go across the boards we discover that the common denominator of processes to
preclears who had received change from auditing are the basic six; those are the common
denominators; it's that level. Those processes are very important because they represent
themselves a Tone Scale of processes, and they are very precisely placed on the Tone Scale
and the various variations of these six processes make up all the auditing there is.
But these six processes done in a completely pure, unaltered state, have uniformly
produced results on preclears. We can with great confidence, then, have a preclear walk in the
front door at the HASI, assign him to an auditor, start supervising this auditor, make sure that
this auditor goes through, make sure he picks up all the pieces and that he makes no boo-boos
on the basic six processes. And we know at the end of a period of time – and remember that
period of time can vary pre clear to preclear; it varies as the preclear goes further on down the
Tone Scale, the time goes longer but – because you are working on basically time factors –
we can be sure that at the end of the assigned period of time, whether that assigned period of
time was 12 hours or 50 hours or 180 hours, that we will have a very markedly changed
individual.
Not necessarily true that these processes used on students by students do a great deal
for a case. This is not necessarily true. Students are able to enter in enough randomity, enough
interesting curlicues, quirks, knocking over beds, falling outdoors, being bored with the
situation, having just been audited themselves, they are in a chronic state of restimulation as
they are trying to audit somebody. And their interest in the case is very poor. But that isn't the
main thing that holds up student auditing. The main thing that holds it up is all the students
know that all the students are students. And that is what holds it up.
We have this factor with us always in any class or any unit; any class. It should be
present much less so in a unit like this where everyone is pretty well trained. There – they had
a lot of auditing background. The point that we will find going astray in a unit like this is too
much experience and too much conviction. And we will occasionally find somebody who,
well, the auditor knows, and probably quite rightly, exactly what will crack the case in terms
of 1952 processes. He knows he has cracked cases with this and he will run this process.
And you will find this student preclear, who is also a student, knows that is not what
has been assigned. And of course will freeze up, say this auditor is incapable of following
instructions and he will consider this a huge boo-boo and quit. And then everyone is very
alive and very alert to the Auditor's Code and you would have to work like mad to break the
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Auditor's Code on the average preclear that you pull off the street. You would just have to
work hard to break an Auditor's Code. You'd have to really be flagrant.
But I have seen Auditor Code breaks reported which consisted of “He sneezed.” It was
a code break. He – oh, yes. “He really broke the code because he refused and wouldn't run the
process that he should have been running that week,” regardless of what the auditor thought
the preclear ought to have run on him. You see, this auditor was supposed to be auditing
something or other and he didn't audit this on this preclear, and this preclear knew he should
have been auditing this, so the preclear says “Ah-ha! An Auditor Code break, he's not running
the right process.”
Everybody is training everybody all the time. Everybody has a big critical idea of
everybody all the time. And so you get a very peculiar brand of auditing. You see auditing at
its very worst in one of these units.
Anybody who joins a unit to get processing, if he isn't crazy to begin with, is liable to
be at the end of the unit.
But the funny part of it is, the very, very funny part of it is, is there is no substitute for
going through one of these units and watching all of the boo-boos and having them happen
and unhappen and so forth. If an individual stays with it, he recognizes several things, and one
of those things is that bad auditing doesn't necessarily butcher him. It takes the importance off
of this.
Instructional auditing doesn't necessarily kill him, and he finds out at once how bad
auditing can be and what a thoroughly upsetting result you can sometimes get by auditing
something incorrectly. He discovers that subjectively, which is a very interesting way to
discover it, and practically the only way there is to discover it.
And the other, other thing that he learns, of course, is the reverse of that: That even
though it is very bad, it still won't kill him. This is heartening.
Now, you take a unit such as this; there isn't a person present here who hasn't been
pretty well trained one way or the other, who isn't pretty well conversant with the old-time
methods and various things like that. And most everybody is fairly wise about these new
processes that we have been using, and even some here have been very thoroughly trained in
these six basic processes. So therefore our job is primarily to make good auditors. Do you get
the idea? That's our job. Now, it wouldn't matter how good a fellow was, he could always be a
better auditor. Now, I am always – when I'm ten feet back of my head auditing somebody, I
am always aware of the fact that I could be doing a better job of auditing. I can pick up my
own flaws and quirks and things I do wrong and correct them and carry them around.
I was doing a job of auditing just before I came to class here, for instance. And I was a
little bit abstracted, because there were several very pressing items which were waiting just
outside the door to drop in my lap and several other things were going on. And I suddenly
recognized that I was not doing – and that I had been consistently doing one error in auditing.
If you want to do a perfect job of auditing or even close to perfect, there is several
various little rules to follow, and one of them is “every moment is separate from every other
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moment.” If you want to define sanity, sanity is a state in which every moment is separate
from every other moment. Insanity is a state where all moments are the same moment. Got
that? That is a very handy definition. All right.
Now, when we say to a preclear “Let's look for some things.” the way we have to do,
see, in Group Processing, “Let's look for some things which aren't going to eat you.” You
know, just make him look at the walls or something. And he does silently, he checks over,
you see that he is checking them over and then you say “Give me some more things.” and you
do this in an individ_ual session, you are wasting one of the primary, one of the primary
things in individual auditing.
An individual auditing can monitor each and every individual preclear. And in
monitoring each and every individual preclear we discover that each instant is going to be
separate from every other instant.
(original recording stopped for a moment, because of the noise)
Each and every second, each and every instant is a separate instant. You see that stuff
over there; that wall? Do you know that that thing actually and basically is there all the time
because all instants are there? It's because all of its instants are the same instant. That wall is
forever. That isn't a thin strata on the time track which is moving forward in time along with
you. This is quite a basic and interesting discovery if you can grasp it.
It always has been there; it always will be there as far as the unit materials are
concerned. It hasn't got any time! That's the trouble with it. And if you can tolerate something
which is a total time, you can't get back of the time of that wall, you can't get forward of the
time of that wall, you see? Because that wall is a forever. You see that?
Now, just reverse your ideas of time, thinking that that wall is giving you a time track
by ticking off and moving. No, no, the only way you ever get any time at all is by making a
consideration there is time. And you go on considering there is time – why you go on
considering there is time. But this wall – I know those orbits travel around in very precise
ways and all of that sort of thing, and it all seems to be perfectly timed. This is highly
questionable. That is – that is terrifically theoretical.
Do you know that nobody has ever watched, ever watched the “L” orbit of anything.
Nobody has ever seen this. They see the Earth go around the sun on a time basis, and they
change every week – certainly oftener than a lot of these nuclear physicists change their
underwear – they change their theory about the structure and formation and motion of the
atom. It's a – it's curious. It's weird, because they have been going on the basis that time
comes off of that wall.
That is why people are daffy. That is why people in the sciences, in biology, that is
why they think man comes from mud and all the rest of it. They think time comes off of this
matter, this space. They think it does the timing. Oh, no, it doesn't. Not even vaguely.
The only thing that does any timing is life. And if you can look at this and you
understand it, you have got a reverse look really at what has been the popular scientific
concept. We see the sun rising and setting; so therefore we know time has occurred. Well, it
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would be all right if we didn't have that word know in there. If we said “The sun is rising and
setting and therefore time has occurred,” we are utterly incorrect. “The sun is rising and
setting, and therefore we know time has occurred,” is correct. Know time has occurred. We
have occurred; action is taking place.
Do you see this clearly? It's a little bit hard to grasp. You have to kind of get audited
into it sometimes. But all of a sudden it becomes very clear. You say, “Holy Cats! Thme is a
consideration.” You look at this stuff around here, it is going glug, glunk.
Now, one of the things is time has assumed an automaticity as far as science is
concerned. Science believes that time is this terrific automaticity, see. And if the sun is going
around its axis and the Earth is going around the sun – and that this automaticity finally
enforces time upon us.
And if you want to get ahold of an E-Meter or do some remembering, you will
discover planet-builder incidents, system builders. It is quite curious; life has actually
agglomerated the material which makes up the sun and the Earth. They have set these things
into motion. They have been set into motion. They are energy which is being swung by life.
And if life took no further interest in it at any – of any kind, it wouldn't go on swinging.
Believe me.
Science has taken a backwards look at this. It is a little bit hard at first maybe to grasp
the fact that time is a consideration. But let's look at it this way and you can see it
immediately. An individual begins to depend more and more upon clocks, watches, the
position of the sun, he begins to believe more and more that these things are giving him a
timing – that they are delivering into his hands a timing – and he goes nuttier and nuttier.
Let's watch that one. Why?
He'll get more and more jammed; he has less and less time. You can see that one take
place. Just take somebody who has – who has been utterly dependent on clocks or even the
sun, and we take a look at him and we find out that he is not the free spirit which he once was.
See, the more we depend upon the MEST universe to give us time, the nuttier we get,
the less decision we have. Why? Because we have had – it has aggregated to itself a function
which can be performed only by life, you see? Life keeps giving it this function and says
“Look, this is time.” Life gives it the function in order to have an agreement on time passage
so that you and I both know what time you and I are in. It doesn't have anything to do with it.
You and I agree that there is time passage going on. We say, “Look at this motion
which we have started here. All right, now, as this motion keeps taking place and so on, we
will say – we will consider that a motion is taking place. You and I will both consider this
motion is taking place and therefore at this uniform rate which we have both carefully
concentrated on, and so forth, will be a rate of agreement on which you and I can talk,
converse or shoot at each other.”
You understand this, then, that at the mo... The less an individual is in control of, the
less an individual depends upon some other exterior force to give him time, the more difficult
this individual's case is.
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You just look at your worse off preclears and you will find out that they're – it is
impossible to get them there for appointments. They just don't – they just slop all around.
A psychotic one; he doesn't know whether it is midnight or Christmas. You told him to
come in at 2:00; he wouldn't know anything about it.
Now, let's look at it the other way. If this is the case then is there a process by which
we could simply tell a fellow “Postulate some time. Postulate some more time. Postulate some
more time. Postulate some more time.” Yes, there is such a postulate. There is such a process.
It's one of the more rugged processes you would want to undertake. It is not one of the basic
six processes. It's too rugged. You put this process around there; you put this process around
some neurotic pc or something like that and you are going to have time on your hands
because he hasn't got any on his.
It is just like – there's a very silly process, a very interesting process whereby you have
a person who is having mechanical difficulties, you know, they go out and they start a motor
and then it kills. And they start it again and it kills. And they start it again and it kills. And
then they run down their battery and then it won't run at all and then they get their battery
charged up again. And then they make sure that they don't get the oil changed or they make
sure that the wrong oil goes in or something is going to happen so they start the motor and it
kills. And they start it and it kills.
There are such people around. We have them in the organization occasionally, and the
machinery doesn't operate in their vicinity. We had one recently; it's quite amusing.
Machinery just didn't operate around this fellow and so he is not handling it anymore.
Anyhow, we didn't bother to run this process on him; we should have.
The HASI to some slight degree is the case of the cobbler's children; they never have
shoes.
So, here we have this process, we took it on a person who – whose case has always
been a little bit boggy and we found out he had a little difficulty with this so we didn't care
what we did to him because it was just investigation we were conducting. And we pegged
his... Everybody becomes expendable in that particular field. So we took this process and
handed the fellow an object and said “How many problems can this object be to you?” See, of
course, this immediately ties in with the automobile that won't start and the machines that
won't run and so forth.
He's – he hasn't got – he has a scarcity of problems as far as objects are concerned,
see. So “How many problems can this object be to you?” Well, this fellow went on and on
and he was audited several hours on this process and at the end of that time he opined like it
could be an awful lot of problems to him. He finally came to that consideration. It could be –
there could be quite a lot problems. He didn't think it could be an infinity of problems yet but
it was the end of the auditing session and the auditor turned him loose and then didn't get
around to him again for about two weeks.
And this fellow had nightmares. This fellow had the most difficult time you ever saw
with his breathing, with his heart action. He just had – was having a ball with the thetan's own
machinery, see. He – we at least brought him up to a point of where he didn't think he was
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going to have any – we had just brought him up to a point where we didn't think he could
have any more problems, we weren't going to allow him to have any more problems evidently
with material objects, so therefore he was going to take his own machinery and he was really
going to fix it up.
Now, most thetans are in this state; they are gumming up their – at least their thetan
machinery. Their machinery cannot be enough problems to them.
Well, we just went back with the old adage, you see, That the process that turns on a
somatic will turn it off” And we went back, took exactly the same object in the same auditing
room and continued the process for another fifteen hours: “How many problems can this
object be to you?” Now, this individual was in foul condition, you see. We didn't have any
business running such a process on him at all, but investigation, as I have said, you have to
find out where processes won't work.
And what do you know, what do you know. We got away with it. We actually got
away with it. It's very possible, from this and two other tests, that we could get away with this
at every level that we applied it. But it certainly takes long enough and it produces some of
the most fantastic comm lags on your lower-levels cases. So therefore, there are other things
you can do. Even before you can run this process you have to get him into communication, of
course. Now, the individual who is having his facsimiles go wild in front of his face is getting
drifting fields, is doing all sorts of weirdities of this character. Let's just put him into the
bracket of “How many problems can his machinery be to him.” And we could put him in that
bracket and we find out that this is very much the case with this individual. He can't have any
more problems. Nobody will let him have any more problems with material machinery. See,
he isn't permitted to break any of that down or do anything wrong with it. He is supposed to
make that run. And he falls back and gets covert, and he drops back and starts lousing up his
own bank.
And every time you have a disobeying piece of machinery it's because the individual
has – I mean, this is the reason why. I mean, we are not giving you one of; a lot of stuff;
because this works it out, so it must be the reason why – he just hasn't enough problems on
the subject of his bank and so he's making it do all sorts of problems to him now. A
theoretical process which is offered there is a – well, it offers just tremendous variations.
“How many problems could machinery be to you – your machinery be to you?” “How many
problems could eyesight be to you?” “How many problems could hearing be to you?” “How
many problems could this, could that,” – anything you could think of under the sun, moon and
stars – we could run into this type of process.
Well, what kind of a process is it? Where does it belong in the scale of the Six Basic
Processes? Well, oddly enough it belongs in the first data bank. We have taken some real
rough cases, three to be exact. It is pretty hard to find real, honest-to-goodness rough cases
that stay rough these days. They snap on up to “Just won't progress out of pure cussedness.”
But the guy who is really worried, who is haunted, who goes in houses and glances
behind doors, who is desperately afraid he is going to fall off the sidewalk, who is certain that
the federal government has his brain wired by Western Union to get all of his secrets; these
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guys are scarce. They get around here, you start to get into communication with them. That is
the basic processes which breaks up psychosis and that is the end of the psychotic. Now, we –
if we get into communication with them, then get them into communication with walls, and
psychosis is not longer a problem. It might take quite a while to do this, but actually nowhere
near the estimate that you would have made in the yesterdays of Dianetics and Scientology.
For instance, a girl we are processing right now. We got an hour-long comm lag out of
her – yesterday – it is a curious thing; do you know that this girl has never comm lagged
before; not worth a nickel. The auditor was running this girl's machinery exclusively. See, the
auditor sort of took over the body and the machinery was running it and this case is only
about fifteen or twenty hours deep. And all of a sudden we run into this hour-long comm lag
on 8-C, Opening Procedure. You see? The case just stand back and looks at this wall for one
hour and finaly goes over and touches the wall. The first time the person had touched the wall
herself See, I mean we were getting a shift there, a very violent shift.
Well, we speak of this whole thing about problems; problems are so basic to human
problems and so basic to answers and so basic to case solutions that we just throw this right in
there with two-way communication. I told you yesterday that a two-way communication is
very necessary; that communication which has not become a two-way communication but is
still a one-way communication Will go on to the end of the universe, see. It Will go on
forever. That is an engram bank and so forth. It should have been a two-way Communication;
it is only a one-way Communication yet. And it is still a one-way communication until
somebody audits it because there isn't anybody there to answer anymore.
And you – you shot – well, let's look at the overt act-motivator sequence. We are
familiar with this old mechanism, you know, guys get guilty consciousnesses and all of this.
They get guilt feelings and shame, blame, regret, all of this mechanism. We find out that an
individual who is complaining about his father, his father, his father, his father, his father, his
father, his father, his father, his father, his father and his father did this and his father spanked
him.
I even had a preclear get so desperate because he couldn't interest me in this subject of
how bad his father was, tell me that his father had been – habitually practiced coitus with him
from the ages of eight till twelve, and I thought this is really going a long way. So at that time
I alerted enough realizing that this was really getting spinny – I alerted enough to at least
straightwire out the overt acts against Papa. Of course, we immediately got a flip as far as the
case was concerned; this fellow changed and he knew he had changed; he knew something
had happened and so forth. We found out that about a year or so before he came to me for
auditing, he had beaten his father to a bloody pulp. Father had come in, his father was drunk
and he himself had had a few drinks, and the old man by this time was about 85 and he wailed
into his father and he beat him up just for stumbling around the house. Sent him to the
hospital with a broken jaw. This guy had been an awfully sick mental case ever since, see?
And his father was so bad and his father was so bad. What he was trying to do without
doing it well or technically was wrack up enough over... – motivators, you see, to have
justified this overt act, but they were on the wrong part of the time track.
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Well, now what is this overt act-motivator sequence but a one-way communication.
Do you see that? It's just a one-way communication.
Now, if his father, with a broken jaw, had suddenly gotten up off the floor, had picked
up a club or knuckle-dusters or something of the sort and worked this guy over and broken his
jaw, you would have had no aberrative factor in the incident at all. “Oh, so we broke each
other's jaw today.” Two-way communication would have occurred.
Now, a soldier on the battlefield is very often in a happy carefree state. He's shooting
enemy troops and he's shooting enemy troops and he's shooting enemy troops. Supposing he
found out 24 hours after he had shot twelve enemy soldiers that the enemy had not shot
anybody on his side for several days. There was an armistice or something in progress. Well,
he might have shot two hundred before that time, but he would go on till his old age feeling
like, well, he just shouldn't have shot those twelve soldiers, see. I have run into cases like this.
One fellow, one fellow was on detached duty in World War I and had shot down a plane well
after the armistice. A plane came over flying very pretty and the guy shot it down. No twoway communication was available there, see. The guy wasn't shooting back, wasn't in a
warlike state of mind. Well, however many things he had done before that time, that one
stuck. In other words, we didn't have a two-way communication so we had a hang-up.
You can almost say, then, that in the absence of a two-way communication you get a
hang-up of some sort or another on the track, and there's always something waiting for that
answer. The bank is waiting for the answer. The fellow wracks it up waiting for the answer.
Two-way communica_tion has not occurred.
So an individual on a two-way communication gets into a state where he does not
expect any answer will ever occur from anybody and where he feels no answer of any kind is
expected from himself. And this is worsened by the fact that within his own machinery and
within his own body he begins to believe that no communication is ever to be expected from
his bank and therefore any communication that comes from it is a – is a surprise or an upset.
Yet, if he, out of a scarcity of living beings to talk to, goes into communication with
his bank, like a prospector starts talking to burros, you know, and if he doesn't have a...
Prospectors who take burros along with them stay fairly sane; prospectors who take no burros
around, everybody knows they're crazy; there's nobody to talk to and they go around talking
to themselves.
I ran into a fellow in the middle of New York, not in the middle of the Southwest, who
walked into the restaurant, sat down, got up, pulled out a chair, evidently sat in a – it was in
the Horn and Hardarts there on Broadway, that's just above, I think it is just above 44th, the
Horn and Hardarts on – this guy is – up in the upper second floor – and this guy sat this
imaginary person down and started to argue and he got more and more violent and he got
more and more angry and he would wait for replies and then he would beat the table and he
would get more angry about this whole thing. And in the meanwhile, however, he pushed
over a bowl of soup and a couple of other items in front of this imaginary person. And then
finally he pulled them back and wouldn't let the other person – quote – unquote have the bowl
of soup. And he got more and more violent and more and more violent and he finally picked
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up his own chair by the top and brought it down with a crash on the empty chair. Got his
overcoat and flounced out. The most terrific conversation I ever saw in my life. It must have
been a two-way communication of some kind or another.
You could attribute this simply to this fact: Somewhere in that man's life there was a
tremendous scarcity of communication.
Now, what happens when a person loses an ally? Let's take Book One. What happens
when a person loses an ally, huh? There is no further communication with that ally, is there?
So this is real bad, isn't it? We get a stop of communication in this particular level; no more
conversation with the departed ally. This would be perfectly all right if there were other
terminals around to communicate with. But supposing one had only been in good two-way
communication with this one ally, huh? And then there were no other people around there to
talk with which made a great scarcity of communication. The individual will hang on this ally
and later on, still lacking people to talk to, the individual will, very likely, conjure up the ally
or a mythical person to stand in his vicinity to talk to. You will hear them later on having
guardian angels and all kinds of mock-ups of this character.
Well, a thetan starts talking to his own machinery; a thetan starts talking to his own
machinery, he is in bad shape because that machinery is never going to answer back anything
more what he put into it.
Now, he could go right ahead and duplicate somebody. You know, he could make
another being, no doubt, with full facilities and so forth, and have somebody to talk to, but he
doesn't do this. He has lost the facility or he believes there's too much life on Earth or
something of the sort; he will start talking to his machinery.
And you get a guy that is self-auditing; he is triggering some sort of a machine and
then it triggers back at him and then he triggers at it and it triggers back at him. There is
nothing happening there. I mean, it will just go on forever until eventually the machine breaks
down or something occurs. Because it isn't a two-way communication; it's a one-way
communication and he knows it as well as anybody else.
So the situation I said would go on forever. That is incorrect. The situation would
break down somewhere. The machine would get bad off. The machine would break
something, your boy would get occluded. Something is liable to occur here. Why? Because of
a one-way communication.
Let's look at the condition – well, let's – let's look at something I'm very intimately
acquainted with: data on the subject of the human mind. I was not even vaguely in any poor
position on this subject in 1932, simply because I didn't know that the data was missing in the
textbooks and library – to a very marked degree was missing. The case histories which had
been accumulated, the data which had been amassed and so forth, had all been very, very
carelessly done. This was a horrible botch job. But I didn't know it in 1932. I went on in a
happy way that everybody was going to communicate with me on the subject if I
communicated with them. And then I started talking to psychologists, one-way
communication. That's a horrible state of affairs.
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I know nothing drearier than trying to sell a psychologist on the idea that something
can be done for the mind or to it. He is in the darnedest state of defeat you ever saw in your
life. He will give you all sorts of arguments, authorities, castoffs of one kind or another but
they all amount to the same thing; he, you know, he knows nobody is any good. He'll give
you a bunch of sales talk, maybe, but he basically is talking from a defeated point of view. So
you don't have a terminal if you, yourself, know you are just getting along famously on the
subject and somebody else isn't. Well, a one-way communication is a liability as long as you
do not know the rules and laws underlying one-way and two-way communication, then it
ceases to be a liability.
I can go on. I had a student over in London, a long time ago, come up to me after a
lecture and he says to me, “My God, Ron, how can you go on talking on this subject,” and so
forth. “I suddenly realized that nobody ever talks to you from the same duplicated point.”
“Well,” I says, “but they do.”
“No. No. No. No. They don't.”
“Well, all right, what is the matter?”
“Well,” he says, “it makes...” He was talking about a one flow, one-way flow, and its
difficulties and so forth, “and you are – you are an example of it, is that right?”
“Well, why aren't you an example of it?”
“Because I know what a one-way flow is, of course! How could I possibly be upset
about it?”
And as a matter of fact, these days, here, of very recent times, auditors working in the
field of the mind, working along this line, have gotten so darned smart that there isn't even a
vaguely one-way communication going these days.
But knowing the mecharnsm takes the curse off of anything.
The only way the stage magician can interest or befog his audience, and so on, is by
doing something quickly that is evidently against the agreement of the audience, do you see?
And then the audience sits there and boggles and will worry about that trick. “How did he
make those elephants disappear? Let's see how... so-so-so-so.
Probably, if it was really as spectacular as that – two elephants were standing out there
in the middle of the stage and all of a sudden they weren't there – why you would have people
going on talking about this and talking about this. They still talk about Houdini getting out of
boxes underneath the water, and so forth. “How did he do these things?” And of course,
Houdini wrote a book and, like Edgar Allen Poe, never told any of the secrets of his trade.
The very silliest thing in the world is somebody like Edgar Allen Poe or Houdini actually
sitting down to write a book on exactly how he does it.
People knowing that look at anybody in the field of development or research, and so
on, and they get suspicious of them. And they say, “Well, now look, he couldn't write – really
possibly be telling you what he is doing.”
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But in view of the fact that the – the stage is not set here simply to produce
phenomena, you see, and befog and bedazzle, we have a rather comfortable time of it.
Nothing very horrible takes place. But it certainly could, you see, if there was this sleight of
hand, behind-the-scenes kind of an activity going on.
Well, very often a student is so accustomed to somebody who does know something
doing so much of this sleight of hand stuff, you know. “Now you see the jack of spades, you
know, and there you see the king of hearts and, uh, and I have no cards. And you see, they are
not up my sleeves.”
And he's used to being befogged like this, so he is always looking to be told something
fantastic or fabulous, you see, that just breaks down everything else that's been said. So as a
matter of fact, then he begins to discount everything that's been taught on the subject, you see,
and waits for a single trick, or something of the sort, that really was the trick. Well, he gets
caught in this same mechanism of watching Houdini, you see, something of this sort. Houdini
is there to befoggle them, to upset them, one way or another, and stick them on the track. Do
you get that? Houdini is there to stick them on the track. Don't ever forget that when you
examine the subject of interest. The fellow who is trying to be very, very interesting and who
is himself being capable of being interested is only interested in sticking somebody; stopping
them. It's a fascinating, fascinating thing.
Well, let's get back to this one-way flow. Now, no one-way flow is possible here. In
every unit that has gone through, I have learned thoroughly as much from the students as they
have learned from me; this is a cinch. This is why we get modifications. Basic theory is not
altered but application has – thoroughness of application. What can the student learn? All
kinds of bric-a-brac, and so forth, has altered. You are getting the benefit right now of a great
many clinical units in which this has been thoroughly hashed over. This isn't a one-way
communication we are doing here, and don't think of it in that fashion.
But the thing that sticks this trick is the fact that it's a one-way communication. The
second you know exactly how he made the two elephants disappear there is no longer any
stuck, is there? So there's that mechanism senior to this mechanism of a stuck flow or a oneway communication, see?
If you understood the mechanisms attendant to a one-way communication and a twoway communication, if you understood these thoroughly, you would never stick on a one-way
commumcation. Everything is basically consideration and these are the basic considerations
which go to make up the track. There must be a two-way communication is one of them. We
don't know why except it's – just is. Everybody has got that consideration, you see, “There
should be a two-way communication.”
All right, so if they don't know the mechanisms of a communication, then they are
subject to this one-way communication mechanism, so they have looked at MEST, looked at
MEST...
Let me show you some examples of this. They have looked at MEST and looked at
MEST and looked at MEST. Has it ever looked at them? Well, occasionally a mirror does.
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That's about all, that's about all. Once in a while a river does if it is very quiet; a lake. But has
it really looked at them?
All right, you've given the body orders, you've given it orders, you've given it orders,
you've given it orders, you've given it orders, you've given it orders. Is anything around a
body who will give anything else any orders, really? Not unless we invent some; not unless
we invent some. We can then say, “Look how this body is giving me orders. It is moving me
around in time and place. It's doing all this sort of thing.” You know, no-responsibility, noresponsibility.
Just a-this is just subsequent to this stuck flow, one-way communication. See? We get
a one-way communication, a one-way communication, a one-way communication. Eat, sleep,
walk, make love, smile, dance, move, sit still, eat, sleep, dress, brush your teeth. Dah! Dah!
Dah! See? Always just one-way. Does the body ever say, “Well, I don't know whether I will
brush my teeth or not.” Does it ever do that? No it doesn't. Has it ever said to you, “Thetan!
Brush your teeth!” Not unless you said it first. Mirror trick, see, mirror trick.
Now, you actually could make the body talk back to you, apparently, by picking up an
old-time facsimile of what you have said to the body or that somebody said to it. You can
make a page talk to you simi]arly. Somebody said something to the page 50 now the page can
say something to you but you know that isn't a communication, you see. It isn't a basic flow
life to life unless you really realize that you are talking with Epicurus, or somebody, when he
wrote on that page, you see. The – if you get into the silly notion that the page is talking to
you, you'll get your nose stuck in a book, just literally, see.
The – the bibliophile, he collects books, he's collecting books, he's collecting books,
he's collecting books. What do they say? He doesn't know.
I went into a movie star's home one time and this person had evidently been collecting
books and collecting books and collecting books, and there was a library of considerable size,
and boy did it have books in it, and so forth. And I thought, “Well, gee, that is just dandy I am
going to have a good time over this weekend after all; and nice quiet places around here to
read a book.” So I reached up, poor fool that I am, to pull one of these books off of the shelf –
they were all dummies. But, they were just the backs, millions of backs the place had in it,
evidently. Anyhow – just like the girl! So – nothing but back. I remember that star but I won't
give her away.
The point here is that one-way communication will stick somebody. Now, this is a
basic, cardinal rule. If you don't know all the mechanisms of communication, if you don't
know what communication is all about, if you don't know what two-way communication is all
about, if you don't realize a communication will hang up – the way people stick is determined
by the one-way flow. This is the stuck mechanism. It is a one-way flow with no reply. And
that is a stick. That's how a person gets into a body. That is how a person gets to be a denizen
of Earth. That is how a person gets into this system or this galaxy or this universe. The one
thing which this universe does not do is answer back. It makes you answer yourself back
when you are talking to it. And an individual can make the mistake of talking to it, not
through it.
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Now, I can talk to you through the physical universe with perfect equanimity and with
no slightest aberrative upset here, see. I am talking to you. You're alive; you're capable of
self-determinism, even pan-determinism, of thought, of belief You could make postulates;
you could make them stick. You can create machinery. You have all of these capabilities.
Talking to you, sooner or later I will get a reply, see? Even if you just look at me I am getting
a reply, see?
But talking to that stuff over there, see, that wall, that's a lot different, see. And if an
individual is stupid enough to expect it to answer, if he ever makes this... It's actually just one
little consideration on the track – it is just one particular type of consideration; it is the
physical universe must answer back, or this rock has got to answer me back, see. He has just
got to make that mistake and then keep on making it, and boy, does he get stuck, see? He'll
stick right there – zoom! And that is the only way anybody ever gets stuck, except by the
consideration that he is stuck.
Now, the consideration that he is stuck, of course, is the senior consideration. But the
mechanics of getting stuck on which we have agreed – and they are only valid because we
have agreed on them, we voted for them or something – is that a one-way communication will
stick somebody. And that is why a person gets stuck in a body. That's why a person who is
out of a body goes back into a body.
Let's say – here's a – here's a hypothetical, or maybe not so hypothetical, incident. This
expedition is about to take off and invade this small moon which is passing around this planet.
Okay. A thetan, who knows all about this expedition – who lives on that small moon and
considers life very nice up there, and so on – objects to this expedition. So he goes down and
he spots the expedition leader and he says, zap fashion, “What the hell do you mean coming
and messing up this whole galaxy?” He bangs on into the head of the expedition leader and
completes the expedition himself Why? Why did he do this?
Later on he will think of it as one of his better accomplishments. What happened to the
expedition leader? He probably banged on out the other side, but he certainly never got into
contact with the expedition leader, he was only in contact with that body, and that body and
anything else around that body as far as he could tell did not answer back. And he expected an
answer back of the exact violence of the answer addressed. And the answer addressed was a
violent statement, and there was no reply and so one-way communication had occurred; a
one-way communication so thorough that he'd interiorized. So, therefore, time and again on
the time track you'd put a beam or made a statement to a body and then gone on inside of it.
Now, you will notice this. You see, that comes basically out of this basic error that
MEST can answer you and that bodies are alive. They are as alive as they are run. But they
are a machine built by thetans for the operation of thetans; by the thetans for the people of the
bodies. Now, there is the – there is the mechanism of sudden interiorization; there is the
mechanism of entrapment. Of course, the basic mechanism that frees all entrapments is
understanding. I was going into that yesterday.
If you understand something it certainly can't trap you. Well, one-way communication
can't trap you either if you understand it; if you know what it is.
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You say, “Look-a-here, now, this is a basic agreement that I have made, and that if I
communicate one way and I don't get an answer then I have to close terminals with something
and do the answering myself.” Have you got that? That is the basic agreement.
So a guy gets married or buried or something and lives unhappily for years with this
character. And he'll come in here, you – this fellow comes in and he is all cheerful, you know,
and he says, “I just bought a new hat. How does this look? Dear, I just bought a new hat, how
does it look!!”
“Close the door, Henry.”
After a while you will see this fellow with some feminine gestures. How does this
come about?
Well, he has to go over there and answer himself! All right, he loses this wife by
smallpox or divorce or something and years later you are processing him as a preclear. And
you say to him – you say to him, 'All right, now let's get something you wouldn't mind
remembering.”
“Dah – nothing.”
He's answering. The situation has gotten complex to this degree: How do you answer
if you are the wife? By being silent, of course. Isn't this goofy? That's how you answer, by
being silent.
It's this business, this business all over again: it's safe to do whatever your parents did.
This is trial, error, natural selection, evolution, everything; it's one of the things that life does
along the track – it's safe to do what your parents did.
And by the way you get a child to dramatize this, and if their – unless their parents
have been terribly neglectful, just abysmally neglectful, why, they will get into this
fascinating state. They – they won't really – they will momentarily and cursorily imitate a
maid or a governess or something, just momentarily, nothing. It's not safe. They'll go right on
imitating their parents. And it is quite a curious thing; they will imitate their parents.
It's safe to do what your parents did. You see that?
Now, I have smoked this out. It is a very interesting little discovery. I actually
conducted a few little tests on this and did a lot of talking around and asking of questions. A
curious thing – a baby will eat off of his mother's plate almost anything.
One of the more fiendish tests that I conducted on this was on my own kid, I wouldn't
have done it to somebody else's kid. I pretended to scatter an enormous amount of pepper into
the palm of my hand and then pretended to eat it with some relish. I didn't scatter any pepper
at all on my hand. Hand it to my little girl, she promptly threw some pepper into the palm of
her hand and ate it with considerable relish. And for some days was busy enjoying pepper in
great quantity.
I got her maid, the maid, to put some pepper in her hand and eat it, and neither
accelerated nor decelerated the child's. Now, she had been eating with the maid most of the
time.
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All right, went a little bit further than that. I got the maid to take some cabbage, cut it,
eat it, and then – cut it, eat it, give it – she couldn't care anything about that cabbage. Nothing.
I took some cabbage and ate it, and bang! the cabbage was fine. So I tracked up on this further
and found out why the children made such a clamor at the table.
Most parents would love to find this out: Why are children so clamorous around a
table? Well, it is because actually, that's the thing that is safe to eat, you see? They want to be
in there with their parents during mealtime. It's safe to eat what your parents eat.
Well, the only thing I am making a point of this is, is just to give you another silly
example of the rationale of life. If the parents die, it is then safe to die. Let's follow this. It is
safe to do what your parents do is the basic postulate. So what happens to some kid whose
parents are dead? He's dead! And there is another one of your key preclears whose case is
hanging up all over the place. He is doing what is safe, he is doing the secure thing, the safe
thing. This is one of the seventy-five processes, by the way. All right.
Let's look over this and discover this: that if you actually knew the mechanisms behind
one-way and two-way communication, that they wouldn't bother you, not even vaguely. You
wouldn't stick just because somebody didn't answer you. You wouldn't switch valence just
because somebody didn't answer you. You would know that people were switching valence,
though, because they weren't being answered. And you would know that many people were
sticking on the subject of MEST because they expected walls and things to answer them;
completely irrational, one of their own postulates, some game they played some time or
another. They get out of their body and they stick to the wail. They put a beam on the wall
and they can't get the wall – the beam off. Well, that's because they expect the wall to put a
beam back at them if they put a beam on the wall. You get the idea? Nothing sillier than this.
Now, there is a little neurotic boy, who comes to mind, who used to beat his wagon
and kick rocks. And a lot of children will do this. They will walk up to a rock, the rock will
stub them or something, you know, and they'll kick the rock, and they will have an awful
argument with that rock, see, a big argument with the rock. Actually, they get stuck to the
rock. Only we know how they get stuck to the rock; they carry a somatic of the kick. That is
getting stuck to the rock. Now do you understand? And that is a facsimile. A person would
not have any facsimiles if he never expected this stuff to answer! He makes it answer him by
making a picture and then looking at the picture, and then saying it is that picture.
Well, now, this is facsimiles, this is the stuck phrase, this is the stuck change valence,
this is the rest of this, see, all around the clock here. This is the mechanism we have been
playing with with Book One. It's the stuck communication.
So if you don't understand anything else, for God sakes, understand a two-way
communication, exactly how it works and exactly how it sticks.
And look very, very – look very closely at the world around you here, the next few
days. Pick yourself up some independently discovered examples of people doing a one-way
communication and getting stuck by it. You'll see it. It happens all the time. It happens all the
time.
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You understand this thoroughly, it's merely because they expect an answer back. But,
who is it that is expecting the answer back? Huh? It's the person himself, isn't it?
Do you know that if you never expected an answer back from something, it's not
aberrative. This isn't a mechanism that sneaks up on you. I mean, it's one of those horribly...
It's like a corpse lying in the center of the – the – of the town, busiest street. It's right there in
sight.
“I don't know why Aunt Hattie has not answered my letter. I wrote her last Tuesday,
she hasn't answered, she hasn't answered. I want to know – I want to know if she is coming
here or if she isn't. What do you suppose has gotten into her?”
What's the next action? To close the terminals. With a what? With a telephone at least.
All right, now, we have two offices, somebody sends me a despatch – this is easy to do
these days because I am doing practically nothing but trying to get rid of this book and try not
to take care of too many administrative details – and somebody sends me a despatch – no
answer. You look at it. It's not an important despatch. It's not going to gum any wheels, I
might have seen it, might not have, see. But it's stuck, anyhow. Their next action is to come to
806, see – close the terminal, you see that? If you don't get an answer you have to come there
and the next action after that – this one you would really consider nutty – would be for the
person to write his own answer on his own despatch and then go back to 616 to wait for the
despatch to be returned to him so he would know what I had said. See, that would be the next
answer. That would be real nutty, wouldn't it?
Well, how about the fellow coming up from 616 writing the answer on the despatch
and thereafter being me? And sending this despatch back to himself who is no longer there at
616? You are looking at psychosis when you look at that. That is psychosis. That's exactly
what the psychotic is doing.
So the answer to this is obviously communication and it is actually – with the factors
of affinity, the factors of agreement and reality thrown in, good old ARC, better understood –
that is exactly what is going on with your preclear. And the remedy for it is to remedy his
scarcity of communication, to get him into communication, to let him discover that there is
another terminal around someplace, and that he himself is talking to the MEST and he is
expecting the answer back from it; he is getting his answer back from it. Opening Procedure
8-C, you just make him go, you know, “Touch that_____.” He'll run out the postulate after a
while that he is expecting this stuff to answer and it doesn't answer. Isn't this silly?
These guys that have these big massive ridges, that have lots of facsimiles, what are
they doing? They just run a stuck flow, that's all, at energy masses, and so forth. Now, they
are being the energy mass; it never answered back.
How about the fellow who is occluded? We would say offhand that he must have
talked to some black energy masses at some time or another, and had done a lot of talking to
the night with no answer back. Remember the song “Chloe?” All right.
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So the first and foremost thing that we have here on our agendum is a good solid grasp
of this two-way communication – the mechanism of getting stuck and how it results in
facsimiles, shifted valences, being in bodies, getting stuck to walls and so forth.
There's lots and lots of processes that could be run on this subject – “Give me
something you don't expect any answer from.” “Give me something you expect answers
from.” – I mean any kind of a process you could rig up. A curious thing, in present time or
otherwise, liable to do almost anything to the preclear. It will make him worse, make him
better, do something or other. If he ran any of these long enough, however, it would always
make him better.
All right. And it's the only way you could make a preclear worse with a process is to
stop running it; that's a horrible fact.
Now, the basic modus operandi of existence, and so forth, the thetan stops duplicating
himself, stops putting up sentient, thinking, self-determined beings just like himself, just by
postulate – starts making machinery, starts expecting it to answer, gets stuck with his own
machinery bank, starts expecting people around him to answer, starts expecting bodies to give
him answers. You can run into most anybody in the street, they would swear that the person
that's going to answer them is the body standing in front of them. And that is not the person
that is answering. And a thetan is there answering – no matter how bogged down he is, this is
still what is happening, and so we get a two-way communication as the resolution of this.
So therefore, all processes, no matter how involved or how simple they might be, are
dependent upon the first process used which is on the lowest part of the Tone Scale, on up. It
goes from the lowest level we can reach on up. It's two-way communication. That's the first
process we have got to study, look at and so forth.
A good way to go about it is to do some Straightwire. That is another process, you see,
but you still get in conversation on the subject. You still have the fellow having his bank
answering him and so forth. All right.
The main thing we are interested in is an utter, complete and devastatingly clear
concept of exactly how two-way communication results in stucks – pardon me, it results – a
one-way communication results in stucks and how two-way communication can resolve this.
If you see this clearly, why, there isn't any problem in theory or anything else that can
ever baffle you. Nothing could baffle you in a preclear's case. He is, of course, being
incomprehensible because any terminal that doesn't answer is then incomprehensible and all
sorts of things.
It's the preclear himself who expects the answer. It is the expectancy of the answer
which makes the aberration take place. You, as an auditor, could only be restimulated if you
kept expecting the answer from the preclear, expecting the answer from the preclear, without
understanding the mechanism back of answers.
Many a person is going around looking for the answer to existence when he only
wanted his mother to say “Hello.” That was the basic line, you see. He wants the answer to
his mother and then his mother gets out into everything else and you have association,
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associative logic, you have got reasoning and you find you get him expecting a – you find –
you find him at Cornell studying mathematics or something in order to get the answer! You
get the idea? Okay, so that is our most basic chore right now; is in auditing and in the
environment around and about. Let's look over this very carefully and see if we can see some
examples of people trying to remedy one-way communication by answering themselves, by
any other mechanism we can notice in the field of communication.
Okay?
(End of lecture)
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We went into yesterday the mechanics of communication rather thoroughly. Give you
a very, very fast rundown on this: You’ve got cause distanc effect, and then the effect-point
turns around and becomes cause-point and then you get distance and the original cause is now
effect again. And this communication back and forth across that distance is nonaberrative. No
real aberration would ever occur if you had a two-way communication. Cause-distance-effect,
the effect reversing to become cause-distance, and the original cause becoming effect. Now, if
we had that occur, even though the duplication was rather poor, we still wouldn’t have
anything aberrative.
When we have cause-distance-effect wait with expectancy of the other-way flow, we
got trouble. And that trouble is very widely and adequately described in Dianetics: The Modern Science of Mental Health, AP&A, Self Analysis, Science of Survival, 16-G, 24-G, we’re
just talking about that trouble, that’s all the trouble we’re talking about, all the way along the
line, is simply this cause-distance – effect-wait.
The formula of aberration, then, is “cause-distance-effect, wait, try to get an answer
from someplace else.” And in expecting an answer from the original target, we then get a situation whereby the individual becomes impatient for that answer. And having become impatient for the answer is going to get an answer from somewhere and so introduces a via into the
communication line. Cause-distance-effect, he doesn’t get the answer from what he expected
to get it from and so we have trouble.
All right. Now, let’s take this as it applies to an engram and we discover that when you
said to Mr. Blow, “How do you feel?” the odd part of it is that he’s already unconscious, you
know, and the odd part of it is he has been cause-distance-effect along the line for so long that
he can assume unconsciousness. And he will get an answer. Oh yes, he will get an answer
against which he isn’t braced.
“How do you feel?” is not an originating communication as far as he is concerned, it is
some sort of an answer. Now, let’s get this very clearly. It doesn’t matter whether you have
question marks, exclamation points, semicolons or dashes in the communication system. Remember that meaning has minimal action here. Sigrnficance, meaning; it doesn’t matter much
what’s on this communication line. It is the weight, size, velocity factors which are the most
interesting. All right, we have cause-distance-effect. Now, he said, “Cause,” across a distance.
And he waited, and he waited; never got an answer. And then one day you come along and
give him an answer. Remember he’s waiting for an answer from someplace else. What do you
mean, “an answer”? Somebody interested in him, somebody concerned with him, somebody
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to give him some attention, somebody to notice him, anything like that, you see. So if you
came up to him while he was in a very anaten state, you’re liable to hook into almost any old
waiting line. Now, this individual has been hit, hasn’t he? He has really received an answer of
one kind or another, hasn’t he? You’ve spoken to him and he’s still receiving an answer, isn’t
he? And he will confuse your answer with the velocity of the answer he has received. Let us
say that he has been knocked down by a cop and he was in a more law-abiding society and
was knocked down by a cop. And as we go across the line, you might say, as the cop went
across the line and hit this fellow, he gave him an answer. You get the idea, it has no significance. We’re merely getting a heavy particle reply, see.
All right, he’s in a state of reply, see, “I’ve got a reply at last. For God sakes I know
I’ve got a reply.” See? Bang, you know, “What do you know, somebody answered!” He’s
convinced of it, he knows somebody answered. And you come along and you compound the
felony by simply saying to him, “How do you feel?” and this is all part of the answer and he’s
got it and he is gripping it to his bosom. And he is holding this facsimile in upon him. So he
holds “How do you feel” in upon him. Then somebody else says to him “How do you feel?”
and this becomes part of the answer. And somebody else says “How do you feel?” later on,
and that becomes part of this same answer. And it’s all part of this same answer.
You see, a thetan, actually, cannot receive an effect. So if he starts handing out lots of
effects (he thinks), if he starts handing out a tremendous number... You see, he can think he
can receive an effect. He can make up his mind that he can receive an effect. But if he starts
thinking in terms of just this: “Look at that horrible effect I have delivered,” or “Look at that
effect I have delivered,” you see – ah-ah-ah-ah – he can’t receive one. Now, there is the little
puzzle on the whole track.
We have consideration only. This is all we have is consideration, you see. So somebody put a mock-up up and he considered this mock-up was real. You know, this mock-up was
alive. It wasn’t another life form or energy, space, idea production unit he was addressing –
which itself could not receive an effect, you see. He was addressing a form and it was alive.
You get the idea? All right.
So he thinks he has achieved an effect. He considers that he has because he wanted to.
All right, he thinks he’s achieved an effect. You see this? He hasn’t really but he thinks he
has. So this makes him feel like he ought to have one now. See, we ought to have a two-way
communication involved here. And this again is a consideration.
If you can get enough people to repent, repent, repent, and believe they are all sinful,
and ask forgiveness, and et cetera, yap-yap, you see, if we – if we can run this in on somebody, he will recognize that he should have an effect. You get that? He should have punishment.
He should have an effect his way. Ah, all they do is come along and get him to make up his
mind you see, that he actually has created some effects. And now he ought to have one, or
he’s going to get one, or Yahweh or somebody, who lives in a trunk with a leopard skin – that
by the way is the Christian God.
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I’m sorry to have to interject that statement but I’m always struck by this tremendous
thing here of all of these – of all of these poor people going around not knowing anything
about the anatomy of their own religion.
Ah, being rather – being rather interested in and somewhat practiced in the investigation of barbaric customs in minor societies here and there around the world, and having been
more or less tuned up and alerted very early in my life, it is rather hard for me to assume a
“part of” attitude toward my own society, you see? I was better educated in looking at other
societies before I started living in this one.
And naturally, I come back and take a look at this one and it becomes very amusing,
because you look at it along the same standards any anthropologist or ethnologist applies.
You see we re a barbaric society; you see some of the darnedest things. We see, for instance,
a revolt took place in the New Testament against the Old Testament, and now we publish both
books in the same volume. See, the Old Testament was a red, raw revolt against the pardon –
New Testament was a red, raw revolt against the Old Testament, and here we – same order of
magnitude. Boy, if you want something to fight itself, there certainly is a symbol.
And then although a lot of people will say carelessly “Well, God is everywhere,” remember that this was an idea which was introduced rather latterly in Christian religion. The
God of which they speak, of whom they speak continually, is Yahweh. Lord knows how it’s
pronounced because it is so secret that nobody really is supposed to be able to pronounce it,
so they omitted all of the vowels in the word. And they spell it only with its consonants. So,
Lord knows how this word is to be pronounced. But more agreed upon pronunciation amongst
scholars so they can talk about it is “Yahweh.” An – and this is the Christian God. But he
lives in a trunk with a leopard skin. That’s right, that’s – that is the full story on it. And we get
ourselves – you wonder where I’m going with this, and why I’m suddenly talking to you
about this, you’ll see this in a minute. I’ll fool you. I’ll put a method here in our madness.
This fellow, you see, gets talked to on the basis, and talks to other people on the basis,
that they really ought to have an effect because there’s some compensating, or some retaliatory force necessary to keep the universe nicely and neatly in balance, you see? Of course, sooner or later, they’re going to move Yahweh out of a trunk and put him in all space. Because
what do you never get an effect from? What do you never get an effect from? – space.
There’s no piece of space, no piece of space has ever smote you. It couldn’t. And so
they start putting demons and devils in this space. But what’s very interesting? This is based
upon the absolute truth of the matter. “Awareness of awareness units” can locate themselves
utterly unseen in space. So we have this high truth. Now we go down to the fact that the fellow can never receive a motivator, you might say, from space. He can never receive a twoway communication from space, directly, he believes. Or, he himself has been in space
delivering almost as space – quite invisible – delivering effects at people or things or other
spaces, delivering an effect, you see? An effect, an effect, an effect, an effect. He can’t
exteriorize out of this space all of a sudden.
Why can’t he exteriorize? Because he’s waiting for the answer out of the space, see?
Let’s say you knew an awareness of awareness unit by the name of Joe. Let’s bring this down
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to common basics here. There isn’t a single human being, or actually even finally a dog or a
cat or a cockroach, that cannot inhabit space totally invisibly. Not any single life form anywhere in this universe is exempt from being an invisible cause point trying to create an effect in
space, you see? No form is.
All right. They keep doing this, they keep doing this, and then they wonder how they
get stuck in this universe. Well, how do they get stuck in this universe? They keep waiting for
an answer. You know the only way you’d get stuck would be to wait around, wouldn’t it? All
right, supposing you start waiting around until it became obsessive, huh? Well, you’d naturally then be stuck somewhere, wouldn’t you.
So we wonder why somebody is in the physical universe here – as we call the
“MEST” universe. And of course on their typically “only one” basis, the physicist and the
chemist and the astronomers and so forth believe this is the only universe. They have even
started calling galaxies of this universe island universes or other universes. They’re really
fishing for it. Because it doesn’t happen to he the only universe there is by a long shot.
And yet people and things and life forms get in this universe, they cause effects, cause
effects, cause effects and cause effects and wait for the answer, and cause an effect and wait
for the answer, and cause an – and get no answer. And they wait and they wait and they wait.
And then you pick them up sooner or later as a deacon in the church having visions about
God coming down to them and giving them the word that they have to burn the belfry. You
see how this would happen inevitably, hm?
All right. The thetan delivers – now let’s look at duplication as part of the formula –
the thetan delivers an effect against a body, he delivers an effect against a body. He very
easily can do this. He delivered an effect because he can manufacture the energy which
delivers the effect, you see? This is not intimately connected to himself however. So he
delivers this effect on a body, and he delivers this effect on the body, and nobody ever really
turns around and says, “Thetan, what are you doing delivering an effect against me?” It just
doesn’t happen.
So we have this as an activity which is a one-way flow. So he delivers an effect
against the body and waits for the effect and gets it. And delivers the effect against the body
and waits for the effect and gets it. And delivers the effect against the body and waits for the
effect, and – it’s a miss. Delivers the effect and waits for the – miss. “Something must be
happening to my power,” he says. “Something is upsetting here, one way or the other.” And
so he delivers an effect against the body and – and – he knows he really can’t reach it, you
see, but he waits for the effect anyway. And he finally makes up his mind he doesn’t have any
power at all and he decides to be the answer. So he flips around and becomes the body. And
that is the original evolution of an interiorization and how it comes about. And it’s just like
that. Get the idea?
Now, we deliver an effect against the body and deliver an effect against the body and
deliver an effect against the body and deliver an effect against the body and pretty soon we
just give up waiting for answers. We know its going to miss every once in a while and so
forth. Just give it up – waiting for answers – and just start waiting. And that’s the black five
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you process. All he’s doing is waiting. He’s not even waiting for an effect anymore. He’s just
waiting.
Ever seen one of these boys? Ever process anybody like that? They sit there and they
wait. Well, the more alert case is going to wait for an effect, you see? The more alert case is
going to wait for an effect. He’s still sane.
He’s still rational. He’s still all right. But after a while he’s just waiting. And when he
really gets to waiting good and thoroughly, you got a catatonic schiz. He’s in control of the
body but he’s waiting for an effect. But he’s just waiting. And waitingness becomes the totality of existence. And thus we get obsessive survival. And we’re right back to the basics of Dianetics: The Modern Science of Mental Health.
This waitingness for an answer becomes itself an obsession on survival. When we say
survival in Dianetics, we mean survival as a form, don’t we? It’s a qualified type of survival.
But there is no other thing than survival as a thetan.
Now, you could forget what you know or forget an identity you may have assigned
yourself You could forget that you have a past. You can do all sorts of things to wipe out an
identity as of yourself But the truth of the matter is that you couldn’t possibly do any other
thing than continue along the track. This would be the only thing you could do as long as you
were in the time continuum of one space. You would merely continue in the time continuum
of this one space, you see that? There’d be no such thing as your sudden demise in that space.
Now, we could say, “Well, I could totally forget my entire past,” and therefore we
would get more or less the same thing, wouldn’t we? We would get a mock-up of death. Well,
wait a minute. Effect against the body. Effect against the body. Create an effect against the
body. Create an effect against the body and one day it kicks off.
The only way you could ever get the second flow, the only way you could ever get the
communication coming back the other way would be to die as a thetan. But it’s impossible,
you can’t. But you’d have to make a postulate that you were. But if you could – and about the
best stab you could make at it would be to simply say, “Okay, I’m dead, I’ve forgotten everything there is to know about it,” you see. By this time, when you can die as a thetan, you
have waited for so many answers, for so long, into so much silence, into so much unknowingness, that you yourself, of course, can become forgetful and silent and unknowing. And
that is death. Do you see that? The answer would ultimately become, the only answer you
could have would be forgetfulness, silence and unknowingness. And that would be death as a
thetan. And so we get a continuation as a new being” or something of the sort, you see? A
person has to completely make up his mind that he’s brand-new, that he’s forgotten
everything and so on. This is quite a swindle, when you get down to thinking about it.
Now, how good is this as a theory? That’s what we should explore. Let’s summate it
by saying a one-way flow to anything with the idea that it should answer – remember that
one – will eventually stick one in or as that thing. And we have the formula of entrapment: a
one-way flow to any thing, any space, any object would eventually stick or entrap one in or as
that thing. Now, if this is the case, it sticks up there like a very, very red, sore thumb. But all
we have to do is furnish some answers to free somebody entirely. All right? What could we
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do with this as a process? Let’s take its crudest manifestation. Let’s take its crudest manifestation right now and, just on a little bit of Group Processing here for a few minutes, let’s see if
this isn’t right.
Okay. Mock up your stomach saying “yes.” Not just once but many times have your
stomach say “yes, yes.”
You get your stomach saying “yes”? Well have it say “yes” many times.
Still got your stomach saying “yes”? Say “yes” a lot more times.
Okay. Now have it say “no.” Have it say “no” many times, not “no” to anything. Just
have it say “no.”
Now have your stomach say “thank you.”
Now have your stomach say “I’ll feed you.”
Have it say “I’ll feed you.”
Have it say “I’ll feed you some more.
What’s happening? No? A somatic?
Female voice: Not just the stomach.
That’s right.
Female voice: All over the body.
Sure.
Now have your stomach say “Thank you, Mama.”
Have your stomach say “Thank you, Mama.”
Getting better? Getting easier?
Have your stomach say “Thank you, Mama.”
This getting real easy now? Hm? This getting real easy? Okay.
Now have somebody out in front of your face say, “Okay, I’ll process you. Do it again
and again and again.
Do it some more times, “Okay, I’ll process you.”
Have it happen some more. Have somebody say “Okay, I’ll process you.”
Somebody say a lot more times, “Okay, I’ll process you.”
Have somebody say a lot more times, “Okay, I’ll process you.”
Getting easier?
Somebody say a lot more times, “Okay, I’ll process you.”
Now, is it getting easier? Hm? Getting easier now?
Have somebody say a lot more times, “Okay, I’ll process you.”
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Do it some more.
Is it real easy, this, now? Is it getting a lot easier now? Hm? Is it getting real easy
now? Hm? Getting a lot easier now?
Okay, have the right-hand wall say “hello.”
Have the front of the room say “hello.”
Have the ceiling say “hello.”
Have the back of the room say “hello.”
Have the floor say “hello,” your name.
Have the ceiling say “hello,” your name.
Have the right-hand wall say “hello,” your name.
The left-hand wall say “hello,” your name.
Have the floor say “hello,” your name.
Have the front of the room say “hello,” your name.
The right-hand wall say “hello,” your name.
The left-hand wall say “hello,” your name.
The ceiling say “hello,” your name.
The back of the room say “hello,” your name.
The floor say “hello,” your name.
The front wall say “hello,” your name.
The right-hand wall say “hello,” your name.
The left-hand wall say “hello,” your name, several times.
The floor say “hello,” your name, several times.
Come on, let’s have the floor say “hello,” your name, several times.
Have the floor say “hello,” your name, several more times.
Have the floor say “hello,” your name, several more times.
Have the floor say “hello,” your first name, several more times.
Doing that now? Hm? All right.
Now, let’s have the ceiling say “hello,” your first name, several more times.
Several times have the ceiling, come on, let’s have the ceiling say “hello,” your first
name, several times.
Have the ceiling say “hello,” your first name, several more times.
And have the front wall say “hello,” your name.
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And the back wall say “hello,” your name, several times.
Okay. Let’s have the right-hand wall say “hello.”
Your left-hand wall say “hello.”
Have the right-hand wall say “hello.”
The left-hand wall say “hello.”
The right-hand wall say “hello.”
The left-hand wall say “hello.”
The right-hand wall say “hello.”
The left-hand wall say “hello,” your first name.
The right-hand wall say “hello,” your first name.
The left-hand wall say “hello,” your first name.
The front of the room say “hello,” your first name.
Let’s go now, come on. The front of the wall say “hello,” your first name.
And the floor say “hello,” your first name.
And the ceiling say “hello,” your first name.
Okay, okay.
Did you ever work with any tools, like typewriters or machines or cars or anything
like that? All right, now let’s pick out one that you’ve greatly associated with and have it say
“Okay.” Just many times have it say “Okay.”
Is this with ease? Have it say “Okay” many times, very brilliantly, lots of ARC in it.
Okay. Just have it say “Okay,” very cheerfully.
Did you make it do it easily? Hm? Is it getting much easier for it to do it? Does it tend
to change locations? Hm? Saw it right in the same place?
Female voice: Different parts.
All right, let’s have it say “Okay.”
Let’s do just that now. Don’t worry about anything else, just have this thing say
“Okay,” wherever it was you picked.
Do that easily? Is it getting easier to do?
Now let’s have it say “Okay,” more cheerfully, more ARC.
Any engram phrases turn on? Okay. Just have it say “Okay.”
Okay, all right.
Now, let’s choose either that one or another one. Choose either that one or another
one: A machine, tool, car, typewriter, sewing machine, drill press, anything you’ve been accustomed to running or you have a lot of association with. Now, you got that now? All right.
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Now have it say “Okay.” Have it say “Okay” a few more times. Is it getting real easy?
Huh? Is that getting real easy now? Okay.
Now, what does this thing do? Well, what was this machine up to, I mean, what was
it? You know what you had there, right? Now have it tell you to do what you consistently told
it to do. Come on let’s get this machine, if it was a car, have it tell you to “drive.” “Run.”
“Roll your wheels.”
If it was a typewriter, have it insist that it tap you. Working out easier now? Getting
real easy? Have it tell you what you consistently told it.
Okay. Getting real easy? Real easy now? Still tough? Hm? Okay.
Let’s find the right-hand wall. Find the left-hand wall.
Find the front of the room.
Find the floor.
Find your chair.
Find the ceiling.
Find the right-hand wall.
Find the left-hand wall.
Find the ceiling.
Find the floor.
Pick out the realest thing in the room. room? Hin? Got the realest thing in the room?
Okay, End of Session.
Now, did we punch home this argument?
Male voice: Yesterday I was real innocent and real innocent and almost afraid to communicate it.
Female voice: I was... It’s almost satisfactory talking to machines when they answer
the right answer.
They always answer the right answer?
Female voice: At least they communicate, when you mock it up.
Yeah, at least they do.
Male voice: Yeah.
Well, you see a little more about persistence of those things on the track? Anybody get
a feeling of waiting, very heavily? Anybody get a feeling of kind of being hypnotized?
Female voice: I ended up that way.
Well, you just didn’t get it long enough.
All right. Did anybody feel himself exteriorize away from a something?
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Female voice: Whatever that was, it went unstuck.
You felt yourself – some kind of unstick on something?
Female voice: Hm-mm.
Exteriorize from something?
Female voice: Hm-mm.
Male voice: The joker is – on a – on finding the communication and inspect the specific answer. In other words the answer that’s supposed to come back is the one that you put
there – not the one…
That’s correct. It is expectancy of the answer which makes the slightest aberration occur, of course. Because it’s all basically consideration.
But now we find man pretty bogged down in mechanics and very puzzled as to why
he’s stuck in this universe and stuck in a body and stuck in this machine and stuck in that job
and trapped here and trapped there. And he’s completely overlooked the fact that he all got
there because he was waiting for answers.
Now, that is a very crude process, the one I was running on you. I told you so and it is
a crude process. It simply rips up the ridges by the yard, and tears up things all over the place.
But that doesn’t mean it isn’t an effective process. I suppose that this process, carried forward
long enough, would simply exteriorize – without any specific significance in the answers,
particularly – but would exteriorize a fellow from past, his – others around him; compulsive
exteriorizing from them. I mean he’s obsessively interiorized in them.
You’ve seen the mother who absolutely cannot walk five feet away from the child, and
so forth. Exteriorize from that, get them out of all the machinery they’re mixed up with, get
them out of the... You would have Earth giving answers, you see. And you could have this
universe giving answers and so forth. And you – just on that same process, as rudimentary as
it is – you could probably boot a person right on out of this universe. You could probably give
him, then, where he wished to be very definitely at will. You would return his own selfdeterminism to him. So it’s not a bad process, it’s merely a crude process. The reason it’s crude is, as I say, it completely wrecks havingness and all sorts of other minor items.
Okay. Do we see this now with some clarity how it is waiting for the return of the twoway communication that is the aberrative thing? Of course, it is the consideration, basically,
that is aberrative, you understand? The individual makes the consideration. He does this sort
of thing and gets involved in it because he wants to have complications, problems and so
forth. But nevertheless if – this is the highest echelon mechanic we have, highest echelon mechanical aspect we have at this time concerning interiorization, entrapment and mechanics in
general.
Okay?
(End of lecture)
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We're progressing here into a new era and strata of Dianetics and Scientology. We
have a period coming up wherein we're trying to stress ability. Now, this is one of the
interesting things about Dianetics and Scientology – they're so illegal. They're so illegal. It's
really fabulous. You'd think, for God's sakes, that we were working in there cheek by jowl
with the US government and the AMA and the psychology departments of Rotgut University.
You'd just think that this was the case. Now, this is not the case.
We're private individuals in a private association engaged in research and
investigation and the application of the results to the betterment of humanity. But everybody's
got to get his foot in the act. The Better Business Bureau – I don't know how much the Better
Business Bureaus are bribed (huh! another word for contribution) by the AMA. The Better
Business Bureau has the utter gall to come out time and time again with statements that
certain diseases are utterly uncurable. And they tell the public consistently that they should
beware of anybody who raises their hope on any of these things. What a filthy control
operation. In the first place, several of the diseases mentioned may not be curable by the
American Medical Association but have for many years been successfully attacked by many
other fields of healing.
Let's take poliomyelitis. Sister Kenny actually performed miracles with poliomyelitis,
and yet the American Medical Association says that after a few years of its getting set and
sodden and sought, poliomyelitis can have nothing whatsoever done for it. And that is a lie.
So we look at the field of healing and we find out that a bunch of goofs, who have let it be
popularly known that you have to go to school for twelve years before you learn how to
scratch a patient's nose, have all this nailed down. The hell they have. They haven't got
anything nailed down. Not a damn thing.
They might have their office scales nailed down, but that's about all. Because they are
not serving the American public or the public of the world to the degree that that public
desires to be served. And that's the best reason they haven't got things nailed down. Nobody
from pole to pole on this sphere has any slightest part of mental aberration or correction
nailed down. Nobody. We haven't got it nailed down because we don't want to nail it down as
a big monopoly.
But here is propaganda pouring out continually that nothing can be done about these
things. And we are actually working upstream against the god-damnedest defeatist attitude
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you ever saw – not on the part of the public, but on the part of the people who are supposed to
be in charge of this kind of thing. What have we got to do?
Medical doctor says, “Apathy.” Psychiatrist – he hasn't got any business to go on
living at all. He's a murderer. I've just been looking around for a good hot case of a
psychiatrist to prosecute for murder.
There is nothing in the Constitution or the laws of any state that says it's less a murder
to kill an insane man than a sane one. You will not find that in any statute.
You won't find in any statute barring homicide – no statute whatsoever – will you
discover that it says “homicide of sane individuals.” Homicide means the killing of a man, not
a sane man. And just because a guy flips his lid or his wife runs off with the chauffeur and he
spins a little bit is no reason why a psychiatrist is then fully authorized to throw him on an
electric shock machine and kill him. I do mean that; I mean kill him.
As far as prefrontal lobotomies are concerned, the psychiatrist is very successful with
the prefrontal lobotomy. It always makes the patient quieter, he says, when it doesn't kill him.
It very often necessitates the constant attendance of an attendant at sixty, a hundred dollars a
week from there on. They lose all physical control. They lose control of the function of the
bladder and the bowels and so forth. This is uniform in the prefrontal lobotomy, uniform rate.
What the hell are we looking at? Just what the hell are we looking at?
Now, how could these dogs have anything to say about what we did or how we could
help people. It's like the criminals out of some boozing den someplace rushing out and telling
decent citizens which way to go and how to drive, and so forth. It's just nonsense.
When we look at aberration in this society we, of course, are looking at the insaner
side of the society. And of course, it's irrational. And of course, one of the insane activities is
to stop all motion. You know, “We must stop all motion,” or “All motion is uncontrollable.”
That's where we get into that bracket.
So when we start wading along the line going a little bit upstream to research and
investigation, we discover some very interesting things. We discover that the public at large is
not antipathetic toward the betterment of humanity. We discover that private individuals
believe something can be done for people. We believe that somebody, when he gets
somebody sick on his hands – you know, a husband, he gets his wife sick on his hands – he'll
go around and look for help. And the doctor says, “There's nothing can be done for it,”
apathy-apathy. And the psychiatrist says, “There's nothing can be done except we got electric
shock, he-he-hu.”
And the husband goes around still looking. And the Better Business Bureau puts out
pamphlets to tell him to stop looking. How do you know? This is-this is fantastic.
The Better Business Bureau could be arrested today, or sued, for the diagnosis of
medical ills. It unqualifiedly states in its pamphlets that such and so is incurable, and nothing
can be done for such and so, and the public must be aware of anybody who says he can do
anything for so and so. And because these are uncurable, these are all incurable, all incurable
– that is medical diagnosis.
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Of course, it'd be a great shock to any prosecuting attorney in your district attorney's
office to have you suddenly walk in and issue a warrant for the president of all the Better
Business Bureaus for medical diagnosis. Nevertheless, you could make it stick. It's no more
insane than what they're doing. As a matter of fact, it's a shade saner.
So a great many problems arise for the individual practitioner and for the organization,
this organization, any group that you get together, any church group you get together – a great
many problems are posed. Posed not by the public, posed not by your general attitude, posed
not by any difficulty you might be having with technology, techniques or unknowns in the
preclear, the preclear's environment.
These problems are surmountable. The problems you're posed by is the fact that the
government and the AMA, Better Business Bureau and so forth all supposed they have a
vested interest in the health of the public. They suppose they have one.
Actually, they have a vested in the unhealth of the public. But we discover as we go
forward that we get into, occasionally, trouble with these. Even though we don't get into a
direct clash, they disturb us from our forward course of existence by making us take measures
and courses which we would not ordinarily take, and this is the crux of the situation. We have
to make provisions and we have to change the wording of; and we have to make sure that we
don't, and so forth. Why should we? We're a private organization. We're private individuals.
We are extremely sincere in what we are trying to do.
And when I looked this over, I saw that we were facing a roadblock of some kind or
another. There's a roadblock. It keeps an organization from making any great forward
progress. This is the roadblock I'm talking about. The roadblock is not in the public mind. The
public loves problems. They'll dash off in all directions.
Somebody sets up a snakeroot oil stand, why, they rally around and buy the snakeroot
oil. To hell with it; sometimes snakeroot oil works.
They have a – they have a completely free communication sort of an attitude on it
when you really start circulating around. But they are influenced very definitely by
continuous contact with aberration. The fields of healing are aberrated fields, highly
aberrated. And the public gets in contact with them and before they come to see an auditor,
they're liable to ask their doctor, and their doctor says, “No! Guy-yap-yap-yap.” “And here's a
pamphlet on the part of the Better Business Bureau that says absolutely that you are incurable.
Schizophrenia – nothing can be done for a paranoid schiz. And that's what you are.”
I mean I – this is a direct case history. A guy was all bogged down. He came around to
me and he says, “Re-re-really isn't really any reason-reason for me to have any auditing
because I'm a paranoid schiz.”
“You're what? What's a paranoid schiz?”
“Well, it's a...” That dead ended him.
And then, “Nothing can be done for you because you're a paranoid schiz. Is that right?
And you don't even know what a paranoid schiz is. Why don't you go and find out what a
paranoid schiz is?”
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So he assigned himself this project and he went off trying to find out what a paranoid
schiz was. And after he had run forty or fifty definitions through his mind on this subject, he
found out he could take his choice.
After I'd audited him for a little while, it was quite amusing; he finally determined that
we had better make up a definition for a paranoid schiz because this was what he was. And
we found out it was a person who didn't like cream in his coffee. And he finally settled on
this.
So to some slight degree, we must be out of category, right? If we find ourselves faced
with a roadblock, then it must be that we're out of category. Thee and me haven't very much
truck with the psychoanalytic front or the world of medicine, something like that. We don't
have much truck with this. It doesn't immediately alert us as being the most fascinating thing
that we could deal with.
We're just going through some more definitions and classifications, aren't we, when
we say, well, we're closely associated with medicine or psychology or something like that. It's
just cream in the coffee. They might as well just say, “What we do is so-and-so and so-andso,” and let it go at that.
Well, I found something quite interesting. And this is one of the things that was
holding me up on the book Dianetics 1955! I had to find out where we categorized Dianetics
and Scientology. What's the category. Obviously, the public has to have a category.
Discovered something quite interesting.
We're – we're dealing, in processing, with self-cognition, aren't we, continually –
recognition of self recognition of life, cognition. Fellow finds out new things about himself.
He finds out that he can do this, that he doesn't have to be afraid of that. He discovers these
things, doesn't he? And all of our auditing is actually slanted in the direction of selfdiscovery. This is sort of a covert method of sitting the guy down and instead of yapping data
at him on the subject – “Now, you realize that it is because you kissed your little sister when
you were two is why you're aberrated.” I mean, we don't do that, see.
What we do is we run him on the basics of existence, and we don't care what he had to
discover. He'll tell us sooner or later in a great shocked state that by golly, that didn't matter
whether he kissed his sister or not, did it? And, self-cognition.
Well, self-cognition is a brand-new thing, isn't it, in a – in the field of healing. Doesn't
belong in the field of healing. The field of healing, nobody ever deals with that. Actually,
what they do is they come around and they pass a magic wand and say boof-woof or take
three times a day, t.i.d., or some other magic incantation.
[t.i.d = Latin: “ter in die” meaning take 3 times a day, used in medical perscriptions –
Ed.]
And it's all exterior to the field of healing, isn't it? They even speak of some healing
that was done a couple of thousand years ago as totally exterior, see. Healing was done by Joe
on Bill. That right? I mean, medicine and healing and psychiatry and psychoanalysis, and so
forth, deal then with this weird angle.
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Some clinical psychology has to do with self-cognition, but not to any great degree.
What they do is they want the fellow to recognize what is wrong with him, you see. And we
don't want anybody to recognize what's wrong with him. We want to recognize what's right
with him.
All right. So we're looking around for a category, and we find out that you know that
we're a cut above education and that education intervenes between us and healing. Well, for
heaven's sakes. Get the idea.
I mean, not only are we not immediately associated with what man calls healing –
doesn't matter whether we can heal or not, it's what man calls healing, what he applies this
label to – not only are we not associated intimately with that, but we're not even really
intimately associated with education. We try to hold education to a minimum even in training
auditors.
We want him to recognize that what he is doing is the right thing, and that if he goes
on doing it, this and that will occur as a result thereof, and we don't really try to batter him
into line if he is just in complete revolt and says, “8-C won't do anything for anybody, 8-C
won't do anything for anybody.” We say, “Well, try it out.”
Nobody, for instance, in a university, teaching a class in physics, is going to trifle with
some student that says, “The vector formulas don't work, you know. The vector formulas
don't work.” What do they do? They flunk you. They don't tell him to go out and spin a top or
fix up a sling and – and swing it around his head. They don't do this. They flunk him, that's
all.
Looks like we're associating here with a universe and an attitude which is distinctly
different than the one we're working with, see? So actually, education – getting people to
know by the process of lecture and examination – is lower on the scale than what we are
doing, and lower on the scale than that is the fields of healing as recognized. So we're actually
above the level of education, and it'd be much more proper for us to constitute ourselves a
field of education by self-cognition. This would be a brand-new system of education. So
people get well. Well, you say that dives back into the field of healing. Oh, no, it doesn't.
People get able.
You know, all they're trying to do – I put my – put the axe in on trying in engineering
school. All they're trying to do in an engineering school is trying to make somebody capable
as an engineer, aren't they; that's what they're trying to do. It's going to take hard experience
in all kinds of things to complete this proposition. And he never is going to be cognizant with
– he never is going to be cognizant with the entire field of mechanics and so forth, mostly
because they let him flunk elementary physics.
So all of our difficulty so far has been in the fact that we have mislabeled ourselves.
Completely mislabeled ourselves. We're educators in a very, very much finer sense than most
teachers. You get the idea? We are educating a preclear by a process of self-cognition. We're
educating him about himself and about life, not by pouring data at him, but by working
processes upon him.
Therefore, we're imminently concerned with abilities, and we are extremely helpful
where he is concerned on his problems. Why? Do you think there is any difference between a
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person having a problem as an individual and an engineer having a problem as a professional
engineer? Is there any difference in this?
Education levels at the solution of problems. We are leveled at the solution of
problems, and even the remedy of the scarcity of problems.
So we have a process here of education, don't we? Self-education. And if we called
ourselves self-education (what is Dianetics? Dianetics is a self-education. It's an education
about yourself), why, we would be several cuts up, wouldn't we?
Do you know that it's illegal to insure anybody to the effect that you'll return his
money if you cure his arthritis?
In other words, the law enforces dishonesty upon the practitioner in an effort to uphold
the practice on the part of doctors of receiving, accepting and keeping fees even when they do
nothing for the patient. The honest thing to do, is when you have not accomplished your
action, would be to refund the money. This would be the most honest thing you could do. Is
that right? The law makes it impossible for you to do so. That, of course, is to protect this
other practice.
If you had a bunch of practitioners around driving Cadillacs with the average income
of $12,500 a year who depended exclusively upon being able to keep the money even when
they failed to deliver the goods, and you suddenly told them that they had to return the money
when they didn't deliver the goods, do you know what would happen to that whole
profession? It would simply collapse because they cannot heal. The public – they would have
to face this fact themselves, you see. Seventy percent of the ills which are brought to them are
psychosomatic, and they give them some histamine or some antibug juice or something like
that. Somebody comes to them with arthritis, they say go to Arizona. Or they give them some
gold shots or something like this. Somebody has a heart trouble and they gives them some
ACTH, but of course this heart trouble comes right back instantly that the ACTH is laid off In
other words, it's something that holds things in abeyance like drugs.
Now, they can put a person out of pain by simply giving them enough morphine. Well,
any witch doctor has been able to do that since the beginning of time. Indian hemp three
thousand years ago would put a man out of pain. You give anybody enough cyanide, and he
really goes right on out of pain.
So this is an easy one. This is an easy one. It's not fcr nothing that the doctor
complains against the laws forbidding euthanasia, mercy killing. It would be his fastest cure.
He gets upset because he's not permitted to do mercy killing.
I'm not trying to vilify the doctor; I'm merely saying he's ignorant. I'm not trying to run
down his skill; I'm just saying he doesn't have any. I'm sure he has a nice bedside manner. I'm
sure he's sweet to his nurses. And I'm sure his hospitals are well run like any company or
regiment is well run. I'm sure of this.
Outside of the fact that one of our boys, the Church of Scientology group, the other
day walked into a private room found a woman hemorrhaging to death, no attendant
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anywhere near her. He got an attendant and stopped the hemorrhage, and so on. He did a little
work for the medical profession.
But look here. If these things are problems, if all these ills are simply problems, and if
people are basically having an awfully hard time trying to solve all these problems, and if
they merely have problems in order to get answers... Look at that one for a minute. That's one
way of getting an answer, isn't it? You get a problem then you solve it, then you've got an
answer. That's very covert.
And if this is the case, then we find out that these organizations and professions which
I have been vilifying here – that these boys are pandering to a sort of a circuit, aren't they?
And so you'd really never expect them to come up very far or actually get into action in the
society because they're validating circuits all the time, circuits that bring up problems. They
pay attention to this. They solve by means of drugs, surgery, and so forth, the things that have
been kicked into being by entities.
Well, that would make the whole thing kind of potty, wouldn't it? I mean, everybody
would – this would look real goofy.
Supposing you as an auditor pledged yourself never to pay any attention to the
preclear but to only pay attentions to the circuits which are criticizing him inside his head, the
circuits which were invalidating him every time he said, “You know, I'm a pretty good
fellow” and something said to him, “Oh, no you're not.” And if you never paid any attention
to “I'm a pretty good fellow,” the fellow says, but only to these other things that were
invalidating him and so forth, you would find your career as an auditor perhaps interesting but
not very successful. The results on cases would be very poor. The exteriorization of an entity
or a machine from the body is a very difficult thing to accomplish.
But the popping of the preclear out of his head is not too difficult, not with the
techniques we have there in Dianetics 1955!
All right. Then if we'd been off on the wrong strike, it was probably because of a
misunderstanding of what was going on, you see. If we classified ourselves with the field of
medicine, with the field of psychiatry and that sort of thing, we would be classifying
ourselves with groups which paid total attention to circuits and misconditions, and so forth.
What, for instance, is a guilt complex but a circuit? Well, that is the total goal of
psychoanalysis: eradication of a guilt complex.
Well, we'd certainly limit ourselves, wouldn't we? We ever really get in touch with
any of the truth in the society if we went on validating circuits? Well, if we just classi~
ourselves with the field of healing forcefully enough and strongly enough, we would fail,
because the field of healing is failing. And it's failing very finely. The public is getting more
and more and more excited about doctor bills and about other malfunctions. The public right
now believes that anything would be better than psychiatry. I call your attention to a poll
conducted by Collier's magazine in 1951, I think it was, inspired by myself in 1950.
All right. When we get a condition where we would be in continuous, intimate contact
with a bunch of circuits such as the AMA, the American Psychiatric and so forth, we would
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wind up in the soup, wouldn't we? Now, you see where we've been going all this time? We'd
wind up in the soup.
In other words, here on the third dynamic we would associate ourselves only with
circuits, classify ourselves with circuits, and believe that these circuits were blocking us in
our progress toward a goal.
Well, that's what we believed up to date.
See that? We believe that we were being blocked by a bunch of circuits. Well,
naturally, you think the – healing a preclear, you're being blocked by a bunch of circuits.
Well, really, you're not now – with the processes in Dianetics 1955! and what we know right
here – we're not really being blocked by circuits at all. We simply increase the person's power
of decision and location, and finally he's three feet back of his head. And this is all we do. It's
the most simplest thing you ever heard of – idiotically simple. Should have thought of it a
long time ago.
All right. So somebody says he's got ulcers. Well, we say 'We don't care whether
somebody said he had ulcers or not. And we don't say he has ulcers. We don't care anything
about his ulcers. We simply want to rehabilitate his ability to eat corn and drink whiskey. We
don't care anything about his arthritis. Somebody says he has arthritis. So what? We don't
care.” We could say they had – he had plombosis and arthrosis and all kinds of other Latin
diseases. It seems like most of the medical diseases are – were brought here straight from the
Roman Empire, but – and that they were simply symbols.
Now, we won't care if he's been shot, had a broken arm, had arthritis, had
poliomyelitis – or whatever else anybody said with bum Latin – we're going to ensure him
that he will be able, through the processes of self-education, to put his hands over his head.
There's nothing illegal about that, and we are validating an actuality. A man should be able to
put his hands over his head, shouldn't he? Nobody can argue with this. They might try. But
they go into apathy right away.
Because they're a circuit, and they're looking at truth. We say this man truthfully
should be able to put his hands over his head. He should be able to walk across the room. He
should be able to take a drink of whiskey without obsessively and compulsively going on
drinking whiskey.
In other words, we simply ensure him that – or assure him, you might say, that he will
be able to drink whiskey. Obviously, now, the medical profession says he can't drink whiskey
because the enzymes are on the rootle pods, and it so happens that the excitation of the lower
thrombosis is continually in juxtaposition, and that's why he can't drink whiskey. Well, we
don't care anything about this. We don't happen to agree with all this juxtaposition of the
thrombosis. Actually, do you know that alcoholism is now diagnosed by the American
Medical Association as an enzyme characteristic which is unrecoverable because it is
dielectric? That's right. It isn't that the fact that the guy takes a drink of whiskey and then can't
stop drinking whiskey. See, that's not what alcoholism is. It's something very covert and
Latin.
All right. When we discover this – preclear cannot drink whiskey – we simply by
process of self-education, “We will fix you up so you can drink whiskey.” And that actually is
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the legal court test of an alcoholic. They put the alcoholic on the witness stand and they give
him a glass of whiskey, if he claims he's not an alcoholic. And they put another couple of
glasses nearby. An alcoholic will drink the first one, the second one and the third one pangpang-pang and ask for more right away. He's got to have more. You see, he's trying to get a
full glass in front of him.
He knew he was all right before he emptied that glass. That's actually what he's doing,
by the way. He's trying to get a full glass of whiskey in front of him.
Now this individual has an obsessive characteristic whereby he believes that
somebody is going to murder him. You know, he believes this all the time. He's up all night.
So you assure him he'll be able to sleep nights after some auditing. This isn't even covert. This
is completely overt. This is the right thing. This is the direction in which we're traveling –
restoring an individual's ability. What's education do? Simply restores an ability or creates
one. See that? So, much more properly, we are in the field of education. By self-education, by
self-recognition, an individual can do a great many more things than he now is able to do.
And what do you know, the public agrees with us. A very broad spread in its agreement. An
individual can be educated into doing this and that. He can be taught out of his fear, you
know?
You can educate somebody into feeling secure in his environment. You can teach him
that people aren't after him. Nobody is going to argue with this.
They're going to say at – occasionally that this is a method to get around the fact that
you are actually healing this person's paranoid schizophrenia or something of the sort. And
you can say, “Paranoid schizophrenia – what's that?” And then you really have started a ball,
because nobody will be able to tell you or the judge or anybody else.
Now, where you have – where you have validated a preclear's inabilities, you will find
that these have become interesting.
Actually, the best thing that you can say about a circuit is that it's being interesting.
Boy! Is it being interesting. All the freedom in the world is right back of the preclear, but
there he is facing that very interesting circuit, and every time he starts to do something, he's
right there looking at that circuit. Do you see that?
It is the interestingness of the circuit which compels attention to it. If we were to call
auditors teachers, we would have a more interesting reaction on the part of the public. For
instance, an auditor says – the public asks an auditor, “Well, what are you exactly?” – they
mean, “Give me another name for yourself.” And if the auditor said, “Well, I'm a professor of
self-education,” people would be much more edified than if the fellow said, “Well, I'm not
quite a psychoanalyst, but almost. And I'm very close to psychology, but I'm not,” and so on,
it makes a qualification a classification which is very difficult. Well, if this qualification,
classification is very difficult, then there must be an error in it someplace, mustn't there? And
the error is just that: You're closer to education than you are to psychiatric activity.
Now, the uses to which Dianetics and Scientology have been put – where they have
commanded some alertness on the part of the government, for instance and so forth – have
been right in the fields of education. Some experiments were carried out in Great Britain with
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gunnery classes and radar classes, that sort of thing. And it was discovered that the world of
education has an awfully hard time of it.
A gunnery class was rejecting 80 percent of its applicants after they'd been in class for
quite a while. Imagine that. Eighty percent of the applicants were incapable of doing this line
of action. Now, some terrific percentage of the applicants who went halfway through radar
school and so forth had to be jettisoned.
Here you were educating this vast number of people in order to get this little handful
of competents. Well, this is a heck of a note, isn't it. Application of Dianetics, Scientology in
those particular spheres – in one particular instance, it was stated to me – successfully
graduated all of the applicants. Well, this is fantastic. I mean, what the heck here? You mean,
why, the training being done in the frame of reference of Dianetics and Scientology with
some Group Processing and so forth, why, we discover – we discover that all of the applicants
could be graduated. And this was a very good thing because this scarcity of graduates had
brought about a scarcity of this rate – this rating, trained in the armed service. Get that?
I mean, they didn't have anywhere near enough of these people, you see, and yet they
were having to jettison most of their graduates – pardon me, applicants and students
somewhere along the line. And here all of a sudden, why, somebody up and graduated the
whole class. Well, this was a happy thing, actually, and this particular case did command
some attention from the admiralty. This was an interesting factor.
By aiding and abetting, then, what education is trying to do, you have a considerable
field lying out in front of you. Now, one of the main things that has been wrong so far is that
educators didn't immediately step up and solicit the services of auditors. Well, that's because
they – because they're kind of apathetic. They're kind of apathetic.
Supposing you... Horrible thought. I mean, we re... – this is a real wild one, but we just
pitch this one just as a – as a little problem here. Supposing you set up – I'm not asking you to
do this – a school to teach high school in a year. You're going to successfully get the person
through the New York Regents Examinations in one year. You certainly would be doing
something that would command a little bit of interest there, one way or the other. You'd
certainly command the interest of a bunch of the students going to the local high school.
Supposing you starting a driving school saying people had been turned down in their
driver's licenses and who have not been able to pass driving tests, so forth, should come to
school here in order to get their driving test. And we'll guarantee that after you've been
through school here, you'll get your driver's license. I don't know. I think it might command
some interest. Very well might. There are quite a few of these around, by the way.
Of course, the law gets in your road there. They put arbitrary time limits because of
the emotional instability of a person. This person has accidents, and therefore he can't have a
driver's license. And you remove the emotional instability and make it able – make him able
to drive, you see. You increase his ability in driving, and then the law doesn't believe you,
because they put an arbitrary factor – this person can't have a driver's license, see. All that,
however, would have to be altered and changed.
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Now, I bring up that one because a fellow recently did an interesting experiment. His
wife went down to get her driver's license, and he – she flunked. And he took her and ran 8-C
on the car every day for a short time, and she went back down and passed the test with flying
colors and was next seen driving through Piccadilly Circus, and everybody knows nobody can
drive through Piccadilly Circus. This is in the forthcoming issue of the Journal, by the way.
But here is a – here is a level of application, very interesting level of application. There's a
much wider field looks at one by a reason of this.
Now, I think we can actually practically consider ourselves departing from and
divorced from the fields of healing as categorized by it.
It's certain that with all the technology which we possess that we are developing a
considerable explosive power in the society. You cannot put this much knowingness in one
group, you cannot put this much ability in one group without it exploding sooner or later. It's
just an impossibility. And we're just trying to guide the direction it's liable to explode.
It has only been a couple of months that auditors have felt very, very, very secure
about being able to get results on a preclear. They felt secure about it. They're getting cocky,
which is a very good state of mind. And auditors are getting interested in auditing. A lot of
auditors have been around that had stopped being interested in auditing. They're watching
some of the results turn up, and they're getting interested in auditing.
(End of lecture)
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We haven't covered, in the last unit that you all went through, several points. The
points that we haven't covered are very easy to cover, however, and these appertain unto,
mainly, conduct of the auditor.
Why, there's hardly any one of you present who would dream that his conduct in the
auditing chair could be better. That's obvious. And I would be the last one to state that my
conduct in the auditing chair was the ne plus ultra, but it's better than yours.
Now, an analysis of an auditor's conduct exists in the Auditor's Code 1954. It's a very,
very good thing to make people aware of this Auditor's Code 1954. Every time we have found
a preclear getting into, you know, bad condition – he's suddenly in bad condition or
something like that – we trace back over everything that happened there, everything the
auditor did and the condition the preclear was in, and we always find several factors of the
Auditor's Code had been violated.
Just one all by itself apparently will not completely dish a preclear. But two, three,
something like that, all happening at the same time and you're liable to have a spinner on your
hands.
It's just as vital as this. And this is all under the subject of auditor conduct.
The Auditor's Code is auditor conduct. But part of that code is preclear condition, and
it's actually sort of a misconduct on the part of the auditor not to look over the condition of
the preclear, see, before he audits. So there's a couple of steps in there that refer to preclear
condition.
One is sleep, but this is covered today in “Don't do auditing past ten.” And the other
one is food. Now, it's very rare that an auditor actually asks the preclear, “Have you eaten
lately” or “What have you eaten these days?” Mostly because, you see, that's a little bit of a
social breech – it actually, in social intercourse, it's really none of our business whether this
fellow is starving to death or not. It's not an ordinary, routine question.
Let's say that you're auditing a neurotic, and if you omit to ask that question, you're
liable to get halfway through 8-C or something like that and just have this guy spin. Now, the
E-Meter, of course, is something we don't use anymore.
An E-Meter registers the behavior of energy. So it will register the behavior of a
stimulus-response mechanism such as the reactive mind.
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But we're not interested in those significances or particularities. However, the E-Meter
can be used, if you have one, in a very peculiar fashion.
You ask the preclear – you tune up the electrodes – you know, I mean, the hand grip –
so that he's registering, and then you ask him to draw a deep breath and expel it. And you will
watch the needle – on almost any E-Meter – you will watch the needle dive. The needle will
dive. And if it doesn't come back right away, or if it doesn't dive – ya-ayh, the basal
metabolism of the preclear is shot.
Now, you would be amazed how many people basal metabolism is shot in. And you,
actually – that just simply means the oxygen-carbon burning rate of the body – you would be
amazed what would happen in a morning session if you don't eat breakfast. You don't eat
breakfast, and if you were to make this basal metabolism test on one of these E-Meters around
here... And by the way, I put an E-Meter around here for the use of these units which has a
beep meter on it. I want you to see that beep meter manifestation. It's a real good thing to
observe. You pick that up. Make sure we go through that.
It's an incredible thing that one human being can monitor energy in another human
being.
But also at the same time show them this basal metabolism thing.
You don't eat breakfast. And you know you won't register on a basal metabolism. It'll
go twitch. And a psycho goes that way all the time-twitch. He does that all the time. But you
don't eat breakfast, and here it is nine, ten o'clock, something like that, and your basal
metabolism is shot.
Now, we could, but don't have to, draw the inference in between these that a person
should not be audited when his basal metabolism is in such bad shape. Now, we can infer this
just because a psycho and a person who hasn't eaten have the same meter readings. But if this
was – if this was all, why, we would skip it. We would skip it. We wouldn't pay any more
further attention to it. Just because that happens to coordinate is no reason why it would upset
auditing.
But there's another factor. We have learned that when basal metabolism won't register,
when the fellow's just practically got zero, auditing doesn't seem to do him a bit of good. Isn't
this peculiar? And we checked that test after test.
In one of the units where we were taking some tests on this, we had the interesting
experience of having the three cases that didn't make any progress to amount to anything in
that unit – not traceable to auditing but traceable to the fact that these people didn't eat. You
see, here's what happens. The body, lacking proper fuel, will start chewing on facsimiles. And
the awareness of awareness unit puts out a little bit of energy, and the body goes cheeooow.
And it isn't that food will ever make anybody sane. It won't, not even vaguely. But absence of
it to a body that is accustomed to it will bring about a greediness for facsimiles, which an
auditor would have to work a long time to overcome.
However, there is a process that could be run even on this person, and that's Remedy
of Havingness. Now, something very weird; I've never made this experiment so as to be any
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kind of a conclusive experiment, but in just two cases that I tried it on, very cursorily, no
breakfast was eaten and we got a BMR test, you see, and then found out that was barely a
tick. Then we remedied havingness on these preclears like mad, and we got a BMR reading.
This is very fascinating.
Well, I can't say that's conclusive because I didn't carry forward what I would dignify
as a series such as ten or fifteen tests. I did a medical series of two tests.
But it just indicates as something there that you should, in the first place, discover
what your preclear is eating. Now, let's say you're working for HASI, and you're getting
preclears that you don't have any former cognizance of; you know, you're just – all of a
sudden you're handed a preclear.
You start auditing this person. This person might be from a long way away – we used
to discover this in the old Foundations – be from a long way away, and had invested quite a
bit of money in auditing, you see, and travel expenses and that sort of thing, and aimed to get
by that week on a few cups of coffee and some sandwiches. Won't make any progress. Won't
make any case progress. It's really aside from the fact that every time this happened and we
had trouble with the preclear – the preclear started to spin or something of this sort – we
traced it immediately to no eating.
Now, the other coordinating factor that goes along with this is the fact that a psycho
won't eat. The main trouble with them is they won't eat.
The psychiatrist – oh, I had a psychiatric clown one time who rushed up to me when I
walked in the sanitarium, he says, “You know that patient you put in here” – I didn't put any
patient in there, some girl's husband had put her in – he says, “I'll have to give her an electric
shock, I have to give her an electric shock, I have to give her an electric shock,” you know,
standard psychiatric parlance.
And I said, “Why, what's the matter?”
“She's not eating. She's not eating.”
“Well, what's electric shock got to do with it? Will that make her eat?”
“No, but she's not eating. Well, she'll starve to death.”
And I said, “Well, if you give her electric shock, will she then eat?”
“That hasn't anything to do with it.”
We had quite an argument. I remember this point very vividly. I was running –
running a process on a preclear the other day and this blew as a lock of “no answers.”
But the psychiatrist will try to give people electric shocks or do something weird and
peculiar every time your patient stops eating. They see this as one of the big signs. They have
at least learned to note this “no eating” as a very poor manifestation on the part of the
psychotic. So can we note it as a poor manifestation on the part of the preclear. Whether the
preclear's psychotic or not, the failure to eat will affect auditing.
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If you do have somebody who doesn't seem to be able to eat, and if you are very
conversant with all the processes we have, you would know that you could, probably, just run
something like 8-C, which actually does do a Remedy of Havingness, and get them back to
eating, or if it was very desperate indeed, you actually could waste food, you know, Expanded
GITA on food, and bring them up to a point of where they could eat.
But I remember that it is a manifestation of mental imbalance – this “no eat.” Now,
your preclear who merely skips breakfast, may be under the pressure of having stayed up late,
you see, and so on. Just normal course of human existence. He actually doesn't recognize that
he is in poor shape. If he had to run down the street, for instance, to catch a bus or something
like that, he'd find his breath very short, and when he got on the bus, he would start to worry.
You get how this works out, see.
I mean, the guy doesn't eat breakfast because he's in a hurry or something, and he
rushes to catch his bus-a lot of physical exertion, you know – gets on the bus and he starts to
worry. The old mock-up starts to pull in these facsimiles, see – slurp, slurp, slurp, slurp. And
the next thing you know, worry-worry-worry-worry-worry-worry-worry-worry – don't go to
work. Now, reversely, then, he will get it on this way: He'll get a stimulus-response
mechanism – when he starts to worry, he can't eat. He'll also get it on the basis of when he
starts to worry, he has to eat.
We've got a preclear down in Texas that is on compulsive or obsessive eating. He calls
it “this horrible gluttony.” He is just eating, eating, eating, eating, eating, eating, eating. Well,
I don't know, he seems to have worked out some kind of a mechanism there, you see, so that,
why, if he eats enough, then he won't pull in any more facsimiles on himselt and so it won't
hurt. That's what it adds up to.
But this individual – let's just say he's routine, physical, mental condition, average sort
of guy – just by failure to eat breakfast will discover him worrying.
Now, I ran into a series of seven ulcer cases that were – oh, they were having a terrible
time. This was a series, a good series. I plotted out all the factors that were in common in this
person – these people's lives. And the factor most in common was “row at the breakfast
table.” This was definitely in common in these things. Upset condition in the home and so
forth. There's another factor in common: Ten, ten-thirty, eleven o'clock on the job, these
people were doing an awful lot of fussing, 1.5ing and worrying. See, it's just a stimulusresponse proposition. Their home was antipathetic, too, and they didn't do any eating in it.
And this constant and consistent no-eat, of course, eventually pulled in something like AAs
and other factors and old gunshot wounds, and the next thing you know, they had holes in
their stomach.
What is the exact mechanism here. The individual doesn't eat, the particular area that
protests the most is the stomach. We find the stomach, and other organisms, pulling in
facsimiles, you see. And of course, on a stimulus-response basis, they would get those things
which most closely agreed with the area.
Fellow has been shot in the stomach and he's hungry, why, the thing to do – the thing
to do is to pull in the gunshot facsimile and eat it up – actually eat it up. The situation is very
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simple to see. This has a lot to do with auditing, and that is one little point in the Auditor's
Code which an auditor might not pay very much attention to mostly because it isn't on a
stimulus-response basis.
The other things in the Auditor's Code that are of definite interest to people of your
experience is this business of running every comm lag flat. That's now part of the Auditor's
Code because it's definitely detrimental not to do so.
We used to say this in another way: Don't give a second command before the first
command is followed. Now, that's a shadow of this, isn't it? Tell the fellow to walk over to the
wall and he keeps sitting there. So you say, “Well, touch the floor,” see. Well, he didn't
execute the first command and we gave him a second command and you will find him in a
fine state of confusion.
Well, look at this as another phase of this same thing: Keep giving him the command
“Touch the wall,” until he does it with ease and alacrity.
Now, this interposes on you, and you'll want to know, and students will want to know
from you, what are the limits of alibi here. Because there are questions that you can ask which
will produce 150 hours of communication lag. There definitely are questions you can ask.
One such question is “Where would a fat man be safe?” which was asked of a fellow
one time, and gee whiz. Talk about a comm lag. It just took him forever before he finally got
in there and made himself a reply.
All right, there's a point of jurisprudence here, then. Supposing your auditor does ask
such a question, and this produces such a lag. Well, what's the auditor do? Well, number one,
he shouldn't have asked the question, but having asked it, he's sunk. And this you must
convince a new student of. That he-having asked the question, he's sunk. That is, if he's
getting a terrific communication lag on this question, that's just too bad, that's all. He did it.
Let's make sure first, however, that it's an answerable question. But let's say he made an
answerable question and he got a communication lag, and he was only auditing this boy two
hours anyhow. And the whole two hours goes by with that comm lag.
Well, the auditor did it, so actually it is up to the auditor to track that case and keep in
touch with the case. You know, in a general sort of a way. Call him up in the evening and ask
him if he's got the answer to it. Call him up in the morning and ask him if he's got the answer
to it, and so forth, until he all of a sudden gives you the answer to the question. It actually isn't
vital that you ask the question a second time. If he can answer it once, you'll find out that the
major upset will come off of it. He will experience quite a relief.
But of course, a real good auditor would then ask it again, wouldn't he? So we can just
find this question which you asked this fellow – you said, “Where would a fat man be safe,”
and 75 hours later you checked with him, you know, he answers it. He finally answers it and
he says, “At the meat packing plant.” This isn't even sequitur, but it's perfectly logical to him
for some reason or other. That's where he'd be safe. It is up to you again, really, if you were
really doing a good job of auditing, the second he answered it to ask him the same question
again.
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I can just see you now 4 or 5 months from now still calling this fellow up occasionally
to find out what the next answer was. Because the next comm lag is probably going to be – if
the first one was 75 hours – the next one is probably going to be 30 or 40, if not 150.
So it tells you the liabilities of Straightwire and 8-D. That's 8-D, “Where are things
safe.” It tells you the liability of these things on people who haven't had a considerable
amount of Two-way Communication and little stuff. You'd run into such a case, by the way –
“Something you wouldn't mind remembering. Something you wouldn't mind forgetting” –
you would run into an awful lag.
But, by the way, this is not necessarily true. There are others – probably a long
sequence of questions that – I could probably sit down and remember some of these questions
that produces awful communication lag in almost anybody. Anything that strikes straight at a
woman's identity as a woman, you see, would be that mass of complication, you see.
I asked a woman one time just in – oh, we were going along just swimmingly. We
were evidently doing fine with ARC Straightwire; we were just getting along splendidly. And
I asked her, I said, 'All right, now” – I don't know what was wrong with me; I must have been
doped off or something – I asked her that question. Now, I was asking her what other things
are this and that and so forth, and I said, “And what are women used for?”
And you'd – I'd never expected to find a lag – and maybe on another preclear I'd never
get the same lag again – but boy, we got ourselves a communication lag. One of these 100hour communication lags. And it was just up as far as the session was concerned.
Well, in view of this fact that you have to smash a communication lag flat and flatten
it and so forth, then it rather tells you that you shouldn't adventure too deeply into the deep
significances on Straightwire on preclears that you're going to see shortly and seldom.
It tells you that you ought to stay in there with processes which will readily get a case
into fairly good condition, like 8-C or Opening Procedure by Duplication. If you've got a
couple of hours, by the way, you can run Opening Procedure by Duplication and get its first
comm lag off of it, but if you try to run it for a half an hour – there's no – there's no sense in
running it for a half an hour – you won't even – you won't even show up a comm lag. The guy
could usually do it for a half an hour. At 40 minutes, 50 minutes, something like that, he starts
to show the strain, and the next thing you know the social machinery goes crunch and the gear
box tears out, and it makes it about a 2-hour process just to get a comm lag.
So we have another manifestation here. The individual can do a process and has
tolerance for a process for a certain length of time, and then it's going to show up into a comm
lag. But this is – this is again just comm lag. It's nothing else.
And if you were to run Opening Procedure by Duplication for – you're going to run
this fellow for 2 hours, see – you run Opening Procedure by Duplication for 1 hour and 45
minutes. And oh, he just went along with well-oiled wheels, no squeak – nothing, everything
going fine. And in 1 hour and 45 minutes he hits his first comm lag – crunch! It's going to
take another hour, isn't it? Anyway, and so there you've shot your auditing schedule all to the
devil.
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Well, usually when people go crunch on Opening Procedure by Duplication, they
really haven't had enough 8-C. That's the way it works out normally. So it looks to me like the
only safe process that you could run when you weren't going to get your hands on a preclear
again right away would be 8-C. And that's pretty close to true. It's the only safe process. But
of course, the preclear will go crunch on 8-C, but they don't go crunch as badly, and they snap
out of it more quickly. 8-C – you get comm lag off of something in 8-C usually in a very few
minutes.
So, selection of the process here has a lot to do with whether or not one can follow the
Auditor's Code there, all right?
So this here imposes judgment on the auditor. Well, don't ever let a student walk into
it blind thinking he could just audit anything at random, you know, and get away with it,
because you can't audit anything at random and get away with it.
You take some preclear that you're going to be in contact with and you're going to be
giving a 30-hour intensive to or something like that – sure, you can leave him in a comm lag.
Sure. Sure, you can leave him in a comm lag. End of the session came and they were still
comm lagging on the session; you only had it vaguely flat. And you gave him some 8-C to
bring him on up to present time and so forth – you know where your error would be? In not
starting the next session with that question. And there's where changes of auditors are very
bad, is when this condition occurs, and then you change auditors and the next auditor doesn't
know this, you really just wind the preclear up on the track very neatly – very, very neatly.
You gave him a session. At the end of the session he was still comm lagging, but you
had to wind it up because of the end of the session. And then Joe Jinx gets hold of him the
next morning and runs a little bit of 8-C and starts on some other entirely distinct process.
And then we find out that this person – this is what's wrong, really, with change of
auditors – then we find out that this person has suffered at the point of auditor change.
Well, the real intimate mechanism of suffering at the point of auditor change is not
simply the changes of personalities involved. It is that the last auditor did not clean up, and
the new auditor didn't inquire and finish up.
So that part of the Auditor's Code becomes relatively easy to get around if we do keep
in mind that all you have to do is ask the preclear what was being run. But remember, this is a
variety of Straightwire, and you'll get comm lags on that too – “What was being run?” And
you'll finally plow up what was happening by the other auditor. And then carry on that other
auditor's process only long enough to take out the remaining comm lag that was in it. Now,
that would be the only trick on changing auditors. So there's something to know about
changing auditors isn't there, right straight out of the Auditor's Code.
You get a preclear who has just been audited. The thing to do is give him a little
Straightwire on his last auditor until you actually do show up what was occurring. The only
thing that can go wrong with this is that the preclear occasionally is an obsessive liar and will
give you the weirdest kind of a story you ever heard of. Well, now let's take process lag. That
is the next point on the Auditor's Code which is of tremendous importance – process lag.
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How long does it take to run a process flat? Now, let's say that we can run an auditing
question flat by repetition, repetition, repetition, repetition, and get that communication lag so
it's not too long. But what about the whole process? Now, this one question probably belongs
to a whole process. Well, that would be like running 8-C flat. Only the way that is stated in
the Auditor's Code is “Run a process as long as it produces change and no longer.”
Well, how long does it take to discover whether or not a process produces change.
Well, actually, you might be able to find it out in a hurry. But you won't find it out in a hurry
with Opening Procedure by Duplication. And very often you won't find it out about Opening
Procedure of 8-C. This is a curiosity here. You can run Opening Procedure by Duplication for
an hour with producing no change, and then an hour and 15 minutes and you start producing
more changes than you can readily handle.
Same way with 8-C. I've seen people go through 8-C just like little wound up soldiers.
Just, oh, wonderful, just walking around. Evidently what's happening is the auditor must be
moving every muscle in their body. Then all of a sudden the fellow starts to wake up and say,
“You know, somebody is walking this body around this room.”
So, on 8-C and Opening Procedure by Duplication, we would have to keep our
weather eye out.
Now, if we were very experienced, however, do you know that it is not true that it is
not detectable. It is detectable. You can detect it. It's mainly experience permits you to do
that. You see this fellow going on in a lackluster, machine-process type of process. You just
watch this happening, and you know what's going to happen. Sooner or later he's going to
wake up. And you can detect this, in other words.
I ordinarily can detect it simply when I start talking to the preclear. I simply categorize
it as oh-oh. And one of these things will sneak up.
Well, we get to the other side of this picture. You know, you can run a process – I
can't but – that's a funny one. That's true – I can't – I can't run a process on and on and on and
on without continuing to produce change of one kind or another, see. But I've had this
reported to me and I have observed this, so I have to include it in this little talk I'm giving you
on the Auditor's Code.
And that is that a process is often run by an auditor much longer than it produces
change in the preclear. Now, once more, this is something I have picked up by looking, not by
experiencing. I can always make Opening – this isn't because I'm a good auditor. I am, but it
isn't because I'm just trying to hold myself up here as an example; it's just the only example I
happen to have on this score. We look this over and I can always do something to the preclear
to make a process produce change. I can put more two-way communication into the process.
When – I work it slightly different – to spare saying exactly how this is. When the preclear
stops changing, I start putting more two-way communication into the process. And he starts
changing again.
Well, I suppose just discussing it here, the answer really is there in front of your face.
The auditor and the preclear get together and they start running the same two-way
communication, the process itself will go flat.
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But when a process goes flat and it isn't producing change and the communication lag
is perfectly good and it is shifting, why, in the Auditor's Code it says you go on to another
process.
Now, we had a boy here that I turned over to a couple of auditors who should have
known better. And this fellow was fed some 40 hours of Opening Procedure by Duplication.
But he was permitted to do it on a sort of a grind basis – “If I had somehow or another get
through this, I will then be able to get on to something more, and it obviously will do it.” No,
the only person that'll do it there is the preclear, not the process.
And these two boys produced their maximum change with Opening Procedure by
Duplication at the end of 15 hours. They did Opening Procedure by Duplication 15 hours, and
at that time, the preclear was in very, very stable condition with regard to duplication. And
then they went on and they did it, for God sakes, for another 25 hours with no change
whatever in the preclear.
Well, I traced this over and I found out one of the reasons why no further change
occurred in the preclear: There had been an Auditor's Code break at about 6 hours – about 6
hours deep into Opening Procedure by Duplication – which they never permitted this preclear
to talk out. You know, wouldn't let him discuss it. Wouldn't listen to this sort of thing. And it
was hung up there.
Well, the sin on their part was to waste all this time. If they're going on and on and on
and on and on – another process, you see, probably would have found the Auditor's Code
break or it would have done something that would have shoved the case forward. But there
was no sense in – whatever the conditions or upset had been, we don't care about that. They
could have run Opening Procedure by Duplication from hour 13 to hour 15 and found no
change. But they should have been smart enough to have detected that there was no change
going to occur furthermore. They shouldn't even have had to run from 13 to 15 to find out
there was no change. But the process was flat, and yet they went on 25 hours. So don't let one
of your students do that.
Normally a process, I have found, hangs up and stops working on a preclear –
particularly we're talking now about the six beefiest processes known to man. We're talking
about these six basic processes. They're pretty beefy. And if they're done right and produce no
change, there's something wrong someplace – usually with the auditor; we know with the
preclear.
All right. Now, where we get this clause in the Auditor's Code, then, we re just sort of
putting that in over a big manhole that is open and that everybody can see anyhow – we're
putting a sign, “MANHOLE.”
It would be very hard to maintain a two-way communication with the preclear and do
something like Opening Procedure by Duplication or 8-C, any of its parts, maintaining a twoway communication with the preclear in whatever condition, without discovering a change.
This would be real hard to do. But auditors manage this, so it is in the Auditor's Code. And
when you – when you teach this process, when you teach that part of the Auditor's Code, you
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will find that you are into a lot of quibble and argument with some students. You're into a lot
of quibble, a lot of argument concerning this.
Because they say, “Well, I ran Opening Procedure by Duplication for 20 minutes, and
it didn't produce any change, so it's against the Auditor's Code to continue the process. This is
something on the order – it takes an hour for that process to bite.
But here in the Auditor's Code, we find – we find the condition present that if you
want to get real snotty, real nasty as an Instructor, you can enforce it to the letter, to the hilt
and it will function. In other words, you can just demand utter, slavish, literal interpretation
and obedience of the code without any further argument and you'll get into lots less trouble.
See, you just crush. And you will save more of your students from spinning. You will
save them from more bad auditing just by that. That is the Auditor's Code; there's no further
argument with it. It is a code of morals, arbitraries. It isn't even based on reason. It's just ideas
that Ron dreamed up one day and there are a couple of other auditors around that agreed with
him, and so therefore he says the whole field has agreed with him, and that is the way it is.
And the CECS has shot auditors for disobeying a comma in it. You know, crush.
[Ed. Note: CECS was the Comitte of Examinations, Certifications, and Services at the
time of this lecture]
Where, as a matter of fact, it is not a crush code at all. It is a code which is itself built
upon knowledge hardly won over many years of auditing experience.
It's not even – it's not, by the way, built on theory. It's built on arbitrary observation.
There's no theory in it anyplace. It's just that if they don't do this then preclears spin, so we'll
put it in a code that they've got to do this.
And however, to anyone with experience, this is something which demonstrates itself
by judgment. That doesn't mean it's any the less effective. But it is demonstrated by judgment.
And an actual interpretation of the code by judgment is far, far better than just a literal,
slavish following of the code. Understand it. Know what it is about.
Now, let's take this business about process lag. All this “Don't work a process any
longer – ,” so forth. Well, if you know your processes, of course, you know you're going to
work it, you know how long it's going to take for it to produce a process change, and you've
got enough sense not to run it another 80 hours beyond that time.
We haven't, in running this, ever let up on it particularly, but an auditor who is trained
in this has just pulled a boo-boo – no, not – I beg your pardon, it's not a boo-boo. It was a
“My God!” He thought he was doing Mimicry with a psychotic preclear. The psychotic
preclear got mad at him, so Mimicry immediately dictated that he become ragingly mad and
much madder at the preclear. Well, that's quite cute, isn't it?
When we find that on the part of an auditor – we practically murdered the boy. We
shot him from guns. He should have known better than this.
Let me say a word on that. I'll tell you again. Never mimic the bizarre, the strange or
the unusual in a preclear. Never mimic the bizarre, strange or unusual. Mimic the average, the
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expected, the agreed-upon behavior of the society. And you'll find out that you are appealing
to that last little one-eighth of an erg of power left in the preclear.
And this is agreeing with the awareness of awareness unit – the – that is, the average
conduct, the – so forth. And you validate the other by mimicking the bizarre and strange and
unusual, you're just giving force and power to his entities and his circuits. All right. He got
mad at his preclear. This preclear was spinning so we knew something was wrong. This
preclear hadn't been spinning the day before, and this preclear was spinning, so the
explanation for one and all seemed to indicate that something bad had happened here. And we
finally got a few cross-examinations going and we discovered what had happened.
That wasn't all that happened, but that was merely a flagrant disobedience of the code
– very flagrant. You see, he should have been able to have determined that this was wrong
simply because it is in the Auditor's Code. It says never get angry with the preclear. Mimicry
or no mimicry, he should have determined that it was wrong simply by that.
Well, all morals codes have their shortcomings. All codes of morals – there are
arbitraries, there are shortcomings. You find times when it is necessary to get around them
and so forth. And you'll find out, however, in training students that you leave the door open
one-eighth of an inch on this particular morals code called the Auditor's Code, and they
promptly push it open about 2 feet. And then it's wide open. There goes all the sanity in the
bank. So it's a good thing to just keep the door shut tight on it. It's been very closely written to
agree with the reality of auditing. It is the reality of auditing.
Where we have difficulty with a preclear, you can say this uniformly: If the preclear
has had code breaks with existence – preclear's in trouble, he's not Clear, he's not exteriorized
– he's had code breaks with existence. What code breaks? Auditor's Code breaks.
If this works so effectively in an auditing session, then for heaven's sakes let's
recognize with great clarity that these must be fundamental factors which are aberrative in the
society.
If you want a dissertation on Scientology and what happens on the fourth or third
dynamic that aberrates people, just look at the Auditor's Code. Must be a coordination there.
See, we just say that arbitrarily. We don't inspect it any further. We learned in 4 years of
auditing that all these things would spin preclears; so therefore we're working on people who
have been spun; so therefore this must be what the society does. Just like that.
And we could be real, real, real dizzy about this and say, “Well, the only thing we
have in Scientology is the Auditor's Code. And this explains everything. And all you have to
do is memorize the Auditor's Code and you can let the Axioms and everything else go. And if
you knew the Auditor's Code, why, then you would know exactly what aberrative factors
existed in the society and exactly what aberrated people.” And you'd probably go on with
some very long dissertation on this subject. Very cute.
Where that code is concerned, this is probably very truthful. It probably, however –
being an arbitrary thing built solely upon observation and entirely lacking in theory – it is the
most untheory thing, the Auditor's Code 1954, that you ever ran into. There's no theory
behind it. There was no theory utilized in putting it together. Just observation. That's all. No
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thought involved. So of course it isn't organized. And it'd be an interesting experiment
sometime just to teach somebody the Auditor's Code and tell them this was what was wrong
with society. And that you run these things out of the preclear or remedy them, and you would
then bave a preclear who's in very good shape. Maybe it's true. Might be true.
But the Auditor's Code came under my perusal here a few months ago, and I
recognized that we had long since been drifting on that horrible thing, an unwritten code. See,
we knew what was bad and we knew what was good. But it was an unwritten code, and we
didn't have the straight rendition on this code at all.
So I put together these factors which I'd been keeping notes on about 2 millimeters to
the left, south-southeast of the medulla oblongata – long notes – and wrote them up. And here
in writing Dianetics 1955! I suddenly found out that there was another factor there. There was
number 16, that is, “Maintain a two-way communication with the preclear.”
Well, let me say a little bit more about that one particular factor, maintaining a twoway communication with the preclear.
The darnedest dissertation on communication you ever saw in your life is Dianetics
1955! I mean, it just goes on and on and on; it takes it apart, it stretches it, puts it back
together again and weaves it into new and beautiful mats. It takes them apart and makes scrap
paper. And it pushes it all together into a solid plastic block and pulls it apart again. And it's
about communication, 1955. It's about nothing else – communication and time.
Affinity and reality are mentioned with the most incidental flick of the index finger
that you could imagine. The rest of it, all 50,000 words of it, are devoted to communication.
Now, shows you how important communication has become.
A couple of the boys the other day got wildly excited. They just got through watching
me audit for the tenth or twelfth time. And I used to say that there are probably a lot of things
that I do that I don't know I do, you know, that probably have some bearing upon the case.
And I've actually attempted occasional – occasionally an investigation of auditors who were
getting results and auditors who didn't get results to find out what factors were present, you
see, in the one that weren't in the other one.
Well, so far this has been an absolutely dead end – I mean, just a completely dead-end
alley. There wasn't anything I was doing except maybe being friendlier to a person.
And these two guys found something – they found something which is fascinating.
Never noticed auditors didn't do this. Well, these two boys went out and they immediately
prepped up a couple of staff auditors to do this. And immediately their cases started to make
7-league boot strides. It was that important – cases just kind of hanging on.
They found out that I acknowledged every action and every reply of the preclear. I
always acknowledged.
Of course, that's just the natural thing you would do. No, it's not, evidently.
So the preclear walks over and touches the wall and looks at you, and you say, “Okay,
go over and touch the other wall.” I don't audit that way.

9ACC

97

16.12.09

CONDUCT OF THE AUDITOR

13

9ACC-6 – 13.12.54

He goes over and touches the wall, and he looks at me. And I say “Okay.” “Now go
over and touch the other wall.” He does. He looks at me. And I say, “Fine.” When I audit a
group, and the group's sitting there and I say, “Okay now? All right?” and before I start on a
new chain of commands, I give them 4 or 5 “okays” sometimes. “Okay, okay.” Wake them
up, you know; wake them out of it. Pry them out of the process. I'm about to change the
processes and I want to give them plenty of notice without giving them
So what I do is acknowledge what they've been doing, see, “Okay, okay, okay.” Well,
I'm not setting myself as a example. As a matter of fact, the mothers of the town I was raised
in, Helena, Montana, would faint if they ever recognized that I ever got set up as a model for
anything. I'm sure they would have shot their progeny if they thought this had been the case.
But in this particular case, there was a missing, a missing factor, and this factor was
acknowledgment. So we put that in under two-way communication with the preclear. We
could phrase number 16 of the Auditor's Code 1954 which reads, “Maintain a two-way
communication with the preclear” – we could rephrase it and make it even more sharp by
saying, “An auditor must always acknowledge the action or execution of the preclear.” You
got that?
The auditor must always acknowledge completion of an act or a recognition by a
preclear. When a preclear does something or says something and completes an action, the
auditor must acknowledge.
We find poor preclear is sitting there waiting – if you please – the preclear is sitting
there waiting for the auditor to okay it. And the auditor doesn't, so the preclears are being
hung up in auditing sessions. They're hanging in auditing sessions, and that is really the only
reason you ever have to audit out the auditing. This is amazing, isn't it?
Now, here's one of these little, insignificant, tiny, tiny factors that went along the line
and has been going along the line quietly and unobserved here for 4 years – 5 years, really.
Just been snoring along. Always done this; never audited any other way. And Barrett and
Steves got their long noses into this situation just on the outrageous postulate “He is probably
– he is undoubtedly doing something that other auditors do not do. Now, what is he doing that
other auditors do not do?” They were reading the first book or something of the sort, and it
said this in it.
Remember? Trying to find out what you're doing, so you can tell somebody else what
you're doing. I mean, that's the big contest. And here 5 years after the fact they find this,
evidently, totally insignificant little point. Well, it came up, obviously, because they had just
had a tremendous dose of new theory. And that was that the answer is the more important –
the answer is the more important thing in a communication. The scarcity of answers gets a
guy eventually to a point where he's solving problems. You see that?
In every language of which I have any cognizance, and I have no real knowledge of
any language, maybe, except English, but I do have across-the-street, embarrassed wave at
several tongues. And in these answer, solution and reply are homonymic or synonyms. This is
apparently very close in to the human race at large.
So, there's something germane there to these things.
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All a fellow is looking for is answers. That fellow in the session is looking for
answers. Then, theoretically, you not acknowledging – he goes over and touches the wall, you
see, and then you just tell him to touch another wall – this poor guy is looking for answers,
and doggone it, you didn't give him one. So he winds up the end of the session scarcer on
answers than he began it.
Well, now this is what we've been auditing uphill against. Now, that's a horrible thing
to realize, isn't it? It's just auditors. I've been watching auditors, training auditors. Never
mentioned this. Nuts.
All right. Now, let's just look at this and find out that you can get more darn wins this
way than you could count. You can get a tremendous number of wins this way – tremendous
number.
Now, there are many ways to run answers. But amongst them is not silence. That's not
amongst them. Silence is not amongst them. A quantity of silence evidently could do nothing
for nobody nohow.
In spite of the 14-day fast they used to tell me about when I was a kid and which I've
experienced – you merely get lightheaded after a while and kind of goof off. You get so
scarce on answers in that 14 days that you go nuts though you think you're in fine shape. And
you join a monastery like I did.
Now, what on Earth here – that we could go so long without hitting this point. Now,
here and there, here and there an auditor has been doing this. And they're your real sharpies.
See? They're the people, people write in and say, “Gee, I was audited by Joe. Man, I feel
fine.” They're your sharpies. So I hate to push sharpies and me and others out of the “only
one” classification here, but actually they were maintaining a two-way communication with
the preclear. And people who would or could maintain a two-way communication with the
preclear could get results, but particularly those people that would acknowledge.
The preclear says, “Mmm!” You know, he's going, “Abba-abba, and my mother would
be safe on the moon and my mother would be safe in the cellar, and my mother would be safe
in a coffin. Vmm!”
And the auditor says, “Well, give me some more places where your mother would be
safe.” Rrrr! – wrong clue. “What happened?” he's supposed to say at that point.
“What's the matter? What happened?”
“Well, the darnedest thing, there's a skeleton came out and it was carrying a red light
and a green light. And it put on a cop's hat and it said “...” You know, standard one.
Now, the next boo-boo that the auditor could pull there is after he's told you all this
about this skeleton, the red light and green light and so on, and the auditor listens – he doesn't
listen too long. He distracts the preclear's attention if this is going to go on forever. But he
does listen to it out because it might make a lot of sense. He doesn't change the process by
reason of listening.
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But the next boo-boo that could be pulled is, the auditor – the preclear having spoken,
the auditor then giving the next auditing command. That's a real boo-boo. The auditor at least
says, “Well, what do you know. Okay. Is it all right now? All right. Let's find some more
places where your mother would be safe.” See?
Two-way communication having been maintained, a sufficiency of answers is existing
in the session so as not to increase the scarcity of answers on the preclear who is, basically,
simply scarce on answers. And that's that. This is big stuff.
So that line 16 in the Auditor's Code probably should have a little subhead on it. It
should have that little subhead and probably be written that way again. Only the book is on
tape; you can't dub any additional phrases into tape. So part A would be “He must ask for any
data this preclear seems to have suddenly grasped” and part B “He must acknowledge the
preclear's completion of an auditing command or delivery of data” – verbally, that he has to
acknowledge. So that'd be parts A and B. It was said someplace or another? Well, it's been
completely forgotten.
Well, we've got our Auditor's Code today. And I know it's very strange for me to be
talking to you people about Auditor's Code particularly, but remember we've got a brand-new
Auditor's Code. And that Auditor's Code is a compound of experience, conduct in the auditing
room.
Now, in a unit of this character, people we have are very accountable for the Auditor's
Code. Extremely accountable. A lot of arguments, auditor-preclear arguments. You find the
session should have been going on and it's not going on at all; the auditor and preclear are
sitting there arguing about whether or not an Auditor's Code break has occurred.
Well, that's an Auditor's Code break for the auditor to argue that an Auditor's Code
break has not occurred. That's the one thing an auditor mustn't do, is engage in a big argument
about the thing. Okay, so a Code break has occurred. All right. We will do something about it.
Fine. We will continue to run the process. That's what we will do about the Auditor's Code
break. Don't validate those code breaks, guys. Just don't repeat them. The auditor, he merely
has to say, “Okay, I'll do better next time,” – anything like this – and continue with the
process. And the code break not being validated, you will find preclears who are motivator
hungry will be less and less anxious to have code breaks pulled on them.
Okay. So much for this here Auditor's Code. We'll see if we can follow it real closely.
Look at it in operation. Maybe some of you might be interested in finding out whether or not
this is the fourth and third dynamic, and second dynamic upset that finally winds a fellow up
in the first dynamic. Just Auditor Code breaks on fourth, third and second dynamics.
Okay.
(End of lecture)

9ACC

100

16.12.09

MECHANICS OF
COMMUNICATION
A lecture given on
14 December 1954

I'm going to give you in a very fast rundown now the mechanics of communication –
the cycle of communication.
Get an idea of a horseshoe, turn it on its side. All right, one tip of the horseshoe we
have Joe. Now, up at the curve of the horseshoe we have – but the same side – the same arm
that Joe's on – we have Bill. Now we go a little bit further around the curve and we have Bill'
and we come all the way around the curve to the other tip and we have Joe'. Got that graph in
mind? Got that graph in mind?
All right. Let's take another horseshoe. Face it the opposite direction. Now, one of the
tips we will name Bill. We go up around to the start of the curve on it and we have Joe. And
we go around to Joe' and then we go back to Bill'. If I've described this correctly you have two
horseshoes. Course of the communication is: communication origin – communication origin,
let us say in this case is Joe. All right. It is received by Bill. Bill having received it answers it,
this is Bill'. Bill' having answered it, it is acknowledged by Joe'. So the sequence is: origin,
receipt, answer origin, acknowledgment. Or very briefly: origin, receipt, answer,
acknowledge. [See diagram in Appendix, this volume.]
Now, we understand that one of those horseshoes is – just one of them – is a cycle of
communication. That's a cycle. Now, both horseshoes make a two-way cycle of
communication. That's a two-way cycle, a little bit different than what we understood this
before. We've been understanding it too simply. All right, we have a two-way cycle of
communication, and it works this way; Joe says, “Uh – hiya, Bill?” Bill hears this. Bill says,
“I'm okay.” And by some sign, simply by his attention, by a gesture or by a spoken word, Joe
acknowledges Bill's answer. The total communication cycle is from Joe to Joe', for one cycle.
Now, to complete this and make it a two-way cycle, we've got to take the other
horseshoe, and we have to have our good friend Bill originate a communication. And he says,
“Well, how are you, Joe?” And Joe hears this and Joe says, “I'm fine.” And then Bill' now
acknowledges by some gesture or merely having received it you see. Now, there is a complete
two-way cycle of communication. There are really no further parts to communication. There
is really not an other to others section, since this is a significance which could never come
into being unless Joe or Bill were part of that communication system. And in the case where

9ACC

101

16.12.09

MECHANICS OF COMMUNICATION

2

9AAC-7 – 14.12.54

you have others to others, you merely find our people at the receipt-point. They're no place
else. They are spectator, get the idea? They are spectators. But we haven't altered our twoway cycle of communication in any fashion. We still have these boys at the receipt-point.
Now on one of these horseshoes, at the tip, there, we had Joe, and Bill was the receipt-point,
you see. He didn't originate an answer yet, he was just right there at receipt-point. Silent. You
got that?
But we find the acknowledgment or the gesture or whatever it is; normally Bill, in the
position we have just mentioned, would simply be silent but he'd make – he'd probably –
some little response there that isn't a complete answer and then he answers, you see. Well,
similarly you have another receipt-point back there at Joe', at the other tong of origin. See,
we've got this boy at a receipt-point, so in one cycle of communication we have two receiptpoints. And in a two-way cycle of communication we have four receipt-points, don't we?
There are four receipt-points, two on each cycle are relatively silent. And there's the position
of the other to others. This fellow is observing, he is an observer.
Now, the one thing this universe or any other universe tries to convince you of is the
fact that you should be silent, that the truth is actually silence; that there is silence and one
must not communicate.
A wise old owl sat in a holk. The more he saw the less he spoke. The less he spoke the
more he heard. Why can't we all?
[Ed note: A holk is a hollow or cavity.]
Poppycock and patter dash of this character is the woof and the warp of this universe.
The only thing you can do to be punished in this universe is to communicate. That's the only
crime there is in the whole universe; communicating. And that is the only way a thetan can go
to his death; stop communicating. You'll find your preclear hung up everywhere he stopped
communicating. Because when he stopped communicating he stopped making time, he
stopped making a shift-motion of particles, the consideration that time is going forward. He
put time into an other-determined characteristic. And of course we find the psychologists
involved in a spectator science. “If I just sit here long enough, maybe I'll see something.” That
is the way they go. So of course we find these people not originating anything because that's
the biggest scarcity of all.
Now, how does a person get into a point where he hits just these receipt-points?
Which is to say the primary receipt-point; you know Joe over here at the edge of the
horseshoe says, “How are you, Bill?” Now, Bill is the primary receipt-point. Then Bill
answers and we come back here to the acknowledgment-point which is friend Joe'.
All right. These people as they converse, get into a myriad of complexities of
significances, all kinds of aberrations on the line. But what is the first and foremost aberration
on this line? It is not, in the graph I just mentioned to you, Bill' back to Joe'. That is not. That
is practically unanimously believed to be the only possible way that you could aberrate a
communication line, and that is – it's not true. The primary aberration on the communication
line is a failure of origin. Failure to originate a communication, failure to originate, that is the
point.
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All right. Let's take a look at this real fast. You're a little kid, you've been moved all
over the world, you've been moved all over the country, you've been shoved from this house
to that house and so forth. Every time you walk into a new group you said, “My name is Jack.
How are you? My name is Jack.” What are you doing when you do that? You are originating
a communication, aren't you, huh? Perforce, you were the one who was originating the
communication. And then you went to another town or another school or another grade or
something of the sort and you said, “My name is Jean.” And then you went around to another
sorority and so forth. “My name is John.” And then you were shoved to another class and in
view of the fact you couldn't take that class you walked in and you said, “My name is Mary.”
In other words, here we go time after time after time after time, we're physically originating.
We can see this. It isn't as important to physically originate as it is to mentally originate. The
physical side of it is simply something that gets – the mental communication balks – becomes
solid and we have the physical side of the universe.
All right. Walk in, introduce, see? Originate the communication particle, originate the
communication particle, originate the communication particle, originate the communication
arragh, arragh. Nobody comes up to you and says, “My name is Jack, my name is John, my
name is Jean, my name is Mary.” Nobody says this to you, see. The – you don't have strangers
coming up all the time saying – you're not the best of interest sitting there, you see you with
these strange people who wander around walking in the front door all the time. Get the idea?
Just out of that alone what would you do eventually? You would begin to compulsively
originate communications. You would be compelled to originate communication because you
are the only one that originates the communications. Get the idea? In other words you keep
playing this one horseshoe – one horseshoe – one horseshoe one horseshoe one horseshoe.
And you'll say, “My God, obviously there's no other horseshoe.” Obviously no other cycles of
communication can possibly exist.
All right. Now, most of humanity is involved in an exterior – oh, this is a very, very
neat one, this is real, this is real clever. Most of humanity is involved in an other-determined
causation or communication.
Now, let's get the idea. An accident happens, so they gab – gab – gab – walla – walla
walla. The newspaper comes out, so they gab – gab – gab – walla – walla – walla. So,
Marilyn Monroe comes out and you get gab – gab – gab – walla – walla – walla. And they see
a movie and they come home and they tell each other the plot to this damn movie and I – I
used to say when I was a little boy – I still had something of the writer in me when I was –
when I was young and I've said that people used to come in and tell me about the plot of this
movie and I almost used to blow mine or their brains out. I've heard more people come in and
tell you the plot of the movie just as though this is what they've been looking at, they've been
looking at acting, colored technology, bright lines and so forth and they come home and tell
you the plot. The one thing that you could certainly do without.
Anyhow – anyhow we have an exterior origin of communication which then swings
them into communication lines. You follow this? They see an accident. That is what we know
– what we know as the boot in the pants necessity level. These people can't act until they get
an other-determined necessity level. They get down to a point after a while where they only
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act in terms of emergency. That is necessity level. It is necessity. It is an other origin of
sufficient magnitude to put them on a communication line. Now, what is imagination and how
does imagination go by the boards? It goes by the boards in a very, very simple fashion.
The individual stops originating communications. And that is the failure of his
imagination. And we could say it works either way but the truth of the matter is that he stops
originating communications, he stops being an origin-point on this line and his imagination
fails. And that's the way it goes about it. He can get back on the origin-point and have his
imagination revive it. Just start originating communications on a two-way cycle of
communication – now we're talking about processing of it. If he were just to originate to
people walking up and out of the blue sky saying “Hello” you know, “How are you? My
name's Joe. How are you? Hello.” You'd all of a sudden find his imagination starting to wind
up.
Follow me? His imagination would start to revive. All right. These boys who can only
act on emergency, these people whose imaginations have gone by the boards... Let's take for
instance a painter or a writer who was once a painter, a writer or a musician, something like
that and he isn't doing so well these days. All you'd have to do is supply the scarcity of
exterior origins. This boy who has been chasing all around the world, walking into new
groups all the time, you know, announcing himself. We don't mock up masses announcing
themselves to him, we simply mock up people approaching. Just the idea, see, of people
approaching and saying “Hello, how are you? My name's Iskowitz.” Anything like this you
see? And we have this as communication origin.
All right. Let's look at pan-determinism. You know about pan-determinism. You'd
better had. Pan-determinism is the willingness to start, stop and change, along the dynamics.
The degree of pan-determinism which the person has is his willingness to start, stop and
change along the dynamics. In other words to monitor other dynamics, that is pandeterminism.
Self-determinism leads down to control of self and control of self is actually a last
ditch. Of course, that's more upstairs than where man is right now. But this is still – even selfdeterminism would be a last ditch. Now in view of the fact that the universe operates simply
because two things must not occupy the same space – let's go over this real rapidly – two
things must not occupy the same space. If two things must not, cannot occupy the same space,
you'll have a universe in space and everything different and detached and you have high
individuality and all that sort of thing. But if two things start occupying the same space,
completely violating the laws of Count Alfred Korzybski and general semantics – if they start
occupying the same space, gahh, they do it compulsively and obsessively, you have
aberration and identification. If it is done in complete knowingness, awareness and alertness,
you just go into communication with everything in the universe, that's all, on a knowingness
basis. If you do it on an unknowingness basis, an unconscious basis, you wouldn't
communicate with everything in the universe anyhow, but you do it on an unknowingness
basis. It's alarming.
All right. This is the difference between other-determinism and pan-determinism
would be the difference between knowing you're doing it and others doing it to you or
through you, see. You know you're doing it or you don't know you're doing it.

9ACC

104

16.12.09

MECHANICS OF COMMUNICATION

5

9AAC-7 – 14.12.54

All right. Pan-determinism happens to be the highest key point which we have in
theory and practice today. A very precise definition of it, the operating definition of it is: The
willingness to control two or more identities whether or not opposed. Now that is the action
definition. Willingness to control two or more identities whether or not opposed. You
disentangle that and you find out that the robber walks up to the guy and says, “Uh – you're,
uh – anything you – anything you say will be used against you,” or “Stop in the king's name”
or – let's see, what do robbers say? And we have these – this boy does this and the other boy
puts up his hands and says “Oh no, don't – don't shoot – don't shoot – don't shoot,” and so
forth. He's not being pan-determined at all. The proper thing to do is to be back of the robber's
head and go away. That's the proper thing to do.
Well, now an individual if he were pan-determined would not particularly cavil – at
which side of this individuality he was on or both. If an individual is pan-determined he
would just as soon monitor the robber as monitor the other party and it isn't really a definition
which grows out in addition to himself. You know. He would be willing to monitor other
things in addition to himself No, no, you see that's an incorrect interpretation. Because if he's
willing to monitor other things, himself is anything he cares to make himself you see. There
isn't then a vested interest called himself. See, total pan-determinism.
All right. Now, however desirable or undesirable this would be from a standpoint of a
mores of the society, it does happen that – here is a flagrant example, that on the second
dynamic a person who is insisting on being the male partner and nobody but the male partner
and being very, very insistent upon the fact that his sexual partner is a female and an otherdeterminism, you see? And if the lady in this case or the girl in this case would be also
insistent that she was a self you see. And the other party, you see, was a male. They've got
this big insistence you see on each one being an individuality, do you know that no – if we
reduce this to the complete state of insistence on the other individuality, there is no sexual
sensation interchanged. This is a curious thing. The nymphomaniac, the satyr are in this state.
They are being so totally themselves and insisting so thoroughly on everybody else being
somebody else, you see, than themselves, that they have broken down existence to an
impossible form. And they get no communication. Now, anytime you sit down and you say, “I
am here, and it's all over there and I am me and it is it and they are them” you go immediately
out of communication, pew! Just as neat as you please. Because communication doesn't
happen to depend upon space. Communication depends upon the ability to be. Space is a
mechanic, energy is a mechanic, even a formula is a mechanic.
Now, I have just described to you, just described to you here, the highest possible, it is
the highest possible echelon of aberration, at least in this universe, with this set of
agreements, and that is this two-way communication and where people get stuck on these two
horseshoes. They get stuck in that so thoroughly they can see only the mechanics. But in
order for communication to exist, pan-determinism has to exist.
Now we had Joe, Bill; Bill, Frank; Joe, Frank; and on the other horseshoe we had Bill,
Joe; Joe', Bill', didn't we? Does this worry the fellow who could be at any one of these points
with perfect confidence? No it doesn't. It does not worry him a bit. So all we have to say to a
preclear of course is “Just be willing to be at all these points there are on the graph.” And
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show him what the points are and just be willing to be at all these points and the fellow is
immediately Clear. Unfortunately this is not the case. He's sufficiently bogged down into this;
he has agreed to it so long, this two-way cycle of communication is intensely aberrative to
him so he is not able to escape from this trap, unless he's assisted. So he has to assist him up
along the lines of furnishing answers and so forth and it just works like a breeze because this
is the highest echelon of aberration. The stops, stuck flows, resistances, compulsions,
compulsive flows and so forth on these two horseshoes.
All right. What then monitors it out? Now you see if pan-determinism – we're very
lucky that the universe is rigged so that the closer you approach pan-determinism and the
more you are willing to be anything in the universe the more you're willing to start, stop and
change and control anything in the universe, actually the more universe you can have and the
more space you can have and it just works out gorgeously. Now supposing pan-determinism
didn't exist, supposing we were all – we had to be set on Korzybski's one thing must occupy
its space and this is different from that because two things can't occupy the same space. This
by the way is a total confirmation of the physical universe and tells you why your general
semanticist goes gradually out of communication; is his insistence on this basic law and his
continuous agreement on this basic law that two things mustn't occupy the same space. That's
right there – Korzybski writes practically about nothing else. He goes on book after book or
page after page, book after book confirming this fact that these things are different, because
so on. Of course he gradually goes, book after book, and goes compulsively out of
communication.
Have you ever read Science and Sanity? He starts out in midflight on the first page; it
says it's the first page of the book, but you sure wouldn't believe it. They obviously – refers to
about four other pages that are missing or a couple of chapters or something. It's a dislocated
area immediately.
All right. This law, this basic – oh, by the way, this guy is tremendous, I'm not running
him down, I mean I'm just giving you the one single point that this guy was hepped on that
made it fail. We know there's been a failure in general semantics. We're quite aware of that.
But where was that failure? It wasn't in personalities and it wasn't in theory. His theory is
gorgeous. His mathematics beautiful. It's just that one point that insistence on two things
cannot occupy the same space and therefore they're different. These two cigarettes are
different cigarettes because they're not occupying the same space. Or if they were occupying
the same space they'd be the same cigarette. Would they? No. No, they can both occupy the
same space and be different cigarettes. It's a matter of consideration. There you have a
dependency on space to make everything different for you. The second you get into that rat
race you're really in a rat race. Dependency on anything to make anything different for you or
change anything for you is real wild unless you're dealing – and you have to be real careful
with this – you have to deal with actual elements themselves. And if you start dealing with the
actual elements themselves, boy can you communicate because you're knocking out
communication barriers. It gets rather rough going communicating because you're racking up
against communication barriers and going through communication barriers and so forth, when
you're communicating on this subject. It's utterly fantastic to be sitting and talking about
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communication. I mean this is real wild to do so with any degree of success at all this hasn't
happened before. I mean we're really doing something.
All right. Look, if it were true that the physical universe was all true and that this
communication formula got this way and the communication formula was unalterable except
in terms of the physical universe, you know how you'd have to process somebody? You'd
have to have people keep walking in the door and saying “How are you, Joe?” you see and
then saying goodbye and going away. And walking in the door. You'd have to set it up in
physical mock-up everywhere. You know if you did that it wouldn't work? That's why
processing is – this is the old gag you know, you say processing in the MEST universe – by
MEST universe – doesn't work. But processing in a fellow's own universe does work. It's
because processing in his own universe raises his pan-determined character. And processing
the physical universe simply keeps pandering along to an other-determined situation.
So, what do we do to cure this communication formula? Well, the first leg up on it is
to adequately get it out of the road for the fellow so that he recognizes that in the terms of the
physical universe there is an answer. But all the time we're doing this we're drilling him on
pan-determinism. All the time, you see. 'Cause we have him mock up answers, mock up
answers, mock up answers. When was the last time he made somebody else facing him really
answer? Do you get the idea? When was the last time when somebody was talking to him he
didn't want to have talk to him, that he was three feet behind their head and sent them home?
When did this happen? It must be way back on the track someplace. I don't know, that's
beside the point.
But we run it on a pan-determined basis. We get him putting these ideas around, these
communication ideas around. And cancelling out these silences by filling them full of ideas.
By the way, the fellow doesn't even have to have sonic in order to make this work. He's – just
basically the idea is – he spotted these ideas around. And he is taking over all the times when
he met silences which he couldn't control. And you will find them in space opera and
everything else if you keep on running this sort of thing. Sitting up there alone in space, you
see, with everything black around him and all of a sudden a rocket hitting him in the guts, you
know, from some unknown area. Nobody to talk to at that moment, awfully silent.
All kinds of incidents of this character to run out where he was being the only one, the
only identity, where he was surrounded by silences. And so we have this situation where with
the processing we rehabilitate the pan-determinism of the individual over all points of this
curve. But the points of the curve we are not interested in are the silent points of the curve.
We want him to pan-determine that they're going to talk. You understand? That they're going
to move, that they're going to circulate. That we're going to have action, motion, in other
words life and time. Where there's been an absence of life, an absence of talk and an absence
of motion. Where there has been silence – no time. And that's the end of it.
Now, actually with those processes we recognize with great clarity that it would be
very difficult to run such processes on a person whose power of decision was shot to hell. So,
we have such a thing as 8-C. Let's take a preclear; he can't follow your orders, he doesn't
know what you're saying, he's sitting there processing something else actually. You see, he's
not processing – you're not processing a preclear, you're processing something – just
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processing some mass. The various problems which we get mixed up with. If you told him an
order he would do something else and tell you he had followed your orders. He goes dead
silent when he should be talking and he talks when he should be silent. And he has lost
contact to a very marked degree with present time and if you ask him real quick he'd probably
tell you he was just getting ready to route some of the dead at Saratoga. Whatever this was
that this boy is doing it certainly must be bettered and so we have those processes which are
immediately addressed to this betterment which is forming a two-way communication with
the preclear, getting him into some communication with something and then getting him
around and running some 8-C on him and getting him under orders and discharging some of
his feelings about orders and so on.
In other words we pull him up the line. We might even run some Opening Procedure
by Duplication on him. We might remedy a little havingness, we – and so on. We get this guy
right up out of any danger of being in the psychotic or neurotic band in other words. Get him
up into normal band, move him up to the upper end of the normal band, with the six basic
processes of which we know – that is if he was not exteriorized at the moment. We wouldn't
care whether he exteriorized or not, just skip that. We could then start remedying various
sections and sectors of these communication formulas he's at fault with. See?
Now we started processing a psychologist – one of the unluckiest things that a
Scientologist or Dianeticist ever undertook was the processing of a psychologist. This is
horrible. That is because the boy is fixed over there on an observer point. We even find
Einstein, great guy, but we even find Einstein completely stuck on the observer. The only
thing which a scientist has any right to do whatsoever is observe. He should – he even
describes this, he should stand at the hole in the wall and look through a hole at the needle of
the meter and all he should ever report is how much the meter wiggles. This is a direct quote;
I'm not giving you a bum steer.
Well, now if this is – if this is – the observer is in a bad way – if the observer is in a
terribly bad way, we have to get him out of this: sit back and look at what is happening in the
bank attitude towards processing, see? We have to snap him out of that. We would snap him
out of that with a two-way communication with some 8-C, you know, a little Straightwire or
something like this. We'd get him up there to a point of where he was able to observe and
execute orders. Something he's not been doing. He could move around, he'd be feeling lots
better. He'd think this was – must be the end of processing. You know, I mean the processing
must be about all over because he's never felt this good before. We've got him up into the
upper band of Homo sap in other words. Somewhere around there. We don't have his sonic on
or visio or anything like that. Boy, we better charge in there and remedy all that damn silence
that has got him parked at the receipt-point of the horseshoe. He's parked there. We never
process into silences. Let's remember that. The guy we are processing is parked at the silent
spots. Now, the silent spots, the chief silence spot of course is the receipt-point of the original,
the originative communication. We've got this horseshoe up here and at the open top end we
have Joe. Then we swing into the other end of the horseshoe here and we have Bill. He's a
preclear. See. He's over here like this. Silent. See, he doesn't do a Bill'. At least for God sakes
let's get him to be Bill'. What a terrific difference it would make if we could move him off of
being so exclusively Bill and get him over here to Bill' so that he would then answer so that
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Joe' over here could get off of this cycle. See? Now the only thing that happens to these boys;
there's only two spots where being stuck is very serious.
Now, we take this one cycle I just had before, Joe here, at the open end tip of the
horseshoe, and we come in with this to Bill. Joe says, “How are you?” Bill receives this. All
right. That's receipt-point. We call that receipt-point. That is stuck spot for preclear. There is
the point where he's going to move into eventually and stick at and study psychology.
Now, let's look at the other point he could be stuck on this curve. Do you know there's
another point he could be stuck, and there's hardly an auditor alive that isn't stuck there, at
least somewhat. And that's at the acknowledgment-point. At Joe'. You see it's a different kind
of a stuck point. It's a different kind of a receipt-point. Bill' emanated an answer and this
answer missed to some degree Joe'. There really isn't a Joe' there. The totality of the
communication lag is from Joe to Joe' on this curve. Now compulsive or obsessive originator
of communication is in far, far better shape than a person stuck over at the receipt-point. This
guy's at least fighting moving into the receipt-point. He'll move in there eventually. But he's
making a good fight of this. The only trouble with his communication lag, we're speaking of
lags, is that his communication line is Joe-Joe. See, Joe, Joe – and he'll begin to talk about
Joe, Joe – too. See? He never moves out around the rest of the cycle. He just compulsively
originates communications and without it being received, answered or anything else. Right?
He states a certain Joe. So, actually what people find the most fault with is Joe to Joe', pardon
me Joe, Joe communication or if we take the other curve, the Bill, Bill communication.
They think that is a horrible lag. They get upset about this lag. They get more upset
about this lag than the first receipt-point. That receipt-point's the dangerous one.
This fellow out here was on Joe, Joe, you know, compulsive origination of
communication consistently is sooner or later going to slide in over there at the receipt-point
and get silent. Don't worry about him until he does. But he'll still originate communications,
compulsively or obsessively and is in better shape than somebody who is silent.
Now, we start looking around for decayed thetans or upset cells or something like this
and we find these boys are protecting, hiding the truth. The truth is silence. See, that's truth. It
is an ultimate truth. Only they're protecting and hiding an ultimate truth with energy. That's a
different thing, see. They're maintaining that they're truthful, they're truthful. Look you can't
talk at all and be truthful. If you talked at all, even vaguely, if you go down the street and say,
“How are you Joe?” You're not telling the truth. That's not a truthful utterance. “How are you
Joe?” In the first place you've got to pretend you don't know how Joe is. That's the first lie in
it. The second lie in it is that you want an answer. You can look at him and tell. And again,
you expect him to answer. And so you get into thousands, millions, billions, binary digits of
mechanisms by which to keep some communication and motion in action. And when you
slide out of this completely and say, “I'll tell the truth, it is all truth, I will agree 100 percent, I
will protect the truth” you're dead. Isn't that horrible. The necessity for a problem comes
about through a scarcity of answers. But it's still better to have a problem in action or in
motion than it is to have silence. Of course silence is the truth and a person should be able to
be silent on a self-determined basis or speak on a self-determined basis. But this is an awful
quiet universe, so is any universe awfully quiet. And a thetan dreams up all kinds of
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mechanisms by which to have some communication and then he has some time and then he
has some motion and he has some life and in the absence of communication he has none of
these things.
So, we say that any mass or anything we have fun with or any problem that we are
playing with and so forth is obviously a set of lies. And you and I as auditors know very well
when we're looking at the preclear that there's an awful lot of things wrong with him that he
just thinks are wrong with him, that really aren't wrong with him. But do you know there
really is something wrong with him? His silence. His silence is wrong with him. And that is
what's wrong with him. He has fought silence and lost. And he will get over into a bracket of
talking about the truth when he talks and he will be stuck on this whole thing called truth.
Just as artwork is a consideration bad or good, it's a consideration, you see. A lie or a
truth could be a consideration, but there happens to be an actual truth and that actual truth is
silence and no light. Anything that's got communication, noise, confusion, flow or anything
like that has perforce to be a pretense. So we have to get the preclear up to where he can play
a game.
Another one of our factors falling into place. We have to get him up there where he
can pretend. And we have to get him up there where he can imagine. Because if he can't
imagine he can't communicate with anybody. Are you going to depend on all these lies to do
your imagining for you? Huh!
There's nothing sadder than this fellow who goes out and sits down in a car and just
because it's nicely shaped, thinks it's going to make some time or furnish some action for him.
It's not going to furnish any time or action. He has to have every idea of where he's going to
go. Every idea of what he is there. He has to have the idea of what the car is. He has to have
the idea of what he's doing with the car. He has to have the idea of who else he's going to pick
up and take around in this car before the car has any meaning whatsoever. No mass has any
meaning unless it is placed there by the thetan. It has no meaning, it has no use, it has no
action and when it gets into a total automaticity the person is depending upon an otherdeterminism to furnish action for him, he's dead. He goes then himself into silence. And if he
does this for seventy-four, seventy-six trillion years, of course he will settle down at last into
the silence of knowing it's all being done for him. And he's set. And when the auditor gets
hold of him – when the auditor gets hold of him, the auditor has to bring him out into the
daylight. And the way to bring him out into the daylight is to raise his pan-determinism. And
the way to raise his pan-determinism is by remedying the scarcity at these various points on
the communication cycles. And you have to remedy the points on these two cycles. Now that
is the road.
And of course raising a person's pan-determinism is also raising his power of decision.
You know that a psycho let's you push him around in a room. And this psycho is just doing
fine walking over touching the wall, letting go of it and so forth. And you ask him first, you
ask him who's doing it and if they're real bad off; oh no you'll say “My god I should never
have asked that question.” And so somebody who has – we're just going along fine here and
he says, “Well,” he says, “Uh, actually this damn DScn and so forth taught me how to do this
and that kind of thing – haven't particularly wanted to do it.” The best thing to do obviously is
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raise this person's power of decision so we start him on part C of Opening Procedure of 8-C:
“Make up your mind to let go and let go.” Ding-ding-ding. Auditor just wishes he'd just never
mentioned it.
The person is insufficiently in communication, he's too much into silence. He is too
much surrounded by other-determinisms which have to – far too much power on him to ever
dare or adventure to make a decision on his own. This would be an utterly incredible thing.
Yet a decision on one's own and the primary origin of a communication are cousins, if not
brothers. Decide, the biggest decision he can make. Decide to originate a communication.
You see, that's about the biggest decision he could make. Decide to originate.
He gets all sorts of things. It's got to be original. It must never have been done before,
you know? Of course everything always has been done before and therefore I couldn't of – oh,
lots of rationale here. But all it means is simply I'll say “Hello Joe.” This time usually Joe
walks up to me, you know and he says – he says “How are you Bill?” but this time I'm going
to say “How are you Joe?” before he gets a chance.
As a matter of fact Joe is so unaccustomed to having things originated and
communications in his vicinity, he's a rather outgoing sort of a fellow, if a bit obsessive or
something like that, that you'll actually give him pain if everybody started to originate
communications in his area, you see? People would come up and say, “How are you Joe?”
People walk into the shop and talk first you know and they say, “How are you Joe, How are
you Joe?” “Well Joe, what can we do for you today?” You know this guy will turn on a
somatic. It's that rare maybe in his experience. Maybe if you didn't have artists and
newspapers to talk about accidents and morgues and if you didn't have movies, offspring of
the artist and so forth, maybe the society wouldn't talk at all anymore. See, if you didn't have
TV and so on, well, maybe nobody would talk at all. Huh? I believe so.
If you want to make a little test of this, just start around into various places, stores, a
very bad place to examine the society through the clerks in stores, you know, because they're
on a – they're on a trained social basis. They have a social response. The place to do – you see
somebody raking up leaves in the backyard. You know, that sort of thing. Just show up and
wait for him to originate a communication. You originated one didn't you? You showed up.
By the way this business of originating a communication is so hard on somebody just
on a restimulation basis, that the Church auditors over here go up and ring on a doorbell see,
and they go and ring on another doorbell and ring on another doorbell and ring on another
doorbell. Do you realize that they are originating a communication and originating a
communication and originating a communication and originating a communication. Nobody
walks up to them and says “Hey, you know we've got something brand-new that we'd
certainly like to help you out with.” Nobody does this.
And that's why I tell you with some truth that in view of the fact that we have people
who are willing to originate communication they are willing to talk about – to people. They
are willing to advance an interpretation of theory, they are willing to advance theory, they're
willing to talk, they're willing to outflow. I can tell you very clearly that we must have some
of the highest toned people in the United States. You don't know maybe what the community
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or the society level is. You would only really find out not by ringing doorbells, because that's
a trained response too. It would be by walking into ballrooms and dining rooms and around.
How long has it been since you walked into a public dining room, you know a
restaurant, or something of the sort and had a couple of the diners look up and smile at you
and ask you how you were? Or do they just kind of sit there like complete strangers? You
know there's no damn reason under this – it's completely irrational that they would sit there.
You can explain it on the basis of privacy. You can explain it on the basis of they're out for a
social occasion. You can explain it on a thousand bases. But it's all unreal. They are
originating silence. This is what it breaks down to. They're originating silence.
Now when you, in your turn, originate a communication at these people, you're sitting
at the dining room, in the public dining room. Somebody comes in, they look around, they
want to be kind of unnoticed. They're with a girl who really wants to be noticed. You know,
they walk in and you're sitting at the table, you and a friend and you were to look up and say,
“How are you people, how are you getting along?” You know they probably in most cases
wouldn't answer you. They would probably shy away. Why would they shy away? Because
you actually can turn on a somatic with them. If you went on with them, you said, “How are
you, how are you doing, how's everything with you, how are you, how are you doing, are you
having a good time tonight? Gee you guys really looked dressed up.” Never met them before,
see. They either send for the cops or collapse and go to the hospital or something weird and
wild will happen. Because you're talking into an origin communication scarcity.
All right. This society actually hurts in the teeth of an originated communication, it
actually hurts. You go to a party; you've got something exciting and new to talk about, you've
just had an adventure of some kind or another. People either sit there like a bunch of
hypnotized chickens or they go out and mutter to a particular pal of theirs in the vestibule
what a goddamned bore you are. Get the idea? Now, here you have the basic source of the
somatic. This is the somatic. It is a line which has been pulled in, pulled in, pulled in or
pushed out, pushed out, pushed out until its particles match the pain point of the Tone Scale.
In other words condensation of the particles is passing right on down through an intolerable
point, see? They will then after that get much solider. You're talking about unfinished
communications, incomplete cycles, incomplete two-way cycles. You're talking about mass,
you're talking about engrams, you're talking about facsimiles and so forth.
Why does a person make a facsimile anyhow? Well an individual makes a facsimile
by resistance. They resist the environment. They get a picture. But remember there has to be
an obsessive duplication in there for that thing to be unconsciously made. For it to be
unconsciously made and to stay in existence thereafter, that's really quite a trick, see? Another
thing is the dependency on memory, it's an effort to have something, it's an effort to have a
communication with the environment which didn't communicate with you. There's half a
dozen things that can happen here. But the balled up masses, the black masses, the upsets that
people are in, are simply unfinished, unterminated, unacknowledged communication lines.
All right. Let's go immediately into the anatomy of exactly what are these items, what
are these items? The items that you remedy. All right, let's look at a single cycle of
communication which is Joe, Bill, Bill', Joe', on that curve. And let's discover that there isn't
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ever going to be any noise at Bill, you see. Now that is a receipt-point, see, that's really no
noise. And there is no noise over at Joe', no noise at Bill and no noise at Joe', particularly.
Actually there's no noise at Bill, ever, but the noise comes in at Bill at Bill'. So what people
notice is an absence of Bill' and an absence of Joe'.
All right, so there's an absence of Joe on this curve, an absence of Joe, an absence of
Bill' and an absence of Joe'; really three points on the curve. All right. Bill, the point Bill,
which is the receipt-point, is not necessary to remedy, there isn't any point in remedying this.
It's always going to be there; it's a necessary point. Your absence that you would notice would
be Bill'. It's only when an individual gets obsessively at Bill you begin to notice it. Only what
you're still noticing is an absence of Bill'. All right, we've got three points there, haven't we,
which can get deficient. From Bill's standpoint Joe could be deficient, that is originated
communication. And from Bill's standpoint still, Joe' could be deficient, right? So Joe and Joe'
can be deficient. From Bill's standpoint, the only deficiency is Bill'. That's the real deficiency.
Unless you want to consider an existence as Bill, see; just nobody there. So, all right there's
two scarcities. Now, we have to look at the other side of the curve and discover that we got
the same scarcities over there. And again the big scarcities are – the big scarcities, in this
particular case, from Bill, Joe, Joe', Bill'. The scarcity over there is Joe'.
Now, the basic scarcity all along the line in communication would simply be
somebody to talk to, see. That's somebody to talk to and somebody to talk at you, somebody
to originate communications at you. Well these are scarcities. So all these points, there are
eight points there, aren't there? All these points, any one of them could have some
significance in processing. But what do you know, they straighten themselves out anyhow,
almost anything you do, because you don't have to be too significant about this at all. Now,
the main thing an auditor notices in processing preclears – let's say the auditor is Joe, the main
thing the auditor notices is a lack of Bill'. The thing that the preclear notices is a lack of Joe'.
The preclear notices this lack of Joe'. Now Joe as the auditor, as I say, notices the lack of Bill'.
But what do you know! If an auditor is really alert, really alert, what he sees is the lack of the
matching curve, the origination of communication by the preclear.
Now, in processing then it is absolutely necessary for you as an auditor to furnish a
little motive power there. So the preclear walks up and touches the wall and says, “Huh!” We
then consider, and remember all communication is merely a consideration, that he has
originated a communication. And we put him into the role of communication origin whether
he would or not. And we answer him by saying, “What's the matter?” And now he has to
originate a new cycle. He says, “I just – just had my grandfather's face of a coffin show up in
a small picture in front of my face.” The auditor says, “Oh, is that so?” He answers, “Yes,
sure is.” Acknowledgment.
Now the auditor having done this trick, had made him put in and originate a
communication and then just go on with the process, till the next time he notices the right
finger starts shaking a little bit, “Hey, what's the matter?” It made him aware of the fact that
he originated a communication physically. You make him originate one by consideration. The
auditor's always up against the idea of putting in that second cycle in on the preclear. The
more he can put it in on the preclear, of course, debarring off a lot of obsessive or compulsive
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flow of the preclear, an unknowingness machine flow, why the better the preclear gets and the
oftener an auditor can acknowledge – just go round Robin Hood's barn to find something to
acknowledge. You can put all kinds of significance into this. You can put approval into this.
You can put how glad you are into this. You can throw some A into the communication. You
can throw some R into the communication, so forth. Completely aside from that, we want to
keep throwing those communications in there, see, and make that preclear originate a
communication. If we can make him originate a communication often enough his imagination
will come way upstairs from where it was, quite fascinating.
So we keep shoving him over onto the other curve, make him originate
communications, we keep acknowledging communications and every time we do this we're
supplying a scarcity of communications. He'll get better to the degree that he is made to
communicate. Only he doesn't want to be aware of the fact that he's being forced to
communicate; it's got to be an originated communication. He originated one unconsciously,
we make him originate one consciously. Every time he talks, we acknowledge. We keep the
two sides of this curve working.
Now, as far as him running this in mock-ups is concerned, you can pick any part of
either two of the curves, fix up the silent part. Don't ever run that silent part 'cause that's
what's wrong with your preclear, you'll just run him right straight on downhill into the woods
and far away, if you start running silences on him. Beyond this, you can ask him a time when
somebody was silent, he'll gradually peel off an awful lot of stopped points on the bank. But
this again is negative gain processing. Positive gain processing is just yap – yap – walla –
walla on the bank. See. You just make him make things talk. He will fit them into all kinds of
significances, he's liable to try to put them into tremendous significance. Significances don't
count, it's simply the communication curve itself. And all the time you're making him remedy
these in mock-up form you're restoring his pan-determinism. And this is the big trick in
today's processing. Okay.
Male voice: What about social stuff like uh – people uh – pretending they want you to
– well, let's say it this way, people say, “Well, how was your trip to London, I want to hear all
about it.” Total silence. “And you know I went down and I processed this preclear down here
on forty-fourth street the other day. Yap – yap – yap. And the butcher said, yap – yap – yap –
yap – yap. Gee, that was a very interesting trip you told me about...”
That's Joe to Joe. Isn't that great.
Male voice: It sure is. This is a very common phenomena.
You'll find this boy stacked by the way. This boy's bank is stacked.
Female voice: Would it be therapeutic just for a person to self-determinedly go out
and originate communication?
Oh I'm sure it would be, I'm sure it would be.
He's liable to get a lot of backlash, he's liable to get a lot of entheta.
As a matter of fact – as a matter of fact I had talked to people at random and actually
have a lot of luck doing this.
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And he set it up there because it mustn't happen again and he has to be reminded and
all of this sort of thing, you see. And so he rejects, then, these bad things by putting a screen
up there which will reject these bad things. And he's put it all on automatic. Well, this screen
that rejects these bad things will eventually get too many bad things in front of it and it will
reverse and it will act as a complete vacuum of bad things.
What has he done? He's artificially created a scarcity, hasn't he? And having created a
scarcity, he's really created a vacuum. So, when he gets near these bad things they snap in.
He will go through a period of existence whereby although he allegedly detests, and
says he detests, all these bad things, he gets these bad things.
There he is analytically determining that he doesn't want anything to do with all these
bad things, analytically, and actually he is getting all these bad things and it makes him quite
confused and gives him a tremendous protest about life in general.
He wants good luck, he gets bad luck. He wants good cars, he gets a bad one. He
wants to go on with the job, he gets fired. Get the idea?
Well, here you have these machines, these stimulus-response mechanisms, reactive
mind mechanisms, which are busily and happily rejecting each and every aspect of existence
which he really considers desirable. And reversely, which is attracting to him every bad item
of existence which he considers is very, very undesirable – and thus his confusion about life.
And makes a very interesting problem though, doesn't it. But this is the exact mechanism of
this problem and this is acceptance level and this is havingness.
All right, now let's tie this in to havingness.
Think about it for a moment – havingness.
You realize each one of these items or quantities are greater or lesser mass. And so
these items or quantities, which he is rejecting or accepting and so forth, are masses which are
denied him or masses which are compulsively, obsessively attracted to him. See. So his
havingness is being continuously monitored on a reactive level.
And in view of the fact that havingness actually requires no great significance, he gets
into a very, very confused state because the significance and super-significance of all of this
stuff is so baffling and confusing that he hardly knows what to do about it. He wants to have a
pleasant wife and he gets a screaming lunatic. He wants to have... You see, you get the idea?
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But the reason he has and not has in the first place is simply mass. And it is the massno-mass ratio. But he has set up things to fight mass. Why did he do this? And let's get the
third factor in here.
He did this so that he would have an interchange of terminals – interchange of
electricity between terminals, to be much more exact – an interchange amongst terminals.
He has to hold something off and say, “Well, I've got a good reason to hold that off,”
or something of the sort. And he has to hold something close to him and he has to be
something else in order to get an electronic circuit going. And this is again according to his
considerations with regard to this.
So, there are certain things he has – he interprets this on a thought level – there are
certain things he has to fight. Actually, what happens is the thought level deteriorates into
mass level.
Thought deteriorates into mass. Mass does not become thought. Let's remember that.
And if we started working it the other way around, the problem would be unfortunately
completely unsolvable, if the other were true, that is to say, if mass was the senior item. It's
not.
All right, you get these three factors: Acceptance level, havingness, and the necessity
to have a couple of terminals, one of which will discharge against another, if you're going to
be automatic.
See these three things going together? Well, they all talk about automaticity, don't
they, hm? Each one of these factors are influenced by an automaticity because their basic
reason why is so that a person can have an automaticity.
Now, an individual gets so thoroughly, thoroughly snarled up on the track that he
believes that his ability is zero and that all these automatic abilities are terrific. “My body can
do this and do that” is sort of the dull idea he has, you see. “My remembering machines cause
memory to take place.”
Remember something about automaticity: Nothing can occur automatically in the
human mind or in the human environment which cannot be done by the individual himself
Remember this because the individual himself must have done it. Let's take the fabulous
electronic brains which they're building today. I've seen some of these giant brains and fooled
around with the giant brain theory many, many, many years ago, before it became so popular
that every bootblack was making them. And these great electronic brains actually have a
tendency to make a slave out of their designers or engineers. And I talked in fairly recent
years to a couple of boys who were hand over fist into the electronic brain business up at
Harvard. And there was another guy there from MIT. And these guys were all ENIAC,
UNIVAC, ESKIMAC conscious to end all electronic brains. And they started telling me off,
because they knew of my interest in the human mind, about the inaccuracy of the human
mind. It was so inaccurate, it was this, it was that, it was bad, it was bad, it was bad, it was
bad, it was bad, they – it had no endurance, it couldn't go on and compute and compute. It just
couldn't do this. All from a standpoint of an adding machine with a couple of extra tubes in it,
they're telling you how bad the human mind is.
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And these guys ran off at the mouth and frothed and hydrophobicated for some – and I
finally said to them, “Well, what made this UNIVAC here, anyhow? What made the
UNIVAC?”
And they said, “Well, a great deal of experimentation.”
I said “No, no, no. What made the UNIVAC?”
And they said, “Well, engineering science.”
And I said, “No, no, no. What made the UNIVAC?”
And, “Well, people made the UNIVAC, of course.”
And I – “People did! The human mind did. If the human mind were not capable of
each and every operation that is contained in that machine then that machine wouldn't sit
there, would it?”
This made them furious because they were utterly unable to accept the human mind in
any way, shape or form. These boys were running so automatic that I swear to Pete, they had
little – I mean mentally they were running so automatic that they undoubtedly had little green
flags that popped up in front of their face to tell them when to get a cup of coffee, and they
probably had other automatic machinery which put in the sugar. And it's just terrific. I mean
they had set themselves up totally automatic. Of course, they've thrown all their automatic
machinery into restimulation. Actually they didn't understand too much about the human
mind or the UNIVAC either, for that matter. It could have been made much, much better. I
mean, you could look it over and there were tremendous number of refinements you could
make if you were cognizant of some of the mechanisms of the human mind.
Let's take the mechanism of making a facsimile. The mind makes a facsimile by
resisting the environment. It puts up a big energy mass then it says bloo, see? Got a facsimile.
It says “stop” or “come here,” you see, a tractor facsimile. By the way, tractor facsimiles are
quite cute. They quite ordinarily are black on the side that the individual is looking at them.
And facsimiles which are made by resisting are black on the other side. If you turn a facsimile
around you quite often find it's black on the other side. Well, anyway, the human mind will
make, by resistance and by compelling something toward it, all these pictures. And a lifetime
of these pictures will add up into various categories. It will file very, very neatly and so that
any beam of thought which penetrates through these pictures will go only through the
winning valences. And that is the way computations are solved by human mind.
Takes a – that's a reactive level. Computation, I said, you understand, not ideas or
anything sensible. It will take a whole – a reactive answer is obtained in this fashion, by the
way a reactive answer any day of the week is better than a mathematical machine answer. I
mean, they are more accurate answers. So we take these – a machine can only deal with
abstracts – we take the set of facsimiles which are made by these resistances and compulsions
toward one, we recognize that these facsimiles were chiefly made and most bountifully made
at periods of stress, you see. At a period of stress is the real moment to make a facsimile.
People made these pictures all the time. But when you really get a nice, big mass, it was a
moment of stress. All right.
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They take these, as I say, stack them all up. But the way they stack up, the common
denominators of them are losing valence and winning valence. We pay not too much attention
to the losing valence. We pay attention to the winning valence. And of course, what
apparently is winning, it may be some entirely different thing than what really wins, you see,
because it's merely a reactive computation.
Father always got his way. How did father get his way? Father had migraine
headaches and heart trouble. Definition of winning valence: Migraine headaches and heart
trouble. See, stimulus response, machine, logic. All right, we stack this set of facsimiles of
Father up and we find out that if you want to win, the computation says right there, why you
have to have migraine headaches and heart trouble. So that this will begin to weave through
every set of facsimiles the individual makes.
So he's out on the playing field one day, he happens to like baseball, and it looks like
he's going to lose the game and he immediately turns on a reactive computation and he does
almost anything he can do to get himself a migraine headache, such as stick his head in the
road of the ball, or something like this, you see. That's the proper answer. Or he will simply
become psycho-somatically ill and have to be taken back to the dugout so that he won't be
part of this losing game.
Necessity to win, anxiety to win, fear of defeat and so on, are basic computations
which are set up so that you can get a computer, such as the reactive mind, running. You have
to set up these things as artificial things. They have to be set up as just rank arbitraries. Boom.
You have to set up “We have to win.” Now, that is just an arbitrary set up in order to get a
computation. If you didn't have any choosing between winning and losing, you'd never get a
computation at all on anything, you see. You could say – you could count how many apples
there were in the barrel, and so forth. But the second we did something dynamic about these
apples, and so on, we would start to run into some tiny degree of win or lose, you see.
“Should these apples in this barrel sit out here in the sun?” Well now, if we had a method by
which we could distill spoiled apples into alcohol, the answer would be yes, you see? We
would win in terms of havingness. And if we didn't have one, why, of course, by letting them
sit out there, we would lose, wouldn't we.
Lose. Win. In other words, have.
Well now, how in the name of common sense do we ever get something which is
basically no mass, no wavelength, no location in space to get into the interesting idea that it
has to have. You understand that a – that a perfect duplicate of a thetan would be another
thetan. That would be about all there was to it. Not a perfect duplicate, I mean a copy.
For a thetan to communicate with anything it would have to have no mass, wouldn't it?
And you mean to tell me that this beast actually develops and accumulates a thirst to have?
Well, there's the basic problem on the track. There's the basic way you get some randomity.
There is the basic method by which the individual makes his communication lines more
complicated and makes a game possible.
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He sets up things which he cannot duplicate and which cannot duplicate him. So he's
got a communication breakdown of one kind or another. This is a sure way to break down
communications.
The first and foremost way to break down communication is to have a distance. And
he promptly you see, if he's going to have any kind of a game he's got to break down
communications someplace. If he has total communication, there is no game possible. So he
breaks down communication first and foremost by having a distance and next, and
immediately at the same time really, by having a mass. Now, boy, that really breaks down
communications. Any mass really breaks down.
Well, how does it do this? Well, it's – a thetan can't duplicate it, that how it does it.
And it can't duplicate him because it wouldn't be a mass if it did.
So there're two ways to break down communication. Now let's get a third way and say
this mass, when it is no longer here, cannot communicate from here but has to communicate
from there, where it now is.
Get the idea? I mean, we move that mass from an original to a secondary position. We
would do that and we have broken down communications further and computations begin to
arise right away because you can no longer communicate with the mass in the original
location, we think.
You see that? See how that would break down a communication line? It enters the
factor of time. You cannot communicate now with a then. Can't communicate now with a
then. The reason you can't communicate now with a then is because the then has been
displaced into its now position.
These three elementary methods of breaking down a communication line much more
definitely break down knowingness. Knowingness is the higher echelon; the first and
foremost echelon which becomes broken down.
But they break knowingness down by first inventing communication and then
breaking down communication. And so you have limited your knowingness so there is
something to find out and so that you can have a game, and so on. It's an extremely
elementary sort of mechanism.
What's this have to do with havingness? Havingness, then, must be an inversion on the
truth. It just must plainly be that havingness is an inversion on the truth. If it can't duplicate a
thetan, if a thetan can't duplicate havingness, then certainly somebody someplace has done a
switch.
So the thirst and anxiety to have is the thirst and anxiety for a game. In Hollywood, in
the old days, they used to have a great many slang terms which described the various parts of
a story. I was out there. We used to have a considerable vocabulary along this line – some of
them printable and some of them not printable. I understand the modern writer calls a
typewriter a typewriter and a piece of paper a piece of paper and the heroine a heroine and the
hero a hero, and he's a very well ordered fellow. He wears a coat and tie and goes to work
regularly, sits down at a proper desk. And there aren't any movies for years either. Well,
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anyway, the computation there on the story plot was that you always had to have a weenie.
Now, a weenie was the gimmick everybody was after. And a weenie could be a gold mine, it
could be a girl, it could be a carload of bullion, it could be the – it was anything everybody in
the story was after. And a story plot couldn't exit unless you had something there as a weenie.
And you look over any story plot, you will discover that part of its anatomy is a weenie. And
when it doesn't have a weenie, why, no – no story. Nobody's after it. Nobody's after anything,
you see?
And once in a while a foreign movie will come along which seems at first glance to
violate this necessity to have people after something. And we take a French picture that was
very famous one time or another. A very pastoral picture about a fellow and he got himself a
wife and he got himself a small farm and an old house and started to put it back together
again, and the story wanders on and finally comes to a conclusion. And nothing happened
throughout the whole story and you would immediately conclude that it didn't have a weenie.
Oh, yes it did. The farm field was the weenie. Trying to keep his farm. Farm was the weenie.
Now, you could have said there was a secondary weenie to get very technical; and that was
the crop. He had a real rough time with the crop. God was after it too, with locusts and things.
So, here we had a – here we had one of the most classical sort of stories that – and yet
we didn't end up violating this basic rule that we had to have something that everybody was
after. If you don't have something like that there's no game, there's no story, there's no action,
there's no desire, there's no bereftment. See, we've just cancelled everything across the boards
when we throw that weenie out of the story. Yet I've had a producer do this. He'd sit there,
look rather interestedly at the script and say, “Well, I don't think we need this, do we? This,
all this talk about this mine here right here in the beginning. This is – isn't necessary. We'll
just dispense with that.” So everybody is chasing everybody throughout the story without
anybody chasing anybody for anything. Public thinks this is very silly.
Actually, a – an editor of a magazine once did this to a friend of mine, Paul Ernst. Just
in the interest of getting the story to fit the print, he cut the first two thousand words off the
story. In this particular case, the mine was not mentioned elsewhere in the story. It made a
very silly story. Here's everybody shooting everybody and people getting real upset and
scrambling over mountains, and doing all sorts of things and riding horses half to death, and
so on, and there's no weenie. The sole mention of the mine was in the first two thousand
words.
So a story lacks causation, and the story of life lacks causation, similarly, without
havingness.
The – you'd say that would be the total reason for it, is just to add some meaning to
existence.
But when a person begins to be scrambled on the subject of havingness, he less and
less can have a game. And we see this weird, peculiar manifestation of somebody sitting
down on Wall Street – by the way, during the war, just – no, not during the war, just before
the war, there was a Wall Street magnate who had an idea that war might be coming around.
He probably – they probably had it on their teletypes long before. They probably knew all
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about Japan, I don't know. And, sake of business or something, they'd have to know this.
People were secondary. And this fellow asked me down into the middle of a skyscraper where
one of the fanciest dining rooms – one of the oldest, ricketiest streets you ever wanted to see –
and one of the fanciest dining rooms existed – I ever saw in my life. And it's sitting right
down there in the middle of Wall Street where you would very definitely never look for
anything except for what they have on the street level, you know? And, all the magnates ate
there. They ate magnates generally.
And he had me down there, and the sole reason for all of this confabulation that he
wished to engage upon totally was whether or not I might not use my influence to keep his
nephew out of the war. And he was pretty sure a war was coming and he was pretty sure that I
would probably have an expedition or something which would be extragovemmental – he was
misinformed in that degree, I'd much rather fight and – expeditions, that's all you can have in
peacetime.
And the point was, however, that this old boy, this old boy had more rocks, diamonds,
gold piles, and shares of stock than could easily be traced by the Internal Revenue people, and
he was most concerned that no game should take place for his nephew. The old man had
indigestion and oh, I don't know, he had – he had a lot – he had a power of difficulty as I've
heard it expressed in the South. But he didn't have a game; he didn't have a game. He had
worked all of his life to make all of his securities absolutely secure. He had learned well from
Black Friday and the depression. He had learned well. He had gotten to a stage where he
didn't even have to juggle in order to keep his money, that was in beautiful shape, that was.
The game was over. He was using money for that game and as soon as he got all the money
absolutely secure and there was no further question or motion regarding money, then he had
gone on an inversion on a game, if you please, so that there must be no game.
Just a few years ago I was up at the Explorer's Club. And this old boy is a patron of the
Explorer's Club. He does sort of reach out on an idea fashion. He does wander around there
once every few Sundays or something like that in the hope somebody will talk to him.
Explorer's Club is run in a very interesting way, as a complete aside and appertaining
to nothing here. The explorers, active explorers who are members of it, have very, very small
dues. It's now about fifteen dollars a year, something like that. And have these beautiful
quarters and all kinds of this and that, you know. And then they have patrons of exploration,
and so on. And about the least that it costs any of those is about a thousand dollars a year.
They don't go anyplace or do anything and they're tolerated. But the hunger and thirst for a
game on the part of these people who don't quite dare, bring them there. And the club has
beautiful quarters.
When the – when you see an individual, when you see an individual who has gotten
too engrossed in ending somebody else's game, you'll find out that he'll not only end his
game, but he'll invert and his general conversation will be on the grounds that there must be
no game.
Somebody sues you and you mustn't counter-sue. You get the idea? Somebody comes
around and steals your car and you mustn't load up a high express rifle. I mean, I had an
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argument with this character the other night, with somebody, and he was absolutely shocked
and astonished that anybody would care to make a game out of such a thing, see. And the
whole object must be that you must do nothing. And this, of course, has a grain of truth in it.
The safest thing in the world to do, for a thetan, is to do nothing because this is his native
state. But when he has entered into a game and when he does have automaticities and
havingnesses and so forth, all furiously at work, the moment he starts to do nothing, he is in
the soup, crush.
If you are walking around any part of your head or bloodstream, get hep to a little cell
or something and go into communication with it, and you will discover that it believes itself
to be the sole of truth, it is entirely encrusted by energy, it's a small black ball, and it knows
what is true. And true is silent and motionlessness. And so in the middle of this crust of
energy, traveling at a mad rate in your bloodstream, it is being silent and motionless. It
doesn't work out.
Now, it mustn't have a game. The phagocytes are in a little bit different boat. They
definitely can have a game. Actually the immunity of the body entirely depends upon the
game of the phagocytes, which is to chew up any alien bacteria to the body – pounce. And
every time you use a little more penicillin or a little more this and that to keep taking the
game away from them, you just fix up the race up to a point where one bug walks along, you
know, one small bug walks along that a few – a century ago and so forth, wouldn't have
bothered anybody, and we have an epidemic with thousands dead in the streets, see, simply
because we have denied an essential portion of the body its game. And having denied it its
game it'll quit playing the game and it will decide there must be no game, and that's the end of
it. And it will fall back into motionlessness and truth. And the bug could walk up to one of
these phagocytes that's been thoroughly indoctrinated that no game is possible, and a bug
could walk up and say, “Nnaw, chomp,” and that would be the end of the phagocyte.
Now, where we have an artificiality, such as there must be a game, introduced in the
first place, we're bound to have complications. And actually, this is an artificiality. It is not a
natural thing. I mean, it's not native to the thetan. He can think of and produce a game.
Now, we can certainly understand that this can reverse, right? Well, now, a game is
based on have to have. That's a game, see. At varying degrees have to have a game is the first
obsession. And now, we get down to just have to have mass. And this, of course, will reverse,
sooner or later, into mustn't have mass. And if we mustn't have mass what do we got left?
We've got considerations or conditions.
So we ask somebody who is having a real rough time, we start processing him on 8D,
and 8D starts going along very neatly and very nicely, with one exception: the replies are all
conditional. 8D, you know, “Where would your mother be safe?”
And he says, “Well, let's see now, my mother – safe,” comm lag, comm lag. And then
finally says “Well, she would be safe right over there if my father were present.”
And you say, “Well, where else would your mother be safe.”
And “Well, ummmmm..., ummmmm, she'd be safe in the rain if she were wearing a
raincoat.”
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Now, right away we've lost location. If you can get him on location once you're good
but after that he's gone. It's all conditional, conditional, conditional, see? She would be safe
under these circumstances if other circumstances were present. She would be safe under these
circumstances if other circum... And you finally say, for heaven sakes, find the wall.
Well, of course, you don't say it like that, you say it in a very friendly tone just as
though you didn't – hadn't discovered something about this boy. The fellow who does that
may be thinking about a game or may even be obsessed in talking about a game but the truth
of the matter is, is he can't have one. He can't have. And you'll see everything he's doing. He
may be talking about having but that's as close as he could come to the acquisition of any
mass.
Such people are very, very curious when run as cases. One doesn't envision the state of
mind as descending from sanity to neurosis to psychosis. This is the basic error of
psychoanalysis, psychiatry, neurotomy and other mental sciences. The dwindling spiral of
mental ability is not through these artificials, these are three artificials, highly artificial.
Merely means the fellow is hung in some computation. It merely means he's controlled if he's
averagely insane, you see?
I mean they – the battiest people can walk around out here and do the sanest motions.
Boy, are they being sane. See, they've heard of this basic computation that you have to be
sane. And that means that they've got to restrain wild or erratic motions.
Somebody who tells you how sane he is just have him put up a mock – up of
restrained motion and watch it fly to pieces. He's, you know, he's being sane. Well, these are
artificial conditions; sanity, neurosis, psychosis. These do not describe states of mind. They
describe certain types energy. They describe certain conditions and certain averages. A
neurosis is merely that the fellow has an inhibition or obsession in some line or another. And
a psychosis he generally can be counted upon to be rather glued up with the glee of insanity
which is a lower denominator of pain. And, as I say, sanity is one of these words that would
defy the devil. No, which the devil would use as a tool.
No, the gradient scale of mental ability goes this way, mental ability goes: “No game
necessary. To “Let's have a game.” To “Have to have a game. To “Have to have something
very, very valuable in order to have a game.” To, well, “You better not play a game.” This
type of gradient scale. I haven't described the exact gradient scale but that's the type of
gradient scale there is.
It would be “have” and “not have” as a gradient scale, you see. And so you get these
tremendously complex mental factors, you get these tremendously complex factors because
all of these conditions of life could each and every one of them be a game and that would be
have and not have along some certain line.
Let's take – let's take the Know to Sex Scale. We take know, look, emote. Now, let's
just take emote. Look how many games people can have in having to have emotion and not
having to have emotion. I've known people that couldn't work at all unless somebody was
furious with them.
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I've known individuals that just thought that hate was the nicest thing to have around
you ever saw in your life. He's a nice fellow, he hates everybody. Here we take lookingness.
The amount of trouble which people have with their eyes tell you there're all kinds of degrees
and variations of sight and mechanisms of sight which they have to have.
You look around – you'll see people inventing all kinds of mechanisms for
lookingness: Weird glasses, contact lenses one lens dark and one lens light, no lens at all but a
screen over the eye. Just look at these various mechanisms and we see immediately there are a
lot of games possible.
Well, everyone of those things is the weenie. And if you can look at a psychosomatic
ill or an attachment to assist perception or ambulation or livingness as a weenie in a game,
why, the explanation of what's going on with that person will become brilliantly clear.
We walk down to a fellow's house and we look around and he's got – he's got a
beautiful collection of skulls. And we say, “I wonder why this fellow would have to have this
beautiful collection of skulls?”
Well, he can have skulls. This we know, see. And he will have some sort of a game
mocked up on the basis of skulls. But if you ask him a little bit further and more penetratingly
considering these skulls are a weenie, you would immediately discover that there was
somebody else in the world who considered skulls very, very valuable. And that's Joseph
Schmidt who is in New York City, and this Joseph Schmidt in New York City, he collects
skulls. He thinks he's quite an authority too, you see. Just a dunce really. And he
unfortunately was able to collect the skull of Mary, Queen of Scots, what was being
purveyed, and so on, but actually there is some doubt as to its authenticity. We'll discover that
there's a game sitting there with those skulls.
Now, we look at a person's castoff possessions. A persons a keep around, have around
– a great many gadgets that they're no longer using. They have jewelry they're no longer
wearing. They have all kinds of bric-a-brac. And they can tell you in a highly general sense,
“Well it's gone out of style, or it's – ,” there's some other glib explanation or no explanation at
all. They just say, “Well, I just don't wear it anymore and that's that.”
But if you wanted to get very, very significant about the whole thing you would
discover that in each time and each case that the item or articles have been cast away that a
player was lost. Each and every change in the use of possessions is accompanied by the loss
of an old player or the appearance of a more interesting new player. Think of it in terms of a
game and you've got it.
This girl no longer wears this locket. It's a beautiful locket but she no longer wears this
locket. It's been sitting there in her jewelry case for an awfully long time. She is not even
vaguely attracted to this locket, it has no sense or significance anymore and someday she will
offhandedly give it to the maid. Well, why isn't she wearing this locket anymore? Well, it's
not that it's out of style. No, that is not the case. If we questioned her just a little bit further we
would discover interestingly that all kinds of things had gone on in relationship to this locket
and they didn't go on anymore and the people with whom they went on are no longer around.
And that's – it isn't really that she's holding onto it, for any real reason. If the reason she was
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holding onto it was plumbed, we would probably say, well, she hasn't thrown it away, given it
away, melted it up, converted it or lost it simply because it's a nostalgic item. It consists of the
memory of a game and that's why she keeps it by. It's like party favors.
I have seen people keep an old piece of tinsel of some kind or another the like of
which you – you know, you can look at it and you say, “Well, that appears on the Salvation
Army Christmas trees in better shape,” and yet that means a great deal to them. It's a
nostalgia, a party favor, something of this character, a Christmas they had, something like
that. So here's our, here's diagnosis; diagnosis along the lines of havingness. We don't have to
engage in very much diagnosis but if you were quite alert in processing you could understand
far, far more about your preclear just by his possessions and his aversions, and so on, than he
would tell you in an awful lot of conversation. Because these possessions tell you at once
whether he has a game, whether he has had a game and tell you whether he still can have a
game and give you, of course, an index of interest in life.
This guy who keeps crowding his bedroom with pictures of himself taken with Theda
Bara, pictures of himself with Rudolph Valentino, and so forth, and we just find he's got more
pictures and more clippings and, gee, they're in there as mass. Mass-mass-mass-mass-mass, in
terms of junk twenty years old. We know this guy doesn't have a game anymore. And that
game is represented by havingness. It's still represented. When it is no longer represented by
the havinguess it won't even be represented by a memory. That's in most common cases.
When they're no longer keeping around an old body they don't even remember that life. No
game, no players, you see?
Now, in processing the remedy of havingness actually remedies whether or not one
can or can't have a game. And you'll find most people are terribly set and blocked with gritted
teeth, you might say, against certain things. Well, those were games they can't have.
See, now, let's take it down one more echelon. They can't have these things. Well,
those things represented a game that they can't have. You get the idea?
Now, let's take our young hopeful preclear and discover that he has a very, very nasty
case of gallstones. And he doesn't want them. Boy, does he protest. Of course, it might look to
you that he is actually inverting and he really does want them and there's some kind of a
desire back of all this. Well, yes, there is a desire that terminals, the automaticities, and so
forth, have to do with this. But let's look at the more basic reasoning behind this. And we
discover that his great protest against these gallstones has to do with this fact that his
grandfather had gallstones. And we straightwire out the fact his grandfather had gallstones
and his gallstones have a tendency to let up one way or the other. But the game of
Grandfather-Grandmother, living around Grandfather-Grandmother, has long since ended.
And he's still keeping a token of a game that was done, see, still holding onto a token.
And so we get all these things; tokens, and so on, can just as easily be a psychosomatic
ill as they can be a party favor.
Grandma and Grandpa aren't there anymore. There is no game but he's still keeping
the gadget because we discover that this set of gallstones was quite a game between Grandpa
and Grandma.
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You see, he really – Grandpa had to stop work when he was 53 because he had these
gallstones and after that everybody took care of him and when he didn't want to do something
or something of this sort my he'd have a bad attack. Those gallstones at one time or another
were a weenie. See, they were something somebody used very actively and your preclear now
isn't using them at all. They're just there. In view of the fact that they're no weenie and he is
there and the game is over, he doesn't want them, all this involvement you see can go on with
relation to these gallstones, they really worry him.
They wouldn't worry him a bit, by the way, if his wife, your preclear's wife, were
handled easily with these gallstones. This would not worry him. But they are no longer useful
in a game and yet he's got them because he wanted the old game. But he hasn't got that
anymore. But he wants the token. But he's got Grandpa and Grandma; got to have the token
from there, you see. And the closest he can come to possessing any part of that was a pair of
gallstones. So he's got that but it doesn't work in any game he's playing now. But it might
some day.
Somebody might walk into the bedroom and see all these pictures of this character
posed with Rudolph Valentino and Theda Bara and say, “Well, well, my, my. You are a
famous fellow. Let's put together a road show,” or something of this sort, you see, and here
we go off again in this game. It might be of use.
Now, have you ever seen this pack rat – the pack rat preclear who has nothing but junk
out in the back yard and in his dresser drawers, and so on; the collecting preclear? Oh, Freud
brought up some weird things that they collected too, but we don't have to go that far south to
find people collecting things. And this pack rat preclear still has hope of a game sometime or
another in relationship to something. But everyone of those items represents a lost player of
one kind or another, a lost game, something of this sort.
But they have upset this individual's havingness most horribly. You know he can't
quite have all those things. See, he can't quite have them but he might have a reason for them.
All this involvement and entanglement with regarding a mass object. Well, of course, the
introduction of mass in the first place is an unduplicatable thing.
The introduction of space makes – space is a little easier to duplicate for a thetan than
mass. But he manages to duplicate mass, he manages to duplicate space, he manages to make
spaces duplicate spaces and masses duplicate masses. And he gets interchanges and
automaticities and so forth. And when he can't think of anything else to do with something, he
puts it on automatic. Let's remember that. When he can't think of anything else to do with
something he puts it on automatic.
When he doesn't know what to do with a set of memories that he was once very fond
of but which now he's given up all hope, you see, of these memories ever being used in a
game – my, he was one of the best Indian trackers you ever saw in your life. He was just a
wonderful Indian tracker. He could look a few miles away and see where some air from a
footprint had breathed on a bush. You know, he was really sensitive and he had a lot of fun
too, let me tell you – the shooting behind every bush... And gee it was a wonderful game. And
he has for a long time afterwards, either by forming the Boy Scouts, or something of this sort,
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managed to hold onto Indian tracking. And he's finally given up, utterly and completely,
utterly and completely the idea that Indian tracking could do anything about it at all. Well,
he'd put it on automatic. It was a sensitivity, you see, that – so that it would grind out on a
facsimile pattern, one way or the other, because it still might be of use to somebody so he'd
better keep it running somewhere. And we get all kinds of weird responses so that your
preclear out here walks out back and very carefully walks around a footprint which has been
made in the mud only he didn't know he was doing this. He saves the footprint.
He – a little bit later on he begins to find very definite signals and that sort of thing –
well, let's take paranoia. Paranoia's so many times described so differently from psychiatrist to
psychiatrist that we have a very hard time. Paranoia is actually the “against it” engram. The
individual, everything is against him. But they claim he has one of these manifestations which
is a peculiar one, is that he will believe that nearly everybody is trying to engage in sexual
activities. This is Freudian paranoia, I mean, it's distinct from other kinds.
He's – he's trying to engage in sexual intercourse with the marital partner of the
paranoid, you see, so that everything and everybody is trying to make his wife, or something
like that, unfaithful to him. And when this becomes very marked he will get down to signals
according to Freudian paranoia. He'll get down to signals so that anytime... Well, let's say a
wastebasket is slightly displaced in the house. Well, this would be a signal to one of his wife's
lovers that something or other something or other, you see. And anything that was changed
even slightly in the house or his wife – oh, of course, if she put up a new set of drapes he
would practically kill everybody at the place because this is obviously a complete signal.
Well, there is one of these manifestations out of control. It's been put on automatic because it
might've been some use sometime or another and then, of course, it's shown up as a very, very
interesting mechanism; an obsessive, compulsive game that this individual is playing.
He never consults whether or not any lover would ever be able to see into a house
from whatever angle to notice that a wastebasket had been moved one inch, you see. He
would never notice this at all. This is not part of his – of his computation. It's just the fact that
a wastebasket has made a signal, that is enough to convince him that a sexual spree is about to
take place, something like this. This is again Freudian paranoia, and probably a ridiculous
thing. Although, such a case has turned up in Dianetics. We have had such a case. Processed
it rather routinely. Processed it without much trouble and finished it up in about 36 hours. But
the main thing here – talking about is you put something on automatic because he doesn't
have a knowing use for it, you see. He doesn't know of any use for it but he still keeps it
around and he hangs it up on automatic because he actually has lost hope for it. More than
interest he's lost hope for it and it goes on automatic. And after a while it will fly out of his
control and the next thing you know why it's running him! Which, of course, is another kind
of a game.
And possibly this guy that is looking for all these signals, at one time or another was
one of the finest Indian trackers in the Arizona territory. You get the idea?
So that's how we get these automatic things going. You can say about any automaticity
that the person has lost interest or lost hope. This is a factual fact, I mean, that you can use in
auditing definitely. He has lost interest in or hope for something. And he no longer wants to
stand over it and tend it himself so he's put it on automatic.
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In order to put it on automatic he has to put up terminals of one kind or another which
will discharge against other terminals. This is hiding a game. Hiding it. Throwing it away, as
far as he is concerned, consciously. But not throwing it away at all, as far as he's concerned,
automatically. And therefore we get automaticities and the causation, reason therefore. And
there's why a fellow has to have a couple of quote “unknown terminals” unquote to discharge
unknownly against one another to produce unknownly some other kind of manifestation so as
to produce an effect or reaction. It's real cute, of course. The couple of unknown gimmicks
producing an effect and reaction are fascinating. Surprises everybody.
One of the basic games a thetan has is to mock up a little black box, pretend he doesn't
know what's in it, open it up and be surprised. When he gets too surprised it'll kill him. But an
automaticity of course furnishes lots of surprises and so we can go along that rationale. But
now we're just looking at it from the standpoint of havingness.
When the havingness is out in plain sight no possible damage can accrue, no damage
at all. It's when the havingness becomes incorporated into automaticities and is lost to sight
that it can then do something, strange, peculiar or unusual, to the preclear or those around
him. And he ouly buries and creates an automaticity when he's lost interest in or hope for a
weenie. You understand that he kept – still kept this gimmick around in plain sight for an
awfully long time after the play – other players were gone, then finally he buried it. And when
he buried it and put it completely out of sight he, of course, got a new kind of covert game
which can raise hell in all directions.
So we get the Freudian fixation on exposing something to conscious view; the
obsession to expose something to conscious view in order to bring about a release, and so
forth. You sort of reach into the guy's – the vest pocket of the unconscious mind and bring out
the small music box and set it on the table and say, “Look, a music box.” And they would go
really no further than the music box but they could've gone a little bit further and said, “Who
was the player?”
And this would've exposed the game to view as well as the object. First thing that
would come to view – it would come to view out of an automaticity, you see. And then
having come to view out of the automaticity would simply be in view as the weenie of a game
now over. And then we would have to discover who the players were and the thing would
click into place in time. And those would be the steps you would take to actually uncover an
unconscious mechanism.
Unless you took all these steps, or unless you could take all these steps, however, the
unconscious mechanism would not uncover. Now, it all goes back to havingness. We're
interested to a very marked degree with preclears in the unconscious mechanisms of the mind
– those things he is doing that he doesn't know he is doing.
What he knows he's doing won't hurt him. But when he doesn't know he is doing them
anymore they can raise the dickens with him and the society and people around him.
Havingness is the answer to all this because all it does is sit there and overtly knock out of
existence old weenies which have becoine hidden. But havingness is not the total answer to
this because, again, we haven't found the players. But we can certainly knock holes in
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unconscious mechanism without ever bringing it to view. It is unconscious. It can stay
unconscious simply by the remedy of havingness in the various parts of havingness. And one
of the lightest processes there is on this would be “What can you have.” And an individual
run on this can achieve some very interesting and astonishing things in terms of selfcognition.
It's self-cognition because he's probably never looked at himself before so you
wouldn't be able to call it self-recognition.
All right, I'll give you an example of this, give you an example of this with a little
group process here, okay?
Okay. Now, think of something that you can have.
Go south young man, go south. Think of something you can have. Something on the
order of tired feet or something like that. Something you can have.
You got something? You know you can have something? Hm? All right. Now, let's
think of some more things you can have.
Remember no argument about it, I mean something that you really can have; a worry,
something like this. It doesn't matter what.
Some more things you can have.
Okay. Some more things you can have.
All right. Now, some more things you can have – that you know for sure you can have.
You got some for sure? Hm? Have you gotten some for sure? Hm? All right. Okay.
Now, let's think of some things which would fight you. Some things which would fight you.
Okay. Let's find some more things which would fight you. You found any yet? Hm?
Let's think of some more things that would fight you.
Okay. Let's find some more things that could fight you. Getting some now real easy,
hm? Got some real easy now, hm? Well, okay.
Now, let's think of some things you can have. Some things you could have.
Okay. Let's find some more things you could have.
Okay, getting that real easy now? Hm? Getting that real easy now? Hm? All right.
Now, let's think of some games you don't have anymore.
Okay. Some games you don't have anymore.
Okay, okay. Now, let's think if you still have anything around representing games you
don't have anymore.
Got anything around still representing games you don't have anymore? Let's think of
some more games you don't have anymore.
Okay. Some more games you don't have anymore.
Okay. Got that real good now? Hm? You know that?
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All right. Now, let's think of some players who aren't around anymore. Some players
who aren't around anymore.
Okay. Okay, now some things you could have. Some things you could have. Okay.
Some more things you could have.
And, let's think of some things, now, that you don't want. Some more things that you
don't want.
Okay. Got that now? Hm? Got that now real good?
Now, think of some games that you could have. Let's think of some games. Good.
Let's think of some games you could have. Okay. Got some good ones? Some games you
could have? Everybody got some games he can have? Huh? Got some games you could have?
Okay. Now, let's think of some people you could play a game with.
Find some? People you could play a game with?
Okay. Some more people you could play a game with. Got some for sure now? Hm?
People you could play a game with?
All right. Now, let's get something we can have for sure by reaching over, getting up,
reaching over and touching the nearest wall. Push against it. Have it push against you. Push
against it. Have it push against you. Now, get the idea that it's pulling away from you. Get the
idea you're pulling away from it. All right. Now, get the idea that it's pushing and you're
pushing. It's pulling, you're pulling. It's pushing, you're pushing. It's pulling, you're pulling.
All right. Now, you're pushing and it's pulling. You're pulling, it's pushing. It's pulling, you're
pushing. Now, get the idea it's pushing and you're pushing. It's pulling, you're pulling. It's
pushing, you're pushing. It's pulling, you're pulling. It's pushing, you're pushing. It's pulling,
you're pulling. It's pushing, you're pushing. You're pulling, it's pulling. You're pushing, it's
pushing.
Okay. All right. Find the floor, let go of the wall, find the floor.
The floor there?
Audience: Yes.
Is it an adequate barrier?
Audience: Yes.
Is it an adequate mass?
Audience: Yes. No.
Can it be used in a game?
Audience: Yes.
Can the wall be used in a game?
Audience: Yes.
You sure?
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Audience: Yes.
The floor be used in a game?
Audience: Yes.
Can the ceiling be used in a game?
Audience: Yes.
Can the space around here be used in a game?
Audience: Yes.
Can your body be used in a game?
Audience: Yes.
Can it?
Audience: Sure.
All right. Feel the floor. End of Session.
You could ask an individual to go back and dredge up every game that he had ever had
anyplace with anybody and when. You could do this and with some glee you would discover
all of his basic psychosomatics, difficulties, worries and aberrations suddenly falling out in
your lap by asking him to do no more than just remember a game he had, and remember some
players he was playing with in a game and so on. Anything that would be wrong with him
would fall in his lap and also abandoned abilities. Have you any idea the attitude of a – of a
famous concert pianist, two lives later, with regard to concert pianists? He doesn't like any
concert pianist but he isn't one.
Male voice: Probably be crazy.
He could be.
Actually he's completely abandoned from it. It'll only show up in a complete disability
of some kind or another so that he can't go near a piano. Or he can't read music once he sits
there and looks at it. It'll just be a complete thud. This one he has assigned utterly to an
automaticity.
Now, one of the ways to get him over that would just have him remember games,
remember games, remember games. And gradually get him to spot where they were and with
whom and where and so on. And all of a sudden some of these completely dark pits of
disability will suddenly shake free. Because you're really validating the existence of a game,
not telling him games he's failed at; remember some failures you have. I mean, this'll just run
him back down scale.
I understand somebody present was run the other day, by an auditor who has since
been instructed better, “Give me some things you can't do.”
Was anybody present? We batted this boys ears down real good but he said – but it
was a funny thing – he said, “You know, the preclear looked like she was coming up and then
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dropped back again,” and so on. Wasn't anybody present. Okay. He didn't give me the name
of the preclear. He inferred that it was somebody present.
“She'd come up and then she'd drop down again and then she'd come up again and she
– I – she just looked like she was going to discover the gimmick in it and then would drop
down again and so on.
And I said, “Well, this is merely an attribute to your two-way communication ability.
Your two-way communication ability must be very good to have held that process up for any
length of time at all.” Then we slapped his wrist. Hm?
Female voice: I heard another interesting one the other day, which was, Wait. “Now,
wait some more,” like you were doing, started like you were doing the Group Processing that
night. But the twist was “Now get the answer you weren't expecting,” then “Don't get the
answer you were expecting.” That was real cute too. Real wild.
Well, whenever we get too far off track we know we have gone in a definite direction.
One, we've gone in a definite direction toward the no games, see, no games and no action and
silence. And we go toward no games, no action and no silence just be very sure that you're
processing in the wrong direction. Might be a very sure, certain one that will discover lots of
masses sitting around but no games, silence and no action. Any auditing command which
fulfills those requirements is bound and determined to wind a preclear up.
By the way, I've just recently completely satisfied my curiosity with regard to a certain
factor. And that is Validation Processing. Just completely satisfied my mind with regard to
this. That processes which are not toward action, motion and communication are wrong and
foul processes. And that validation of entheta, this is the other one, that validation of entheta
to any degree at all on the part of the auditor – by looking for specific significances, by
looking for specific aberrations, processing straight at chronic somatics and so forth – is an
error of magnitude. And just after all these years – have just finally come out into the absolute
clear on this subject. There's no slightest doubt left in my mind.
Now, before this – yes there was a bit of doubt. You see, I'd seen an awful lot of
people get well by wiping out a chronic somatic. But now I have seen it carried along long
enough, carried on enough by enough people and made enough tests that finally it is just the
kind of convincing evidence you get from being struck by a cannon ball. That's very
convincing. The other day another – a guy walked into the office and he had a brand-new
process. Actually it's an old group process, about third unit group process, and he walked in
the office and he enforces upon the preclear that they sit absolutely still while they are doing
this process. And he told me an awful lot of results which he has had – had from this process.
And I have no reason to believe that this individual would overtly lie to me about processing
results but I must assume that he is. I must assume that he is lying to me about processing
results because this same process was tried and sitting still was tried as a process with
complete failure, right straight through the bottom of the barrel.
And if we combine sitting still, absolutely still you see, and being very careful not to
move with the remainder of the process we know it would fail. So these are the yardsticks
which research auditors and myself have managed to accumulate here over the past many,
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many months. Yardsticks that if it goes toward silence, if it goes toward inaction, if it goes
toward no communication it will wind the preclear up in the soup eventually even though he
makes some small gain. If it goes toward those things then that's bad.
So we see what we can validate. We find out another factor: freedom cannot as-is.
Freedom can't as-is. You can't erase freedom. You can turn your back from it and fixate on a
barrier. Getting a person to fix – unfix from a barrier is simply convincing him that there are
other terminals which he can use for the generation of electricity. It's only necessary to get an
individual convinced that there are terminals other than the one he's fixated upon in order to
get him to shift his attention off of it. But you have to convince him of this. Therefore 8-C run
on a psycho takes his mind off those terminals which are psychotic, you see? He takes his
attention off of them. But he will not till he finds out there is an object around. This is real
cute.
I would say, offhand, that it would be impossible to do very much for a psychotic
without getting him to handle solid objects. I real – just impossible. I mean, we might read a
lot of fancy things, we might think of a lot of fancy things, and so forth, but unless we
actually did get him in contact, good thorough communication with a solid object, we would
have left him in the position where he had to remain connected with a psychotic terminal.
Some energy mass, some bank or another that has swept in on him or he's using as an old
game. You know, psychosis is quite a game itself There is nothing like an eccentric behavior
to command a great deal of scurry on the part of the environment.
We have this boy Hutson out here, psychosis is just a game to this boy. It's revenge.
His mother, a Christian Scientist, laid into him on the subject of masturbation and invented all
kinds of reasons why and had herself tell him, had other people tell him very convincingly,
that if he continued with this practice that he would go insane. Now, it isn't then that
masturbation would make anybody insane, but you could certainly convince somebody,
couldn't you, who could then pick this up as a terminal exchange and in lack of any other
game make a game out of craziness. You see? He could make a game out of this. How
constrict and restrain.
Now, this boy started to come out of the soup the moment we started to run 8-C on
him, just keeping you on a running report on an interesting preclear in the vicinity, started to
run 8-C on him. By the way, his first contacts with the objects were like this. And then he
would suddenly go over to something and grab hold of it and shake it in a rage. Then he'd
relapse and would miss several auditing commands, just wouldn't do any of them, and then go
like that, see? And then get mad at some other object. Then he started to come right on up the
scale. You understand what he wouldn't do? He won't take his attention off of that mass which
is generating energy. See? He won't take his attention off of that mass until he's got something
solid he can put his attention on, demonstrating another terminal. This psychotic terminal over
here is a much better terminal than no terminal. And the solid object is the only thing it could
supplant.
Well, I kept you much longer than I ordinarily do.
Thank you.

9ACC

135

16.12.09

HAVINGNESS

20

9AAC-8 – 15.12.54

136

16.12.09

Audience: Thank you.
(End of lecture)

9ACC

PAN-DETERMINISM AND
ONE-WAY FLOWS
A lecture given on
16 December 1954

If you were at a level of pan-determinism that permitted you to utterly escape the
mechanism of the one-way flow – your auditing is simply a game with the preclear because
the truth of the matter is that you could be the preclear, be well, then be yourself and that
would be the end of the session.
Now, that actually, more than anything else, is something of a description of how hot
you ought to be in order to escape a one-way flow mechanism. I – almost anything up to that
point has some slight one-way flow liability to it in auditing.
Now, I took an auditor who had audited and audited for a long time and he hadn't
gotten very much auditing. And he, since the earliest days, had actually been self-auditing a
little bit, you know, here and there. And he'd gotten so he self-audited more and more and he
took care of everything via self-auditing, you see. And he was very good at it, you see, he
could clip out something he felt bad about or something that was a shock to him, and so on.
He was very comfortable about the whole thing because he knew he could maintain status
quo; but nevertheless he was self-auditing.
Well, what I put this poor boy through on one process only, shouldn't have happened
to anybody. And this process was simply mocking up something out there to say all of the
various types of commands that you could say in auditing. Now, it didn't matter what the
significance of the command was as long as the intention of that life unit – you know, Stage
Two, there's got to be something there to talk to. All right, the intention of this life unit was to
audit him and that it did verbalize or talk or have ideas. And this was the total consideration.
And this poor guy, while he was running this, went through birth, conception, past
lives, deaths, he was being stabbed by – Greek fire dumped on his head and everything else.
But they were coming in and out with great rapidity, you see. There was no real somatic to it,
but the whole track was flying by the way it's supposed to fly by when you fall off the
yardarm and you're about to die or something. And he had never had any recognition, never
any recognition at all, because he was so good at this – taking care of this via a circuit – never
had any recognition that he was suppressing any vast degree of engrams or anything like that.
Well, this boy could not exteriorize easily. He could exteriorize, you know, create taffy, you
know, sort of a taffy-type of exteriorization. But he wasn't doing too well. And he was simply
suppressing, on a one-way flow basis, any possible obedience of his own auditing command
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by himself. See, he was suppressing the obedience of his command by himself. He would say
to somebody, “All right, now touch the wall,” (and this is the way the mechanism works) and
then he would suppress himself you see, from going over and touching the wall.
Every time – he had gotten to a point where he was actually – he was on his way down
very definitely – where he was handling things within himself with energy. You know? He
would actively suppress himself back into the chair when somebody went over to touch the
wall. You see? And he would say, “All right, uh-now, uh-uh – oh, okay now, uh – let go of
it,” and he would hold on. Isn't that cute? In other words, he was suppressing every auditing
command. So, therefore, he was putting the reverse command on himself And we had a ball!
Now, if you tried to audit this out, command by command, auditing session by
auditing session, this would have been about the grimmest thing anybody ever could have
attempted because this fellow would actually spend thousands of hours in the auditing chair.
But, as I say, it started to peel off and he really got another look at his track. He was
using facsimiles to suppress facsimiles. The devil wouldn't have it.
All right. Any type of a one-way flow of this characteristic where an individual is
maintaining, maintaining individuality with great exclusiveness – you see, he's maintaining
his individuality with great exclusiveness and he's sitting there getting somebody else to
perform the commands, yet he himself has – expressing his individuality in his form to such a
degree that his form could act in those commands. If he were doing this, naturally he would
just get more and more mass; he would accumulate more and more mass or he would be
holding off more and more mass. And this would be a ball that he would be wound up in.
All right. There's another side to existence which is very interesting – standpoint
particularly in relationship to this, but much more general than this point. And that is that an
individual has to make himself duplicatable. If you are going to communicate with an ant you
at least have to work in the frame of reference of an ant or the ant can't receive you.
Now, let's take skip-skop Schopenhauer and take this guy, and read over his lumbering
prose and realize why he isn't more read. He's not duplicatable.
Immanuel Kant is not duplicatable with great ease, so people don't read him. He
possibly has a lot of wise things to say. There's – this is doubtlessly true. But he had walked
out into an “only one” characteristic to a point where he didn't consider it necessary to make
himself duplicatable anymore and so he went on out of communication. See that?
Well, so it is with anybody working – if he doesn't make him – or communicating in
any way, if he doesn't make himself to some degree duplicatable, the funny part of it is that
his communication never arrives. Now, that's what's fantastic. His communication never
arrives. That means to say, that if you are operating a widow-maker, one of these pneumatic
drills, out here on a cliff side, do you know it won't – wouldn't run for you at all unless you
were slightly that pneumatic drill? Do you know that as you drive a car, do you know that its
brakes would not work, its clutch would not operate, its motor would not run for you if you
were not to some degree a car? You wouldn't even see it. You wouldn't even see this car.
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So it is when individuals get into fixed individuality; a fixed role of one kind or
another, an intensely fixed role. One of the things they do, by the way, is they begin to assign
more and more importance to this role, you see.
That, by the way, is a byproduct of this, it's rather – than a processable thing;
processing importance is fun but it doesn't get you very far.
They begin to assign more and more particular importance to this role and begin to
freeze in it more and more and more and more and they become less and less malleable, you
might say, less and less pliable as far as existence is concerned, until they get down, of
course, to an obsessive pliability so that they just look at something and there they – you've
probably seen people that are bad off this way, they look at something and they're
immediately it, you know, obsessively. They couldn't prevent themselves from doing this.
If you've ever had – have you ever talked to a psychiatrist? The psychiatrist, not to
amuse you, he says, “Well, we have these patients who are curled up in a ball.” Got the idea?
He says, “Uh – and, uh – the way that uh – we generally uh – work uh – around one of these
fellows – it's all strapped up.
You know, he couldn't for the life of him prevent himself from putting his hands up
there across his chest to get into restraint.
Now, you talk to somebody who is simply a good talker and he wants to give you
information, why, he's liable to make gestures. Well, these gestures have a certain freedom to
them – one line of demarcation between these two states – these gestures have a certain
freedom to them. He knows he's doing it, you see. He has a very good idea of what he's doing.
There's nothing compulsive or obsessive about what he's doing at all.
So let's get the idea there very clearly that malleability could be obsessive and an
individual could be shoved into various roles, one after the other, by the environment or by a
particular individual.
Let's take, oh, let's take Grandma. You know, Grandma she was – had something
wrong with her communication setup, one way or the other, and she gradually has enforced
this and that upon the individual and has furnished insufficient communication to a point
where the individual obsessively takes over the role of Grandma. See, an unknowing adoption
of a role or a form.
And that's what we call valences and valence – life continuum, a lot of other
manifestations stemmed off from this. But the important thing is, the important thing here is
that an individual assumes a role more and more fixedly. They can assume a role knowingly
at will; and just because they can assume one role is no reason why they cannot assume fifty
roles. See, that's a desirable life basis. Now, that individual can stay in communication or get
out of communication with anything he addresses. Anything will run for him. Anything will
patch up for him. You see?
The other side of the thing is the individual who is in a fixed role who will not go into
the valence of those things he looks at, you see. He's just more and more out from it. You
know, he's fixedly himself or some object. He is a cop – to give you an example – or he is a
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criminal, or he is a senator, or he is a – a lord or he is a street sweeper. You see, he's got
himself terrifically fixed over here in this role, see. And the environment gets dimmer and
dimmer and dimmer and things work less and less. And when he gets up to make a speech the
only place it ever goes is into the Congressional Record. And when he – when he addresses
you as a citizen he looks at you and you're Pretty Boy Floyd as far as this cop's concerned. I
mean, he doesn't know the difference between addressing an honest citizen and a criminal. He
just more or less all addresses it kind of fixedly in the same way, you know, “Guess that's it.”
We've got one down here in the Phoenix police department in charge of forgery. And
this man is in the incredible state – as many cops get into. You notice that if you put a
complaint up to a policeman he's liable to find out what – try to find out what you're guilty of.
You know, he can't differentiate. The complainant is not the defendant. He isn't in
communication.
So we get this cop down here, if you were to walk in with a forged paper and you were
to explain to him very carefully how you came into possession of this forged paper and
exactly how this forged paper was affecting your life and probably who forged it and why,
when you got all through, he would ask you, “Why did you forge it? You realize it's illegal to
forge things!” He's psychotic. He's completely out of communication. He's enough in a niche
and what he's supposed to say is sufficiently formulized that nobody notices this. See, it's not
noticeable. He's evidently talking about the situation. But I imagine the Chief of Police could
walk down there to him – and one of these days it will be like this – Chief of Police will go
down and find out something on the subject of forgery or something like this and he'll want to
know why the Chief of Police forged it! About that time, why, the Chief of Police will
recognize all is not well in that department and will replace him.
What happens when he's replaced? He's got no role left, has he? There's no role. In
other words, this fellow is in a fixed set of communication lines and with no role remaining,
he can't be there, can he? So he just goes entirely out of communication.
Now, this is a fascinating thing, watching this whole business of roles and so forth
take place. Because we find out if an individual rigs himself up as a man, he stays fairly easily
in communication with men. But as he gets more and more fixedly a man, and an individual
man, he starts going out of communication on any other life form.
We're talking to a public right now that cannot conceive of an awareness of awareness
unit with any ease at all. “Life forms? There's only one kind of life form I know, that's a man
and he's supposed to eat everything else or something.” Boy, that's really a fixed role, isn't it?
Just like this guy down here in charge of forgery.
The fellow says, “I am a girl, I am a girl,” this fellow says. He's an awareness of
awareness unit and he's lost his adaptability; he's lost additional beingnesses; he's lost a
pliability about life and after a while he wears glasses. He wears glasses, this is a direct
relationship. You see somebody with some glasses perched on their nose, you're looking at a
fixed beingness. How did he get fixed? What's the mechanism by which they get fixed? It's
the two-way communication after no two-way communication for some little time. And the
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scarcity is so great that an additional or other two-way communication – you know, an other
origin – then becomes obsessive, fixed or even hypnotic to them.
Let's look at this. Here's this fellow sits out in space. He's out in space. He doesn't have
any second communication line, see – just him self He isn't really on the ball. He doesn't
know what he could do to get himself out of this situation. He's just, you know, more or less
halfway down and halfway out and his visio while exteriorized is real poor. And let's just look
at the high accidentalness that this could have. And he hasn't had any two-way
communication for a long time, see? Dog senses his presence and barks at him. What
happens? “Woof!” See, the scarcity of the communication makes the next communication he
gets on this at the level of obsessiveness.
Now, let's take a little kid who doesn't communicate – he's communicating fine but
he's debarred from communication quite a bit. He has to come in at a certain time, he has to
go to bed, he has to stay in school and he can't whisper. He's – you know, yappity-yappityyap; he can't, can't, can't, can't, can't.
And there's one person who communicates to him quite a bit. Hm. Let's say that was
Grandma. Let's say Grandma is just terrible as a communicator. Let's say she has
communication lags and silences and obsessions on certain things and so on. She's in real
poor communication condition, you see. But, nevertheless she does talk to him, addresses him
directly somewhat on the line of an equality, you see. I mean, she's interested in what he's
interested in. Anything she says goes home with the value of a phrase uttered during a blow,
only more so.
Now we're talking about the factor – the aberrative idea, phrase or beingness – above
the level of impact. This is the mechanism above the impact.
Now, we know very well what happens when we sock an individual on the jaw and
say, “You're a dog.” He's liable to wake up barking. We're quite well aware of this, you see. It
is the idea there opposed to the no-ideaness of the blow. See, the impact: no life, no idea. In
fact, antipathetic toward a life form. And in the middle of this we at least have some life; we
have an idea sitting in the middle of this blow. And brother, he just takes that idea and he
holds it to his bosom.
I dare say if there was an old desert rat out here somewhere who hadn't talked to
anybody for years and you walked up to him, and you found him and you walked up to him,
and you said “My, you're a beautiful looking burro.” He would undoubtedly think he was one.
He would have the idea that he was one; he would at least have an idea of trying to get rid of
this idea. No matter what else you said to him, this sudden idea appearing in the – in this
terrific desert of no-ideas, no-communication, would have enormous value just because it's an
idea. Now, it has additional value because it has a significance. Gee! Really got something
there!
Why do beings get stuck as ants? skunks? men? Why do they get into this fixed idea?
Well, ideas are so scarce; emanation of ideas are so scarce. And this great scarcity of ideas,
this great scarcity of communication origins, actually fixes these individuals into the valence
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of that which best or least worst communicates with them. Got that? Fixes them on what least
worst communicates with them. See that, how easily this works?
Now, an auditor, an auditor who isn't getting around talking to other auditors, who
isn't in a free frame of mind with regard to talking to people in general, gets another weird one
– at least a preclear talks to him. The least worst thing that talks to him is a preclear. Huh?
Now we get this parity of identity. Parity of identity you can use that as a technical phrase,
you see, comes about on the level of the least worst communication origin to the individual.
Parity of identity. In other words, if you were to float around and you hadn't been talking to
anybody for a long time, you didn't have anybody to talk to, nothing had originated any
communication to you and a soldier ant turned around all of a sudden and took a look at you
and said, “Hey, boy, what a halo that is, huh! How did you get that black?” You know, some
sort of an idea like this. “I'm a soldier ant,” you would say. “Where's my body?” Now, that's
about all that is necessary to fix anybody if he were terrifically flat on communications;
communication origins zero. Something comes along and communicates to him: Powie!
The aberrative quality of the phrase then depends upon the relative desert of phrases
surrounding it. A thetan will pick up for communication the most life present and it doesn't
have to be very doggone much. See, he'll pick up as communication the most life present.
Now, if you wanted to lead a group of men – let's say that you were in the longshoring
business and you wanted to lead a group of men – all you'd have to do actually is talk louder,
talk faster, talk more continuously and pay less attention to the rest of the men at the same
time than anybody else, and they would agree that you were foreman and so would the boss of
the longshore union. He would agree that you were foreman of a crew. Even though that isn't
very much life, you see, merely talking and ignoring and going along this particular line, just
making a big furor all the time. Nevertheless, that's more life than is present in the rest of
these boys, isn't it? Now, that's what's – that's what's a very fascinating fact.
These people who talk obsessively or who at least move a little bit, wind up in the
higher places. Now, in view of the fact that people depend upon other – necessity, you see,
other-determinism to start them talking, why, we see to a marked degree then that man would
be lead by mostly somebody who just had some kind of a pet peeve or a saw and he was
1.5ing about it. Wouldn't matter how clever an individual was.
Now, the other thing a leader would have to be would be duplicatable. Or a form
would have to be, it would have to be duplicatable. You'd have to have some idea of what it
was in order to duplicate it. Now, in view of the fact that everybody has had such erroneous
ideas as to what an awareness of awareness unit was: It might be a spirit, it might be a ghost –
ghosts are bad, you know, they walk around completely naked and clank chains. These things
are not duplicatable, they do strange and peculiar things like go through keyholes. Their
duplicatability is zero.
So an individual has gotten into the state of being that, “I have no self” you see, “I
have no identity because a self-assigned identity is not good enough.” And as a self-assigned
identity isn't good enough, therefore an other-assigned identity, you see, is much better and
“If I were just myself why I would just be a ghost; and I don't want to be a ghost. Or I'd be a
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demon or I'd be something or other,” see. He doesn't have a well-formed idea of any identity
and because he is so starved for communication origination, you see, so starved for this, that
he takes these other ideas – he's got plenty of ideas of his own.
Now, the funny part of it is that the silences don't process, there's no life in silence.
Life is a quality. But it gets quantitative when it comes up against time. There can be a
negative life, you might say. It seems to be able to get into a fascinating state of not being
present. It really goes down – it goes asleep and then it goes to sleep some more. You got the
idea? So if we had to run out all the unconsciousness or all the silence there was on the track,
why, we would be in – just up against it as auditors.
As a matter of fact, we don't have to do this at all. We don't have to supply a quantity.
We have to deliver into the person's hands an idea that he can handle and control, through
pan-determinism, communication origin on two lines at the same time. And when he learns
that he can originate communications from somebody else to him, why, he's in pretty good
shape. And he doesn't get into obsessive identities.
If he found himself getting into an obsessive identity all he'd have do is have that
identity talk to him for a while. Just say, “Hello, hello, hello, hello, how are you, Bill?”
Boom! It's the most workable form of the process and actually self-auditing can be done with
this.
But what else is it but self-auditing? Follow this? What else is it but self-auditing? But
it's the only process I know of that can be done by self-auditing. Processes almost as good as
this, almost as strong as this yet wind a fellow up in the soup right away because they miss
this particular facet. Now, it's a funny thing, we're right there at what seems to be a very, very
narrow hairline; just below this point no self-auditing could possibly be accomplished, above
this point, any kind of self-auditing.
A desert of ideas, a desert of life, the manifestations of life are very few and far
between. Most people sit around lacking imagination or ideas. What is this imagination or
ideas? It's simply a lack of the other communication origin. That's the only thing imagination,
lack of; is. It's just lack of origin of communication upon another line.
When you see this with some clarity you'll understand how people get into fixed
identities. They get into the identity of that thing which at least communicates with them
somewhat, you see. It communicates with them somewhat so they can, to some degree,
assume that identity.
Now, if the people, who are being communicated to by a life furnishing an origin of
communication, are in a rather fixed state anyhow – they're living in an enormous desert –
and if there is no method, no way and no understanding how we could resolve this particular
problem, that would be a rough go; see, that would be a real rough go.
Therefore, auditing has a value and this technology now has a value to life that life
evidently didn't have. Life up to that time would stumble along, you see, life forms would
simply stumble along remedying this scarcity in the real universe wherever possible. So we
had an almost totally stimulus-response operation in progress. Happenstance, accidental,
practically no planning – everything going off by experience and evolution. See?
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Now, the rationale of why you should be something isn't there. There is no rationale
on why you should be something and why you should be something else and this is a good
thing and that is a bad thing and so forth. There's no real rationale unless you were fitting all
of this into some sort of a frame of reference and you decide we can have a good game here if
we have certain beingnesses well established and certain rules of the game in progress. But, in
the highest echelon of it there is no rationale beyond that which communicates the least worst
as communication origin to the individual, tends to fix the individual in its valence or identity.
A thetan will get so bad off – mind you, this is – this is horribly true – he'll get so bad
off that a theta trap which re-echoes or has some musical factor is better communication than
none. They will take on the valence of the trap. Just as neat as you please.
Did you ever see in running a preclear, did you – or in yourself – did you ever run into
a pole-type trap that echoes everything the individual says or does or tries to push away from?
Well, honest, a pole-type trap- which is simply sort of a mirror trap; it picks up the
wavelength of the thetan and reechoes it – it has no force or power in itself People will swear
when they first run into these things that they have electronic potential, that they have voltage
and wattage running through them. No they don't. They are – that is the trick of the whole
thing. They have nothing in them at all except the ability to reactivate against the source any
impulse which comes at them. Mirror image sort of a thing.
Now, we have a little psycho who was – last report yesterday – was getting extremely
well. I just saw his auditor going back to the office, I suppose after about a two-day exile with
this boy. Mama did not take care of an attendant on the basis – and there was no relief for the
auditor. And this boy looks at himself in the mirror all the time. Well, brother, that tells you
how much life this individual's had around him. All right. The most life communication he's
going to get is from the mirror. Right? And if left to his own devices this individual would
simply slab down to take on the form and shape and function of a mirror. He'd have a
tendency to try to get that thin and that reflective. His skin texture might even get shiny. I've
never seen this preclear but I could have probably described him very, very closely just from
his manifestation – he's looking in a mirror. So this is the most life form there is. Now, this is
a real short circuit, isn't it? And a real confusing one because the person he sees in the mirror
is not, of course, the mirror but it is a person in the mirror but this is himself Da-da-da-da-da.
But that is the most life there is around.
Now, why does a thetan continue to mirror a body? It's the most life he can
experience, because auditing and thetan-plus-body are third dynamic functions – third
dynamic, not first dynamic. So the individual will continue to go on taking the form of the
body sort of on a pole-trap basis because the body will mirror and reactivate every time he
puts a beam into it of any kind and because it's the most life there is around. He doesn't
actively perceive any life in the space in his vicinity. But if you show – if he happens to have
some engrams and push some engrams up there, why, he'll go into the obsessive beingness of
those engrams, won't he, because they're occupying the space around him. He has some real
cute mechanisms by which he makes some life to put in the space around him. He invests an
energy mass, like an engram, with some life. He does all kinds of obsessive and unknown to
him, evidently, actions. He'll fill up the whole environment full of engrams if you'll let him.
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Gee, that's better life than none, isn't it? Well, what a lousy form of life: a Fac One engram!
Still, a Fac One engram's better than empty space.
It isn't the mass. Now, this is the – this is where we pass out and exceed the theory of
havingness. It isn't the mass involved here, it is what the mass will hold in form of life or
existence. Therefore, a remedy of havingness of planets is extremely satisfactory – they sure
hold life. Suns – they certainly look like life. A sun, by the way, even a dark star, is better
than no movement manifestation.
Now, in the absence of life, they will start to pick up emanating masses. In the absence
of emanating masses, they will start to pick up nonemanating masses as still better and –
because they're capable of motion, you see – than nothing. And that is havingness. And the
gradient scale as we go down is an idea, a consideration, something capable of forming an
idea or consideration – something forming it is best of all. Next to that the idea and
consideration is acceptable. And below that some symbol of an idea or consideration – you
know, a printed word or anything like that – is still better than no idea. And we go down from
there – an emanating mass and a nonemanating mass. And all these things are better than
nothing, but on that gradient scale.
So, you'll have – let's have this thetan and he's scared to put out a force beam. You
know, he's perfectly all right on an idea level he thinks maybe, but he's kind of leery of
putting out a force beam. Why is he leery of putting out a force beam? That's communication
origin, isn't it? That's an origin of communication. As an origin of communication it can then
get into the most remarkable state of confusion you ever wanted to listen to.
Why? He didn't want anything else to put out a beam, it'll destroy the form which he
himself has. It'll destroy the identity he's already fixated on even though that just may be a
mass of facsimiles. Something putting out a force beam at him? Nah! How about him putting
out a force beam? That's again communication origin. So he stops putting out force beams.
And you wonder why you can't see. Your preclear when he's exteriorized, your
preclear's energy masses as produced – he has simply gone down this gradient scale. He's
been communication origin point as an “only one” so long that the moment he starts to try to
emanate he just runs into the stuckest stuck flow there is. So, he doesn't emanate energy.
I had a preclear the other day who got into a very sad state. Preclear was coming way
upscale, sonic, visio on, everything was on, oh boy, just running beautifully, just gorgeously,
nothing wrong at all. And all of a sudden on Route One of the Handbook, got real sad. He was
copying things, yes; but he was worried because his body couldn't see the copies. His body
couldn't see the copies and the auditor couldn't see the copies and nobody could see these
copies and this made him sadder and sadder and sadder. Of course, the more he was doing
this, the more he was sticking himself on the idea of creating energy, see. And he was going
down through grief on the subject.
Now, if we had had him make copies with another – attributed ownership, we would
have had an interesting situation there. We had – would have had communication origin
running. So that actually, you could – you could do this. You could take SelfAnalysis, and
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you could run it on a preclear just come hell or high water without doing any of his side at all.
Just run it this way, just main strength, force and awkwardness:
“All right. Have somebody else create a time or a scene in which . . . “ “Have
somebody else create a scene in which. . . “ “Have somebody else create a scene in which. . .
“ “Have somebody else create a scene in which. . . “ “Have somebody else create a scene in
which. . . “
Just take those scenes, one right after the other and keep the guy slugging away at it.
Theoretically, we would again boost back up to the point where the individual could produce
energy which was visible to one and all – theoretically.
The experiment has not been tried because the idea is so superior and so senior, the
origin of force itself from a life unit is so junior to the production of a quality or an idea, you
see, that it evidently will run it out without taking recourse to this particular energy pattern.
See, we'll run out the force manifestations too, just with this same process which you have
been doing. We'll run out all of these as long as we remember that communication origin is
definitely a part of this auditing pattern. And if we forget that communication origin is a part
of this auditing pattern, the preclear is liable never to remember it. You see, it's just so long
gone since there was anything alive around producing an idea.
Now, pity the poor psychoanalyst. Someday we will have to – when we get some
grounds and tombs, city of our own and so forth – we will have to have a little tomb there and
we will have to dedicate a day and we will – and it'll be the “Unknown Psychotherapist.”
What a sad boy. He actually was trying to remedy his own scarcity of communication origin
by making somebody talk and talk and talk and talk and talk and talk and talk, see? If he just
could have! And he'd make this person talk and talk and talk and talk and talk and talk and
talk.
He would have won except for one thing: he was looking for something else. He was
looking for something in this talk. Well, why didn't he just make somebody talk? It would
have made the psychoanalyst well. You see that? It would have made the psychoanalyst well;
it would never have made the patient well. Never till the end of time would anybody ever
have gotten through a psychoanalysis. Because the thing that's wrong with the poor old thetan
is that he has had to be the communication origin forever if there was any communication
origin done to remedy this scarcity.
He didn't understand the mechanism he was facing because the mechanism is not
necessarily native to the thetan. Not necessarily, you see, it's merely one of his agreements.
He's agreed that this law of two-way communication will now take place. It was done from
that moment thereon.
Of course, you can say theoretically, “Why don't we just run out this agreement and
we'll be all set?” The agreement runs out eventually, but it runs out on this system. And then
it gets solider and then it runs out again and then the guy brings it into being again because he
hasn't got enough problems and he hasn't enough interest in life and so on. So you run into
complexities on it.
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All right. As we look over this field of pan-determinism, we better have a very, very,
very good idea of what we're talking about. I want to say just a few words about this – and
we'll talk about it again. The pan-determinism is the willingness to exercise control –
determinism, same deal – along more than one dynamic. That's pan-determinism. It's the
willingness to exercise determination – control along more than one dynamic. And the more a
person is willing to control the various dynamics the better he can see them. There's an old
saw: 'A thetan can be what he can see; he can see what he can be.” So if he can't – if he can't
be individually and collectively these various dynamics, of course he can't see them at all.
I'll let – I'll let you in on something that's very, very funny as a proof of this. This is a
very cute proof It's rather typical, this proof. This proof is not offered as a logical proof; it's
offered simply as something that – it's offered as something that would have been dreamed
up, had they thought of it and had dared release it, by maybe the Jesuits several hundred years
ago. I have a book which proves absolutely the presence of demons and demon exorcism and
proves completely a priori – oh, the most fascinating reasoning is the bulk of this book. You
just feel your brains go creak as you read this thing. They say, “The priest got there and said
that he had a demon in him. Then the second priest came and looked at him and found out
what had happened up to date – that there was a demon in this fellow – so this proved
absolutely that there were demons in the man. Because of the word of the ch---” and then they
go on and prove absolutely that the word of the church is law. And then they prove the fact
there was a demon present. Just as I say, you – just – brains go kind of creak. They – it's got
one of these things in practically every column, two columns to the page, quarto-size volume,
for about three or four hundred pages. It's a very old book and was printed way way back
when. Fascinating volume. Well, I want to prove pan-determinism to you on this line now.
Now, a thetan can see what he can be; he can be what he can see. Now, have any of
you ever seen God? Well, come on, come on, have any of you ever seen God?
All right. You've never seen God, huh? Okay. If you have never seen God, this proves
conclusively that God is the Supreme Being at the eighth dynamic. Isn't that right?
Oh, yes it does! Because you've never seen God and – and you're being selfdetermined, which is the first dynamic. So this merely demonstrates to you that individuals
are not pan-determinism. You follow this?
Typical Catholic Church reasoning of several centuries ago – or today.
Well, you mean I don't make my point?
Well, let's look at the fact that we have an enormous prohibition about pretending
we're God. Look at this. Boy, about the awfullest thing you – that you could possibly level at
anybody, “Oh, my God, he thinks he's God.” See. “He's real nuts, send for the wagon.” This is
synonymous with, “Get a butterfly net!” Well, that's curious, isn't it?
Look at the prohibition we have against somebody thinking he's an object. See, people
keep these insane manifestations afloat as warnings. You know this fellow who's in the insane
asylum and he thought he was a bedpost. She thought he – she was a tree. And I notice the
comedians on TV and so forth use this quite a bit. It's quite a mechanism. Don't be the sixth
dynamic, in other words.
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Certainly nobody would possibly pretend to be a spirit because a spirit is something
good, you know. Now as we go down the dynamics – fifth dynamics – why, he lived like an
animal. Now anybody who has tried to do anything for mankind or as the fourth dynamic, and
so forth is immediately suspect – he must be nuts.
Now, maybe McCarthy doesn't need psychiatrists. He doesn't look to me and he
doesn't have a comm lag like somebody who needs a psychiatrist. But every one of his
opponents has been label – leveling at him the fact that because he thinks communists are
going to do something to man, why, therefore this proves immediately that McCarthy is
crazy. It's probably not true at all.
All – by the way, one of the little points of strained relations – I love this emphasis on
strained relations; I don't know anything very strained about the relations between Great
Britain and the United States. They did have a point there where old Winnie was awful sore. I
think – I think somebody wouldn't loan him some money or something and he got real mad
and for a while there – Anglo-American relations were having a rough time.
But they were – this was given a good high skyrocket by McCarthy's refusal to let
British seamen land in American ports for liberty just on so many – just representation that
they were British seamen. And he said that they were – the British crews and so forth had a
great number of communists in them which was highly detrimental to the security of our own
ports. And that these people were influencing our labor unions and longshore unions and that
British seamen were acting as carriers of literature and messages and so forth to longshore
unions encouraging strikes and tying up ports and so forth.
Well, after we stopped letting foreign seamen land – that was not a British seamen, it
was a foreign seamen; and it was Great Britain that took exception to this – after we stopped
letting them land, we stopped having these terrific, cataclysmic longshore strikes every time
we turned around – we only have them every day or something now.
But, Great Britain has just experienced a communist inspired longshore strike of
devastating magnitude. Of course McCarthy should have a psychiatrist, there's no doubt about
it! But I think this was real funny because the only thing the British people really got mad at
McCarthy about was the fact that he said that British seamen mustn't be permitted to land
without showing a proper passport and demonstrating the fact that they weren't communists,
you see? And all of a sudden here's British shipping just tied up in knots by a communist
inspired strike. There's a communist someplace! So this gets to look very funny.
But what happens is that any time somebody would come out on a fourth dynamic
basis he'd have his head cut off – one way or the other. They – really, the only one that came
out on a fourth dynamic basis in recent times, and that two thousand years ago, got himself
nailed up rather neatly.
Male voice: Wilson.
Hm?
Male voice: Wilson.
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Oh yeah, there's – practically every one of them. Wilson, every one of these guys gets
mowed down sooner or later, one way or the other.
We have a great suspicion on those upper dynamics, just as bars to pan-determinism.
Now, we get down into third dynamic and we find this much less suspect – as long as
it's a small third dynamic – national or lesser size unit. A person can be to some degree there.
But don't let anybody try to get pan-determined on the second dynamic. Think of that one for
a moment. You're not supposed to have anything to do with this second dynamic at all, are
you? This is very bad; everybody agrees this is real bad. And the most fascinating aberrations
occur on the second dynamic.
Freudian analysis tried to rise up into the second dynamic. At least that was a further
walk away from the first dynamic than anybody else had adventured. And, boy, did old Freud
get – take a beating! Did he take a beating! Oh! He, at the time, was labeled as a fraud, a bum,
a hoax, a dog by every medical doctor there was in Europe. They were all breathing fire. He
dared to move up into the field, the sacred realms of – we don't know what medical science
has to do with the mind, nobody has ever understood this completely but the doctors seem to
or maybe they just don't understand things.
But they considered it their province to really slam this particular one flat as far as
Freud was concerned. And when he got more and more insistent on the second dynamic, boy,
people got madder and madder and madder about this thing. And it was a hurrah's nest created
in the whole field of medicine and everything else. But this announcement of the fact that
somebody was going to think about the second dynamic, ah! One of the quickest ways you
could get arrested would just be to have a packet of French postal cards. You know, I mean
real French postal cards. Yeah, boy, you get arrested and thrown in jail maybe throw the key
away. What business of this is theirs? I imagine if you had any Greek statuary around you'd
be in the same boat. Or would you?
I was rather interested that The Arabian Nights can now be owned and read in the
United States by a Supreme Court ruling. They're a work of art. They previously were not
permitted. You get the British edition of The Arabian Nights, you were subject to arrest if you
had a volume of it. Second dynamic.
First dynamic: I wonder if that's blocked any? “Well, I'm a pretty good fellow.”
“Nyah, always talking about himself” You see? I mean, you're not supposed to be you. Looks
like they just push right on away to zero – a no-dynamic situation.
So this pan-determinism would be – we could just as well call it “some-determinism”
on the dynamics. And if anybody argues with you too violently about pan-determinism – they
get the idea, “Well, wait a minute, if you have pan-determinism, why, then – “ and they'll
think it over real good – they'll say, “Oh, you mean, you want to control everybody!” You
see, they're real scared of being controlled. No, willing to control. Just reinterpret it
immediately as some-determinism on the dynamics. They'll buy this. They'll think people
ought to have some determinism.
So, actually the word pan-determinism is there because it is an extreme; it is an
absolute height, you see, which we know quite well is not even vaguely obtainable. See? We
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just know that this is not obtainable, even vaguely. But we can – we put it there so we can at
least strike toward it, see. At least somewhere up along the line have something to say in two
sides of a conversation, you know. Mild conversation like, “What will we have to eat for
dinner?” – be able to take both sides of the question.
Well, an individual who is not firmly fixed in an identity is suspect and people will try
to fix him firmly into an identity. They want to have – everybody to have a label and this is
gorgeous. There is no reason why anybody should have a label. But, it makes the wheels run
more smoothly.
As a matter of fact the society suffers, really, from a lack of labels rather than labels.
The label “citizen” for instance, is a meaningless label in this world of 1950s. Citizen at one
time meant something absolutely terrific. For instance, you could not have been arrested or
held or tortured for testimony of any kind if you were a citizen; your property could not be
confiscated without the most complicated processes of law and so on. I mean, it was – it
really meant something.
And you're liable to get a bad going-over in some jail if you happen to bring up some
point of the Bill of Rights today. I mean, that's a bum deal – you better keep mum about it.
The way they handle a citizenship today it's not issued, it's sort of inherited and then a fellow
can disprove his qualifications by murdering fifteen babies; I think if he only murders
fourteen he can get away with it, something like that. But after he is on everybody's police
blotter and on all the records and the FBI has also agreed and so on, and he has been sent to
prison and so on, why, then they will take his citizenship rights away from him. That's – this
is called “accessories.” Generally attached to military crimes more than anything else. Loss of
citizenship is sometimes part of the sentence. I think penitentiary sentence of such and such a
period of time usually results in a loss of citizenships or civil rights; it doesn't result in a loss
of citizenship, it results in a loss of civil rights. They don't even take citizenship away
anymore.
You get the idea? Here we don't have a fixed identity so the whole world tries to surge
up to a safe period of identity – a safe point of identity or discover a safe identity. Of course,
the unsafe thing about the whole thing is an identity! So we make a scarcity. We say there
could be an identity like “citizen,” you see, that was real good and we make everybody charge
up to that – when he's in the Boy Scouts or some such thing – we make him become a “good
citizen.” This is a safe identity. And then we find out that the Gestapo, today really finds a
criminal just a little bit dangerous to arrest and the people they arrest normally, apparently,
from – I've been doing some checking over here the last couple of days since, and I've been
having a ball. All the arrest records I can find are ordinary citizens. The people who get
investigated, questioned and so forth, or brought in are citizens; they're not criminals. And yet
we find one hundred robberies a day occurring in a city of 100,000 people. That's a lot of
robberies. That means every citizen in the United States will be robbed on an average once
every two years.
All right. So we're given this pressure, you see, to believe that there is a safe identity
and it's just a complete inversion. There is no such thing as a safe identity. A secure job;
there's no such thing as a secure job. The only thing that's secure is “no job.” The only
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identity that's safe is “no identity.” All right. There is, however, a way to have an identity and
still have a game and that's to have an identity that's not an obsessive identity; to have an
ability, an ability to alter or assume identities. Unless you can assume identities, you can't see
anything anyhow. You wouldn't be able to see anything anyhow if you couldn't assume some
identity. It makes you wonder how men can kill, by the way. It makes you wonder. That is a
very, very fixed identity. They are a man and as a man are not even part of the human race,
see. They're sitting way back here by this time. And you've got your average Homo sapiens.
Although he is a man, he is not part of the human race. He feels like he's a stranger and an
alien everywhere he goes.
Okay?
(End of lecture)
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Okay. I want to cover with you today a summation of processes, rather designed to
give you a history of processing – developments that work.
Now, to go into a processing session here of one hour on processes and cover every
process developed in Dianetics and Scientology would be a very interesting feat, very
interesting feat. Because, as I have said before, and this has been substantiated, and didn't say
it originally, more phenomena and more methods of handling phenomena have been
developed in Dianetics and Scientology research in any one month than has developed – been
developed in the history of psychology, which is almost a hundred years.
Now, there's a little bit of speedup here. And I'll tell you why that took place. You
could – I'd have to really show you old cuffs to give you a complete idea of this. There are
more tricks and things about the mind than one could easily count in a very, very long
summer. Just count. But nearly all of these tricks are simply complications resulting from a
certain series of decisions – denominators, you might say – decisions on the part of a thetan to
have a game. And he has made an awful lot of decisions which he holds in common with
everybody else.
In processing these – one finds himself up against the ingenuity of the thetan. And he
is very ingenious. Actually he is as in – an – as an – in – ingenious today as he ever was.
That's a hard thing for an auditor to entirely grasp sometimes. He sees his preclear completely
unchanging, completely set, bogged in and black and just having quite a time for himself; and
yet this preclear bogged down and all black and no space and so forth, yet has an ability to
occlude all ability.
And when you recognize that this is a trick, this is an enormous feat to be able to
occlude, hide and suppress the enormous ability of the thetan. You recognize that he's just as
able as he ever was in the standpoint of making postulates. The only difference is he's decided
to make them in the opposite direction. And he doesn't please us too well because it reminds
us of the racehorse that starts out at the starting gate, goes around at the starting gate and runs
the race backwards. That's about what this fellow is trying to do. But as far as being able to
make up his mind suddenly is concerned, he is still as able as he ever was. Persuading him to
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make up his mind in a positive direction is quite another thing. He decides that if he turned on
any visio, that the small amount of game which he has left would go glimmering. So you
show him that he still has visio and off it goes; you show him he still has sonic and off it goes:
He is trying to hold on to as much game as he has which in his opinion isn't much. And he
does this by making a game out of his – out of his disabilities.
All games have to some degree, a disability connected with them. Someone who goes
to the Olympics, gets into an interesting state of affairs, he is trying to perform various
physical feats under tremendous limitations. And if he didn't introduce enough limitations, the
Olympic Games Commission, of course, would – or whatever you call it – would introduce
some more. For instance, they have ten events that have to take place in forty-eight hours;
that's been going on for a couple of thousand years. And, this, of course, takes all the top-level
athletes and just knocks them flat. Naturally, any one of them could have – could break,
perhaps, the world record if permitted, you know, a rest and a breather and so forth, but they
have to do all this consecutively in about two days, you know, bang-bang-bang-bang! And
naturally at the end of that time they carry them out in stretchers. But there is imposition of a
limitation.
Now it's a weird thing that a set of games which are evidently designed to show man
that he is powerful and does have strength and can serve as a private soldier in a Greek
phalanx, evidently something like this you would say would have more freedom connected
with it. No, if they get any freedom at all, they will alter that freedom. If anyone starts to
knock too many home runs in baseball, they change the ball. They did that on Babe Ruth, by
the way. The baseball they have today is nowhere near as springy or as resilient as it was
when Babe Ruth was knocking out home runs. They put another limitation on the game as
soon as they find out that winning is too easy. This is a curious thing.
And we find our black five doing it just as easily as the Olympic Games Commission
or the “Council of Baseball Rules of How We're Going to Fix Them Up Now.” We find these
people all doing more or less the same thing. They scent the fact that there may be an easy
win in progress and so they grab another limitation and shove it into place.
Now, their imagination is what is at fault. Their imagination is grievously at fault, very
much so. Because they cannot envision a game which has more motion in it than the game
they are now playing. Anyone becomes very afraid at any additional motion to a game. They
get it on this basis: They feel that the consequences of the game are necessarily as great as the
motion which takes place in the game. The consequences of the game must be as great as the
amount of motion in the game – a little law that they dream up, see. In other words, the
number of consequences must match the number of possibilities of wins to get a balanced
game and to keep people from winning or losing. Both wins and loses end a game, and a
person becomes ahxious about games being ended and they, therefore, will impose as many
consequences as there are potentialities for win. And your black five is playing the game all
by himself and he knows there are no other opponents and he knows there's nobody to play a
game with. He recognizes this clearly. But actually this is a recognition he might as well have
had in his first hour in this universe as now – that he hasn't any actual opponents. And he has
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turned off his ability to recognize opponents. This is one of the consequences he has added to
himself
So if we look over this balance whereby the individual feels that there may – must be
as many consequences as there are wins, as many consequences as there are potential motion
– if we look this over we recognize that people are trying to hold a balance. And in trying to
hold this balance, any advance toward more wins being countered by more consequences
keeps actually, multiplying the consequences. And so we have very complicated games. And
any one of these innumerable games, such as “I will be an anthropologist and guess about the
past instead of simply remembering how I did make a stone axe.” The – the game of “I am
going to sit here and get this information if it kills me,” you see; this sort of a game and so
forth, whereas one knows the information. Well, now, how do we – how do we work this so
that it does come up scale and more motion can be added to a game? Well, the basic thing
would be of course, to create again in the individual a sufficiency of imagination. That would
be the first and foremost requisite here. But how would we go about doing that?
Well, if we are fighting this scarcity of games, then inventing games would be far
more important. But we discover something quite interesting. We look at two-way
communication and we discover in two-way communication that originated communication is
the greatest scarcity there is. And somebody originates a communication and it falls into the
lap of all the disabilities of the thetan and the next thing you know, why, he's a very unhappy
man because somebody has invented another game. So that he, perforce, is trying to slow
down this invention of games.
The one way to have no-game – everyone recognizes this with great clarity – is simply
to keep on inventing games at such a rapidity that no one can keep up with them. People have
accused me of this and have completely missed on this one, that actually I was playing the
same game I started to play. I have not been playing any different game or dreaming up a
different game. This game was started a long time ago and is still going forward. They get
stuck in the particularities of phenomena and so on. All right. And I don't! Phenomena I have
learned is easy to come by.
Now, here we have this tremendous number of complexities. Now, if you recognize
that a thetan has no mass, meaning or mobility and that all these things have to be invented by
him, if we recognize that this is the case, then we get into one of the more interesting phases.
We recognize then that every complication is a via on a communication line. Cause, distance,
effect, with the rest of the horseshoe in the answer and the acknowledgment, and then cause,
distance, effect with the answer and the acknowledgment on the other side of the horseshoe;
this is all very well – two-way communication – but we have, sitting in the middle of all this,
the idea that an individual who goes into thorough and complete communication blows all his
games, just like that! So, we have cause, via, effect, and that is the communication formula of
nearly everyone alive today: cause, via, effect. Got the idea?
Well, now, the a – if the preclear's formula for communication is cause, via, effect,
answer, via, acknowledgment – pardon me, cause, via, effect, via, answer, via,
acknowledgment, that's – that's his formula for communication – without the second
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horseshoe! We can understand that he is trying to keep from a full and complete, wide-open
communication in all directions. We discover that this is his – this is his baby.
Now, the second that we start to open up his communication lines, we start to run into
these enormous numbers – this enormous number of vias. And each one of these vias at some
time or another now or then, has been a game. You see that? The way you make a game is
actually, the best formula in the world is to misfire somewhere on the communication
formula. And you've got a game immediately.
All right. Now, if we have – if we have each one of these vias for seventy-four,
seventy-six trillion years – it adds up for some people seventy-four, some people with
seventy-six-trillion years of physical universe – if we – if we have this accumulation of vias
we can see very well that he was probably inventing a new one at least every day in – early on
the track. You see? And latterly has been much less inventive and has simply been coasting
along and only inventing a new one once every month or two.
Like, you'll find out, if you plot your preclear, that only a few weeks ago he made
some sort of counter-postulate to himself: “Everything I seem to do is, you know, backwards;
I say I'm going to do one thing, it's something else” or... You'll find he's said something like
this to himself He's just decided on a new via and then not letting himself in on it, you see.
And we get the – the idea here of these – this total communication lag of seventy-four,
seventy-six trillion years, you see, where always – got some new vias introduced in there
someplace or another which makes just more and more lag.
Now, if we were to discover the basic communication of the physical universe and
find the primary via, you see, why we'd start to blow this whole thing. Well, actually we did
with “survive.” And it starts to blow this whole sequence of vias. The dynamic principle of
existence is survive. The one thing you cannot prove is that you will survive forever. Think it
over for a moment. How would you prove that? You'd survive forever, wouldn't you? See, it's
an unprovable, unendable game. The primary via is, is wait and see – what? Whether or not
you survive forever, of course!
Well, eventually you just get tired of that game a little bit so you start proving that you
didn't survive and so forth; but it's sitting on the basic postulate that you are going to. And
you haven't changed your first postulate when you put in the second postulate and you get an
interesting set of stuff In the printed edition of The Creation of Human Ability, the Axioms
and so forth that demonstrate this, go along with it, are all there. You can study them. But
what we're interested in right this minute is this business of research and development of
Dianetics and Scientology. And this has been the research and development of demonstration
of factors involved in life and its processes, activities and goals. Now, with this research and
development has been entirely based upon a very one-sided view which is why it is winning.
It isn't trying to make a new game, such as a game between me and the faculty by which I
prove conclusively that the professor of Bumpology at the University of Squawdump is
wrong in placing a comma in the fourth paragraph. I mean, this is – no game connected with
it.
And this is about the dirtiest trick that ever got played on the human race because it's
something you can't tackle headlong with any security at all. Because no barriers immediately
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get put up. You don't get the automatic game responses that should be put up immediately
You see what I mean? I mean, what we should be involved with right now is a knockdown,
drag-out fight with some school of psychology or psychologists in general. We kid about it,
but you notice that we're not doing anything about it. Well, the reason that we're not doing
anything about it is because the second we did, we'd simply erect a new series of barriers and
we would have a new game and a new via.
All right. What is a language? Let's go into this now. What is a language? A language
is a set of communication symbols which each one, themselves, are a complication. Now, in
view of the fact that we're only studying the symbol level of the Know to Mystery Scale –
we're just studying just this one level – let's just look at how many phenomena there might be
in just that one level and we get a good grasp on this. There are about three hundred thousand
words in English. That means there's that many complications which can be communicated as
complications. That's quite a lot, isn't it?
Now, the – that's one of those great big dictionaries – there's that many different words
in it and each one means just a little bit different than all others. Now, if you go into the
Oxford dictionary you get all the obsolete words too and all the misspelled ones and all the
foreign words in common usage and all the derivations of words and you get an awful lot of
games. So here is a very easy-to-observe, easy-to-duplicate game, isn't it? The game of
language. Which in itself contains, well let's be reasonable, for most people a vocabulary of
three-hundred thousand words is an unthinkably large vocabulary. Actually the average writer
in the English language has a vocabulary of about fifteen thousand words. The average
college student uses only about four hundred words. But that's still a lot of complications, isn't
it? A tremendous number of complications there to play with. Even four hundred
complications is more than you would care to address as an auditor in a quiet auditing session
some afternoon.
Now, if we think of each one of these words as a complication and if by complication
we mean a via and if the vias are there simply to make a game, we realize that each one of
these words is a kind of a little game all by itself. And then we recognize that there would be
at the widest stretch of it about fifteen thousand games the average person is playing. That's a
lot of games, isn't it? Fifteen thousand games the average person is playing, if he's very
intellectual and speaks the English language very well. And that's why it's so easy for
somebody by – like Korzybski to come along and make a game out of language itself That's
even why it's so easy for me to come along and say, “Look at those beautiful phrases in that
prenatal bank.” What a game that makes! Actually, it's a highly therapeutic game, but at the
same time, look at its complications. Because we're not talking now about the fifteen
thousand words, or even the four hundred words; we're talking about combinations of words
into aberrative language. And this, of course, shoots the moon. Let's say the average
vocabulary of four hundred is simply put into a lot of aberrative combinations and we
probably have thirty to forty thousand aberrative combinations.
We started, one time, in the first Foundation, to catalog aberrative phrases. And as a
matter of fact, you may have seen a list that was partially compiled of this. But I was highly
enthusiastic about this because it seemed to me to be a good idea, somebody to turn out a
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dictionary like this. But they came in after a while and they said to me, “Hey, you know, this
list is getting awfully long.”
So I said: Just a moment, let's take a look at this. And I said: Let's see the average
number of words known by a college student is four hundred, and let's just take four hundred
as a factor here and say that the – looking down your list there – the average number of words
in one of these phrases is about three and a half for all of these phrases (the half, I guess,
would be an “uh”) and now let's take the possibilities of combination of these four hundred.
And I started to write the multiple figure, just on this, and it was something that had to be
expressed practically with binary digits. I mean, it's a fantastically large number. Take four
hundred words and combine them, randomly, three and a half times, see. Ooooh!
And just as an example of this, I wrote down several words on slips of paper and
started to shove them around on the desk blotter. And out of these, just several slips, you see,
we just – combination after combination after combination. Of course, each one of these plays
a more complicated game than the last. Gorgeous, isn't it? The number of vias which are
introduced.
Well, that is simply no more and no less than the symbol level. And if we speak now
of the symbol level as a good sound measure, as the only measure, why we might have some
win in sight even so; if we were just going to knock out each and everyone of these word
combinations. But unfortunately, thinkingness can express more than symbols can express;
and that's just above that. And the number of combinations of effort or form available, which
is just above that, gets a little more complicated.
Male voice: Yes.
And if you go to Hollywood the numbers of kinds of sex involved becomes also very
complicated, doesn't it? The number of sexual symbols, activities, and so forth. Hum? So all
this begins to look like we're chewing off more than we can easily bite, unless we have the
key to all of these riddles. And the key to the riddles is the one thing that nobody would have
expected and that is that: The necessity to have a game is a necessity to cut communications.
Well, let's take the most elementary form of that. We take a fellow who wants to play
a game and, he wants to play a game called “conversation.” And he says to somebody, he
said, “How are you?”
Now do you realize that he has to cut his communication till the other fellow hears and
answers? Now theoretically, if you – if a scarcity of communication is very bad, we can
recognize something very good here: that all you'd have to do is keep up a steady flow of
communication and if you'd have to keep this communication formula just rolling from all
quarters and constantly and there wouldn't be any such thing as aberration, would there? But
you have to have a barrier to have a conversation, you have to have a barrier to have a game
and the thirst for barriers is tremendous.
Now, every game has posed terminals and a weenie. This communication particle (the
weenie) which flows around or gets changed or new particles or series of particles or
something like that. It's something these two terminals are trying to acquire. Terminal A: now
we're talking about cause as having mass and effect as having mass, you see. And we would
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have two terminals there; and what are they trying to do? They're trying to acquire this
communication particle, this weenie of some sort or another. One of them originates a
communication particle and it goes to the other one and then it is changed in some fashion or
another and it comes back and it is acknowledged.
Well, that is a very easy flow. But the amount of change of that communication
particle, the number of ways it can be shunted before it gets to effect when leaving cause, the
number of ways it can then get buried and not answered, and the number of ways cause can
avoid – original cause can avoid – acknowledging any answer given, all themselves go to
make up a tremendously interesting game. And when we get “B” as a terminal not
originating, we really get a complicated game. That's a real complicated game. So that we
have somebody out in the open and somebody very much in mystery as one of the game
forms, which is one of the favorite game forms of this universe.
Now we're so used to seeing a football game where the eleven men stand up at one end
of the field, visible, and eleven men stand up at the other end of the field, visible, and the
weenie (the football) gets thrown around and viaed and shunted and so forth, that we rather
tend to think of games as consisting of two known terminals. But let's take the game played in
the society. Let's take something less artificial than a football game. That's an artificial war
because everybody knows they're all good friends anyhow. They – nobody going to get killed,
they're not sincere. We also know that the boys will all be through with their alma mater. And
by the way professional football is nowhere near as successful as college football; that is to
say, people go to see college games. Well, actually I won't go see a college game because I
know most of those players are on the payroll.
I was, by the way, the first boy in America to bust that story to the print – to the
newspapers: professional paid football players on college teams. I didn't get expelled for it,
my fellow editor got expelled. But he didn't really get expelled, he just simply got disgusted.
And he is now one of the top sports editors of America. But the two of us found that college,
the college – our own college – was paying, considerable salary under the name of
scholarships and bonuses and things like that, to good football players in order to make a
good football team. And they were getting in more money at the stadium for every game than
they were getting in through the tuition window. And this was an interesting story, we
thought. So we broke it in the college paper and broke it over the Scripps-Howard newschain,
which I was associate editor of the paper and my pal was also a sports reporter, as well as a
student, on the paper.
Well, now why would that story make a shock? It would merely demonstrate the
insincerity of the game. These fellows are being paid to play. In other words, it's really not a
college game, it isn't college spirit, it isn't the viciousness and earnestness of a bunch of
college boys at all; it's just how much paycheck is there in it and, therefore, it is a mercenary
game, so the sincerity of the game would be then doubted.
Now, I used to go down into Virginia when I wanted to see football. I'm sure the boys
in professional football played very, very good and vicious football. It's just that it isn't quite
as sincere as it might be. You see, I mean, you know why they're there, they're really not
representing anything. There isn't a big background to this push. I used to go down into
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Virginia and watch high schools playing football, and boy, that's football, that's murder.
Those boys get so mad at the other school and so on. So it's definitely – definitely here you
have two terminals at work. But you have an enormous amount of sincerity involved, in this
and it makes quite a game. It's just the definiteness or the amount of purpose.
So amount of purpose is apparently a deciding factor in the game. How dedicated an
individual is to this game: that is the criteria. And of course if the basic game were survive,
naturally you would get this as a very fine game indeed. You talk about dedication and
sincerity; this fellow has got to go the entire of forever in order to prove the point that he has
at least stayed with the game. And that's quite a game, isn't it?
But, therefore, we have a tendency to think of game – because it's talked down to us
when we're little kids – to think of game as something that is light, airy and has no real point.
And we think of life and sincerity and dedication and so forth as something which is grim and
very serious and so on. Well, trying to make this game called MEST universe very serious is a
hard job! You recognize that the fellow must know basically that when he kicks off he's
always got another chance of one kind or another somewhere. He simply backs out. There
isn't any single black five – and you can remember this when somebody is terribly upset – we
had a case like this very recently. Somebody was terribly upset because his wife was going to
die and he wanted to make sure that this girl did not just – you know, she was dying of cancer
and there was nothing to be done about it, too far gone and all that – and he wanted to make
sure that this person didn't get stuck in the body or something of this sort. And his worry was
entirely foolish. The trick is to try to get stuck in one. And a person is successful at that, they
feel pretty good about it. The moment this person died why, this person was separate, and
that's all. Because the body machinery itself would stop cooperating in pulling in the energy
masses to which the thetan was holding.
You follow this? The moment the body stops cooperating in the contest, why, the
thetan – it's almost impossible for him to stay within the confines and the space of the body.
Out he goes, swish! Now occasionally, under great shock and duress, he will join the body
entity for a short time, few generations, and then all of a sudden why, there will be another
shock of some sort or another or a peaceful death or something and he will back out and say,
“My golly, what am I doing here!” But sooner or later, it all comes apart again.
Now, what's this about a hidden terminal I was talking about? It's very – it makes a
very, very satisfactory game. Well, that is this seriousness trying to be added to it, you see,
this mystery. Now, when you stop communication as often as it is stopped in life, you're
bound to sooner or later get on the tail end of one of these communication horseshoes a
mystery, no answer at all, you see, no reply or no acknowledgment. So that we get a game,
which is a rather complex game, of a known terminal versus an unknown terminal. And
instead of an unknown cause, we get an unknown effect point.
And that would be police and criminals – just as an example of this – police and
criminals. You see the cops around here, they are very visible, aren't they? Well, they're –
they think they're at the causative end of the arrest line, but they're actually the effect end of
the crime line, aren't they? And crime itself is out of sight, invisible and unknown. You see
what a – what a dizzy pair of horseshoes this makes? And so we get these cops rushing
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around like mad and eventually, by the way, a cop will question somebody about this. He'll
try to – he'll put something there to keep from having a mystery there continuously and
forever and so on, and he eventually starts to pick upon honest citizens. And you get this –
this reversal of police societies.
Now, you've probably, on the track somewhere, run into a police society or two, where
the – all of the honest citizens, you might say, or anybody who was constructive in the society
was a criminal: definition of criminal. This fellow would do something or something of the
sort. And definition of a non-criminal in this particular thing was somebody who would only
be dedicated to destruction and mopping it all up and shooting everybody in sight.
We had an example of this here on Earth, not very long ago, when the German Reich
turned into a criminal state. Hitler, for instance, could not even vaguely succeed to the rule of
Germany without the assistance of the entire German criminal population. This criminal
population turned into a Schutzstaffel and we had anybody who was productive in Germany,
even vaguely, being immediately victimized, promptly.
Well, the police would look, you see, for the unknown terminal and they'd look for the
unknown terminal, look for the unknown terminal, until finally, they would elect one;
anything that was handy. But that is an end of a game; that ends a game to a very, very
marked degree and starts another game. So that the game is we have a mysterious terminal
and it's our purpose and desire to push this mysterious terminal into view, and if we fail to put
it into view, we will then substitute for the mysterious terminal an entirely different terminal.
And so we have psychoanalysis. We have Freud being very rational, thorough and a
highly competent investigator in 1884. Marvelous piece of investigation. He was doing – he
was working with Breuer, they were discovering the unconscious release buttons and they
were making people well; free association just without further qualification was being
undertaken and it was very successful.
But Freud, in 1894, all of a sudden raised the unknown terminal into a known position.
See how he – how that went? He actually was chasing an unknown; a hidden terminal, a
hidden terminal, a hidden terminal, and he failed often enough to find this hidden terminal in
cases, so that at length, it was necessary for him to put a known terminal into view; whether
true or false. That's mostly because he was playing this game with an enormous amount of
sincerity and seriousness. It became a life and death matter with this man that he place into
view something. You get the feeling of desperation. For somebody to come up at the end of
the Victorian age with something as highly antipathetic to the public as the libido theory,
which he announced in 1894, well to less – a less able, less fast-footed man this simply would
have ended his career. It didn't end his career, simply because it was the end of the Victorian
age.
Now, here we had an example of this, of a known terminal being shove – I mean,
pardon me – an unknown terminal being suddenly labeled and shoved into view without the
unknown terminal being shoved into view, you see? We've got to have a terminal there, so we
put one there and we say this is the reason and cause for everything. And then, within –
within a very short time he was apologizing all over the place and writing all sorts of books
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and so forth on this to explain that sexual really meant social,- way off – see, and let's qualify
this and make it a more acceptable terminal. He devoted nearly all of this time thereafter to
making this libido theory an acceptable theory; which is the other thing these people do. And
that in research and investigation has almost always been the end product: is trying
desperately to make this answer, now shoved into view, intensely acceptable. And that is the
whole dedication.
You will discover people around, all too often – Well, we had a boy in here the other
day from San Francisco, who was spending most of his time, just this, he was spending most
of his time trying to make this sudden shown-up terminal acceptable.
Well, the way to handle it in research and investigation is to be less eager to find that
as the known terminal and much more careful in scouting around to find out if there isn't
another terminal there too. And it is to this that you devote your time, not to convincing
people that this terminal has been found. You don't spend your time convincing anybody
about anything, you just keep looking. That's a game in itself. But here we have – here we
have an actual condition which has resulted in the society in – here on Earth particularly –
where the eagerness of – you know, “It's got to be serious, it's got to be sincere,” and so forth
– culminates in – pardon me, it's very, very well assisted. Earth is not the heaviest gravity
planet that ever existed but its gravity will do. It'll do. And we find that here on this planet,
and if not on many other planets, that the effort toward sincerity has culminated in a loss of a
game. Well today, today we look over this very easily, very quick view here, we find
something fascinating. We find that the barriers are all here. So. You don't ins infer there's a
game simply because the barriers are there, by the way. Game requires actual punitive action
and continuing communication. Here are all the barriers. But here is an Earth filled with
automatic machinery at every hand and all of it very complicated too, believe me, so that if
you moved out – let's say we did in or did for the carburetor plants of the world. Wow! Oooh!
I was fascinated, one day, to discover that the game has become so particular in the
field of soldering, just soldering, that a new company entered in some machinery which was
soldered as a difference from other such units and so on, and their equipment was just falling
to pieces left and right. They had failed to discover how soldering is really done. And we find
that there are only a few companies in the United States and only a few people in the United
States who really have the big know-how on how to solder up a great mass of wires and tubes
and equipment and so forth. And that it is quite a particular job. So that when a company
undertook this sort of thing without consulting the people who really knew this game of
soldering, why this equipment just was unworkable. And they finally had to break down and
farm out manufacture to companies who were used to doing this kind of work. Well, gee
whiz, you know that's getting awfully specialized, that's getting awfully particular!
A fellow is as able in playing a game as he can, under duress, and if he has to, play a
number of roles. Now, we find the British machinist is not so far graduated away from the
handmade age that he has forgotten how to wear a number of hats. Similarly the Spaniard,
Spanish mechanic has not gone so far from this. For instance, there are several incidents I
could mention of very complicated pieces of machinery being missing, just utterly missing
anywhere in the country and just Lord knows how many air hours and how much
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complication away, and I have had British and Spanish machinists, both alike, without turning
a hair suddenly turn over to the lathe and the drill press and the file and go to work. And in
one of these cases, they turned out the complete assembly for the steering gear of a car. Have
you any idea of the pitch of worm gears and the intricate fittings of that sort of thing?
Well, the other day, here in this country, a machinist found out that he didn't have a
long enough – pardon me, a short enough bolt. Every bolt he had there was over a quarter of
an inch too long to fit the hole. So he didn't finish the job! It was not his business to cut bolts.
Well now, he was a long time away from the tradition of somebody who would just make a
bolt, see. And so he didn't even think of cutting the end of the bolt off. He waits for
everything to be manufactured. In the absence of a manufactured product, he simply stands
there and looks at the thing broken down and says, “There's nothing I can do about it.”
Requires the manufactured product.
The other day, an electrical motor I saw taken back clear across the United States to be
rewound. There was nothing uncommon about this electric motor at all. They rewind them in
shops all over town. But this particular agency was not aware of this. They thought that a
motor when it was burned out was burned out and that was the end of it and they had to ship it
back to the factory, so they did so. And this whole factory operates its agencies in the United
States like this. And the name of that company is General Electric. Motors don't get rewound
anymore in their agencies, they get sent back to the factory. Well, they might have had some –
lots of reason for this but, boy, this starts to make an awfully complicated game, doesn't it?
Nobody in those agencies can wear any other hat than “Sign on the dotted line; move in the
equipment. If the proper bolts are present, bolt it down.” This is not what you might say fluid.
You don't have an easily movable game.
Now, we take medicine today. The general practitioner is getting so rare that they even
write full feature-length stories about him in Look magazine. He's getting this rare. One he
found was found to exist in the middle of New York City and they wrote this whole article
about him. Old Doctor Pottenger, the very great old man of tuberculosis, who has startled the
medical profession many, many times by simply going up to somebody and putting his hand
on the fellow's chest and saying, “Oh, my, two spots!” and so forth. Unassisted by x-rays or
anything else, diagnosed it. By the way, they put – this was – got to be such a hot point in the
medical profession, they put up twenty-five people with or without and with varying degrees
of tuberculosis on a stage before a medical conference and old Doc Pottenger went down the
whole line, simply put his hands on their chests, one after the other, and diagnosed exactly –
corroborated by x-rays – and exceeding x-rays to this degree: he wrote down the length of
time each one of the people had left, you see, if he had tuberculosis. And his prognostication
of two of the cases was exactly accurate, whereas all other prognostications were wrong on it.
In other words, he was doing a better job simply by touching their chests. This old man said
to me one time – I knew him, he was a nice guy – he said to me one time, he said: “The
trouble with the medical profession today is specialization.” He said, “It's all I can do,” he
said, “to put up with this ridiculous position in which I find myself of being an expert and a
specialist in tuberculosis.” The old man could whittle up tibias and carve out appendixes and
cure sinusitis and do a lot of other things, you see, but the public pressure on the subject of
tuberculosis simply kept him anchored in that particular field.
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Now, when a fellow loses his ability to wear a number of hats, we might as well say
the sentence has too many words. When a fellow loses his ability to wear a number of hats he
of course, loses his ability. That is when a fellow loses his ability. We might as well put the
period there. That's how you lose ability. You get so specialized, you get so fixated on known
or unknown terminals, you see, that no flexibility can occur thereafter and so no change of
game can occur. And when you have everybody getting fixated upon highly specialized
terminals, you get this very interesting condition, this tremendously fascinating condition:
They're fixed on their own terminals, not on anybody else's, and by definition a game requires
two players. See that?
Female voice: Uh-huh.
All right. So we have, in this world today, we have some interesting bric-a-brac,
tokens, lying around from old games. Every kid out here, if you were to give him a pair of
big, holstered six-guns and so forth, he'd be a very, very happy boy. That's just a token of an
ancient game. The fellows when they are taught medicine, they know they're going to
specialize in a certain direction and so they – everybody makes a lick and a promise of
teaching them something else. That's a token of old games, the game of the general
practitioner you see, still being dramatized. We have enormous numbers of tokens and
amongst them is the battleship, the destroyer, the cruiser and the aircraft carrier. Amongst
these tokens we have here on Earth – old games which will never again be played – definition
of a token. The weenie of an old game, the weenie or terminal of an old game which will
never again be played. That's a token. That's, by the way, anything Freud meant by tokens is
explained by that and anything anybody else ever meant by these things. We find this fellow
smoking a pipe and we find out his grandfather smoked a pipe and his grandfather's dead and
he liked his grandfather very much, that's a token, first-book token.
All right. We have airplanes, we have bombers, we have bomber pilots, we have
infantrymen, we have rifles. The use of an infantryman, of course, is not entirely limited to
fighting battles. The infantryman is also dedicated to sweeping the streets, barracks and things
like that. So we could say offhand that he has not terribly lost – completely lost the terminal.
Somebody's liable to come up brightly and say, “Well, he can always be used as a police
force.”
Actually an army is the means by which a government keeps its own population in
line. That's to a marked degree true. But no army is ever trained as a police force. These boys
are not trained as police and they would not even vaguely be effective against the local
citizenry. They could shoot all the citizens with artillery, you see, or they could level all the
houses, but this is not being a police force. And turned loose in an area to be a police force, I
would say that the most notable failures of all time were chalked up in World War II, where
military government was suddenly usurped by a company or a regiment or a battalion
commander or something of this sort, of an area. The amount of no government and no
policing which immediately ensued was gorgeous to behold. In the first place, could you
imagine using an M-1 in the streets of the city? The thing has a killing carrying range of a
couple of miles. See? This is – becomes completely idiotic. In the first place, the bullet would
go through the man you were shooting. All of their weapons, to this degree, really are
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weapons designed to be used against other armies and other infantrymen. In the absence of
other armies and other infantrymen then we must consider all these weapons a token.
There are many other things which are interesting tokens here on Earth. The – well as
far as that's concerned, the tank. Anyone of these very high-priced items which is still being
built madly by the various governments of Earth is completely obsolete. And I do mean
completely now. We could have said with some reservation this – if we were talking now in –
in 1946, yes, there's a possibility – was a possibility in 1946 such weapons, such tokens
would again be used in the game called war. But not today. Not today. In the first place, the
guided missile is sufficiently well developed as to completely throw aside any possibility of
using bombers if you were doing a serious attack upon the enemy. Therefore if – the guided
missile, furthermore, cannot be intercepted by any man-propelled plane. It can be intercepted
by a small rocket which is another little guided missile. So we have an automatic machine
fighting an automatic machine.
But where do tanks come in on this? Somebody says, “Well it's always the infantry
that's got to pin down the territory.” What are you going to put this infantry into, may I ask?
Completely two-foot-thick lead shields so they can walk through the area that's been bombed!
I mean, what is the – what are you going to use this infantry for? Who's – who's going to – ?
Now, they're up there at the level of the continent buster. There are only a few people
playing this game. You could say the United States Senate and, just to be polite, but the truth
of the matter is that if the United States Senate were asked to deliberate on whether or not war
would – we have never declared, by the way, an aggressive war to amount to anything – if the
United States Senate were to debate or be permitted to debate on whether or not we were
going to attack Russia, the signal would be adequately telegraphed forward to Russia so that
the US would be hit first. So, you see, this couldn't occur so the US Senate is not a player
anymore. They are not players and neither is Congress. Very possibly the president –
president of the United States probably a player – possibly. But the probability is is he has
this all set up automatically in some fashion or another, in case he's out playing golf or
something. And we find then that there would probably be the people who made, and the
people who will service or who do service, and the people who built the launching platforms
for, and the people who will touch the actual button of' the nuclear weapon, are part of this
game. But is it a game?
In the first place – in the first place as we look at it as a game, we find out that these
people could not be considered nationalists. You see, they wouldn't be playing on the side of a
national team really, because to loose such a nuclear weapon today, would be to endanger and
practically ruin forever and aye the atmosphere of Earth. So I would say it was these people
versus the human race. But the human race isn't fighting back. It isn't even offering even
vaguely a resistance.
There has to be some sort of resistance. It's not even really trying to cut
communications with this. It's not really doing anything with regard to this missile. Here and
there some guy like myself happened to know a little more about it. Somebody else would
sound off about it occasionally, just about the existence of this thing. But that's not a game. It
would probably get up into a game twenty-four hours after they declared it, if any of us
survived. I know I would take the most peculiar and delicious delight if I knew the current
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roster at the time, and if I were left alive, in going and finding these boys, because I would
still find their flesh not entirely impervious to a high-velocity explosive bullet. But I would be
willing to utilize this token. Now that sounds very bloody and very vicious on my part, but
remember it would be after the fact that I would be willing to do it. Because it would be very
silly to do it before the fact. They'd just hire somebody else. So it's not a good game at all. It's
not a good game.
The game the nations were depending on to keep their populaces interested was a
game called war. And that game is over. It's the – it's the boys who press the buttons and
handle the stuff – the boys who press the buttons versus the rest of the human race. But the
human race isn't fighting back and isn't even a target, you might say. These fellows, if they
stop and thought for a moment, are not trying to obliterate the human race. The human race
would just kind of get in the road. So you see what sort of a game this is?
Well, here you have all the barriers, the tanks; you see you've got all of the gimmicks,
the bric-a-brac of games, tokens of games lying around, which makes people think that a
game must be in progress for somebody somewhere. See? And yet is there a game in
progress? Well, you could still say yes, there are some minor games in progress; there are
some minor games of one kind or another going on. There's always a game when there's two
guys alive – there will still be a game of some sort going on between them. But it's a minor
game. There is no real fourth dynamic game then, unless somebody comes up and stands up
and represents the fourth dynamic and takes these other boys by the scruff of the neck – who
are, in this case, the unknown terminal, you see, the hidden terminal – and does something
about this that's very, very active and brutal. In other words, a game could be made, but no
game exists.
And there is your – I'm – the only reason I'm talking about this is I haven't the,
actually, the least notion right now of doing anything on that particular level in any of the
patterns I have outlined. There wouldn't be any point in doing any of this. They'd just hire
somebody else and they'd get snarled up in some other fashion; because there are too many
guys around who can't play a game. See, they have all the bric-a-brac of the game but they're
not playing a game.
That – by the way, if you categorize a rough case just on this basis only, you say, “this
boy can't play a game.” In other words, he can't do 8-C, he can't do this, he can't play a game.
He does this with protest, he wants to know why, and so on. A preclear processes as easily as
he can still play a game. All right. Your black five has all of the barriers, all of the spaces, all
of the hidden terminals around with which to play a game; and he's not playing one. He really
isn't playing a game if he's playing a completely unknown game, because all terminals are
unknown, including himself. So there'd be nobody playing this game. Here is a complete
playing field around which we have a ball rolling occasionally, you see. You see what he has
done? He has actually ended the game and he has all the bric-a-brac for the game and he has
tremendous tokens of game, but he doesn't have a game – not a game by which he would be
willing to unveil some of his abilities. His perforce action is to narrow his abilities sufficiently
that he will again get a game. Now understand this: He thinks if he narrows his abilities just a
little bit more, he will get a game. The bottom is right there, you see. He's got lots of barriers.
There's no game going on. And therefore he doesn't feel like he's alive.
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And there is the definition of being alive: having a game.
You want to be alive, have a game. That's about all there can be said about it. The
amount of communication that an individual does determines directly the amount of life he
experiences. He does not experience any life if he does not communicate beyond simply
sitting still someplace off on the side. He could do this, but he wouldn't have a game nor
would he feel very alive. I heard of one silly government sitting out in one galaxy that simply
sat there and knew everything there was to know everyplace that was going on in the galaxy.
They did nothing about it. You see, they had total communication and no game.
The case that you protest against most often has shut all communications and no game.
He's trying to shut all communications and no game. So having total communication and no
game is equally undesirable as having total barriers and no communication.
Okay.
(End of lecture)

9ACC

167

16.12.09

HISTORY AND DEVELOPMENT
OF PROCESSES: QUESTION
AND ANSWER PERIOD
A lecture given on
17 December 1954

That would be the end of him. The guy would go so far down into a degradation that
he would simply shift entirely away from the entire area of the planet. Such a-.
Female voice: Come here.
Huh?
Female voice: Come here, would he?
Well, this isn't the worst planet by a long ways. But he could. He could come here.
Female voice: Where would be the worst one?
Oh, I don't know. They get pretty bad.
Female voice: You know, it's SO disappointing-.
There's another universe that's a hell of a lot worse than this. Oh, much.
Female voice: Why?
There are about seven universes – pardon me, there are about six universes south of
this one. Oh, because of the monotony of constituency of the universe, that is to say no
variation to amount to anything in it and yet the people inhabiting it yet capable of
considerable complexity, unable to achieve any complexity at all. How would you like a
universe of mud? There is one. Nothing but mud.
Female voice: This is the thing that's so disappointing. These people that you
mentioned have that – such terrific intelligence of individual mind, this man on Marcabian,
being on a planet you mentioned; and yet, they seem to lack, from what I've heard of them,
any basic goodness. I mean there seems to be such a... It's so very disappointing.
You see, this planet's not necessarily good or bad, it's just that the games which have
evolved in there are heavy planet type games. They have a lot to do with space opera, they
have a lot to do with cops and robbers and so on, and their technology is quite superior and
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quite advanced. It's the kind of a – you see, a great intelligence doesn't necessarily denote
either a great moral principle or a freedom.
Female voice: So that as thetans, they may – might be lower than we are actually.
Oh, yes. Yes. Yes. But their whole idea is to get people inside. You could imagine,
you could imagine a planet made out of a population all of whom had an insane, compulsive
exteriorization. How would you – how would this look to you?
The heavy, the heavy-planet boys are the ones that, have occasionally attracted my
great interest. They start working immediately with radioactive stuff; they never go through a
fire stage. See, they never, never have the civilizing influence of fire. Fire is a civilizer, and
you have to work and you have to get quite complicated with fire. If you had boundless
supplies of radioactive materials; if everybody around was more or less conditioned to
radioactive – radioaction of one type or another, you would discover that you had no real lack
of fuel. So you could do some fabulous things mechanically; you could set up in the physical
universe some fabulous mechanics. You could build a space wagon that would run for an
awfully long time. You see? And you could do all sorts of things like this.
But what they do is, is they never learn how to be civilized before they have the tools
and weapons which require an enormously advanced civilization to control. Now, somebody
very bright comes up in that society where everything is very easy for everybody, you see,
you know no great lack of fuel or anything like that. And somebody real bright suddenly turns
up either by his experience or something of the sort, and he finds himself in the interesting
position of having to use his intelligence on a suppressive line if he is going to survive at all
or if the society's even going to stay there for a moment. The criminality of such a society is
fantastic! The amount of criminal action that you would consider criminal action. The amount
of respect for the individual is zero. Why? Here you had a society evolving in the presence of
enormous quantities of fuel, which – anyone of which fuels would supplant any ability of a
thetan. Now that is a type of Garden of Eden which would backfire, wouldn't it?
Such a civilization is the civilization of Marcab. For instance, anybody approaching –
this was some little time ago – anybody approaching a particular judge there – would find
himself, if he was considered to be in contempt of court or anything like that, simply fried
since there was a curtain of radioactive material which went clear across the front of the
bench anywhere that a witness or anybody would stand, and so on. Push button. This judge,
of course, had the right to do this. What gave him the right to do this? The possession of the
control of a great many radioactive substances. So we would not have any idea of mores or
morals based on anything else but forte main. We had a civilization here on Earth which was
based very heavily on forte main in the Dark Ages. Forte main – might made right. Now, that
was all there was to that.
Male voice: Not-is, not-is, not-is. Yeah.
Female voice: Is – are there any places in the universe where the thetans are at a high
level and where ethics do exist?
Oh, yes! Yes, yes, yes. Oh, my, yes. To a much greater degree than here. However,
they have been very civilized. As far as technology is concerned what's real wild, what's real
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wild is the degree to which all of these civilizations are running on the automatic evolution
which has simply taken place without any real inquiry into the situation. There's the entrance
point of the MEST universe – we hear about this often – is not an entrance point of the MEST
universe at all, but it is a bunch of people who claim they are the entrance point of the MEST
universe and who indoctrinate people into entering this particular universe. But the people are
already in it. There's some of the Planet Builder's Societies which existed in this galaxy and
have since gone practically out of existence in this galaxy.
Female voice: Gone broke, have they?
Huh?
Female voice: Gone broke. They must have gone broke.
Actually, the amount of planet building which goes on in this galaxy now is practically
zero; it's no longer in that nebulous state which invites planet building, you know, in great
quantities. The action of building a planet was all very friendly and all very nice and
everything was fine at this end of this galaxy for quite some long time. And then as the game
started to go to pieces we started getting people hiding the automaticities, you know, hiding
parts of this game, and it made automaticities; and the planet builders who were in this
particular area went by the boards. See, they went rapidly by the boards. Why? Well, just
simply on the basis of the game. You see? Anytime you get an ended game, you get a chaos
of one kind or another. People don't necessarily learn from this chaos.
You take, for instance, this society going now on a evolutionary cycle of the – such a
parallelism to so many societies' evolutionary cycles that it doesn't look like a game to me.
See? It just looks like a big bumbling automaticity that a bunch of intelligences get to work
and they suddenly work themselves into a point of where there's only a handful of guys on the
planet who can play the game; and that game is blowing up this particular planet.
Male voice: The cycle of existence.
Huh?
Male voice: The cycle of existence.
The cycle of existence, right! All right.
There is – there are several lessons. But there's some existences, which are not
necessarily antipathetic towards survival, but these are where people are willing to make
games out of things. Instead of – the one thing that nobody has ever learned, though, as a
cardinal rule, has simply been this: The way you end a game, the way you end a game must
include in it a way to make a new game.
And the ending of a game can be a very serious affair, can be a very – a very
catastrophic affair as any preclear may have experienced. You suddenly get him over his
lumbago and that is his favorite game. And it's a hell of a game, if you want my candid
opinion, to go gimping around all the time; that's his total game. And you get him over this
game and he gets mad as hell at you; he gets real mad at you. Well, if you simply go around
ending lumbago, such as maybe chiropracty or something like this would do, you're playing
up the line of a great liability. The only safe way to process would be a direction which we
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have always more or less processed toward and never articulated particularly and that is an
increase in general ability so it naturally increases the individual's ability to have a game.
Don't be surprised that you practically clear somebody rather easily and then find him out
there in the insurance business, see, instead of staying with Scientology or doing something
for you or somebody else. You've improved his ability to have a game. He'll go out and get a
job, he'll go out and do something, he'll go out and learn how to play a piccolo or anything,
see? But he is playing a game. Now, you get no kickback from this preclear, but also at the
same time you lose him.
Female voice: The point is there – I mean, those that – those that do that are very
limited – limited in another direction as well. They're limiting themselves deliberately in
order to play that game. But with processing most preclears they get a glimpse of what they
could be or it tends to generate them a jolly sight harder than anything they've got.
Well, you're processing toward truth, and have consistently. The only time that we
would really get into trouble is supposing we had a process whereby the snap of the fingers on
the part of the auditor would restore the complete use of the right leg, which has been
paralyzed up to date, you see? All right, pang, see, and that leg is then restored. You are going
to get chaos. Just as they got chaos a couple of thousand years ago here on this very planet.
You see that? With no volition on the individual's part at all, he was suddenly cured of
leprosy. Yaaaah! Now, we don't find any of these, really, many of these people that were
cured in this fashion suddenly following in the van and doing all sorts of things, you know,
we didn't find this at all. But we found an awful lot of people ganging up to hang this man,
didn't we, huh? That civilization couldn't rest until they got him on the cross, nailed tight.
We have no slightest idea how many miracles – because of the later impact we can't
doubt the fact that something happened then and that somebody existed at that time; we –
something happened, there was somebody around. But the very violence of this seems to
denote that a great many more people were affected than are commonly listed. And we
discover obscure mentions in the various books of the Bible of this and that happening, such
as seventy disciples going out and they're supposed to heal everybody in sight.
Male voice: If you cured – if you take six psychos and you just, you know, magically
waved a wand and they're well, what would happen to all the people around them? How
would they feel, the people around them who had a vested interest in their psychotic, that's –
Well, they'd want to hang you, of course.
Male voice: ...other people's games. Mmm.
Male voice: It's real hard to make some of these psychos, and you come along and
mess that up: silly boy! Mmm. The psycho, of course, being so helpless is very easy to own as
a terminal.
Male voice: Oh, boy.
Male voice: Oh, it's true.
Yeah. And similarly, a person who is – who is in bed. But increasing an ability as we
have, well, almost always done to some degree or another, we have escaped in Dianetics and
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in Scientology this tremendous kickback that has practically ruined several fields. Which has
caused, by the way, the Christian Church to almost utterly abandon healing as any sincere
endeavor.
But the raising of ability is a very secure line of action. But raising ability to do what?
See? To play a game, and that is a very, very secure, good, easy thing to do.
I had a fascinating thing occur one time, with a couple. I might tell you about it just
apropos of nothing. The wife and the husband had been quite quarrelsome one with the other,
in other words, their game was fighting each other. And I processed the husband. And it
looked like it was going to be the standard line of where then the wife would get mad and this
would blow fuses in all directions. But the husband changed a consideration which was an
interesting consideration to change: That a woman, was not a legitimate opponent. A woman
was something you fought over or fought about, not somebody you fought with.
Now, whether this is true or false we're not interested, but he did change his
consideration to this degree. And it changed the marital relationship, but the marital
relationship hung together. This is probably a little bit more, well, atavistically, possibly a
little closer to the truth. This fellow had been raised by a great many sisters and he had gotten
firmly fixed with this idea that the person you fought with was a woman; he was absolutely
fixed on this kind of a combat terminal. And that, of course, is a very silly combat terminal.
I mean, he would have to stay down in the field of argument, of thinking, you know, of
doing this and that to carry the fight – nagging and fault finding, to carry the fight forward at
all, you see? In view of the fact that he was not a small man and if he'd ever wound up and hit
a woman as hard as he could, you see, he probably would have killed her. So it was a
completely stopped flow. He was holding himself back from entering into physical combat all
the time. All because of course, you could say, his early indoctrination. But actually simply
because of a mistaken terminal.
What did happen and also might be of interest to you, is that he discovered some other
things he could fight. There were other things around; there were other terminals. And he had
been neglecting his business most gorgeously. He ran a chain of service stations and he'd just
been neglecting his business and neglecting the employees and neglecting the attendants, you
know, and the managers and so forth and he started to go to war with these boys. And they
found that he was not a legitimate opponent as far as they were concerned and they just quit
fighting with him and immediately went to work and he became very successful.
Female voice: What happened to the wife?
In this particular case, as it might or might not be in many, many cases, the sudden
release of constant bickering as far as he was concerned and his sudden understanding of her,
or that is to say his putting up with what she was doing, he wasn't looking for every chance to
claw her eyes out or do something of the sort – made her go find somebody else to fight with
too. But she didn't go on trying to fight with him. Now, in just as many cases you could say
possibly that she'd suddenly find no terminal there to fight with and she would pack up and
leave or she would go into apathy or she would get sick or something bad would occur. In this
case it didn't occur.
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His attitude to her was thoroughly changed. Anytime that a husband suddenly starts to
bring home flowers and take somebody out to a theater just because of something he wanted
to do, you see, not even necessarily because (which I was amused at) not necessarily because
he wanted to make up to his wife for anything, but this was the proper thing you did for a
woman. He evidently went back on a pattern of about 1850 or something like that, one of
these older patterns of treatment of a woman. I mean, he just was nice to her and gave her
things and so forth and was very tolerant of her. There was no fight possible because this was
not somebody you would fight with.
Male voice: Is there some way you can do something about – I know one fellow like
an Irishman in a pub and only – everybody's too small for him. He's looking for somebody to
start a fight with. This guy's probably going frantic because he can't do it, he's – either it's not
worth it or else they're above and beyond fighting with him. Can something be done for him
directly?
Well, I'd give him a nice big mountain to fight.
I'd get him fighting mountains and oil wells. He has his attention too firmly fixed on
people as a target. It's very easy for a thetan to tackle MEST.
Yes?
Male voice: On the process that you talked about before having the writer mock up
using communications. Would you run that before 8-C?
On this particular writer? Remember that any subjective process has the liability that
it's not going to be done. I would not vaguely process anybody until I was – on a subjective
process – until I was awfully sure that they were capable of obeying an order which I myself
gave them. They might not find themselves – they might not obey the orders from life itself,
you see, they might be so far out of communication still that they would only obey – you
know, we didn't run it too long, we didn't run it very long – but we certainly did get them up
to the point where they would obey the auditor's order. And only then – you see, they'd still be
comm lagging and doing other things but they were doing it, see, they were trying. Only safe
thing, I mean the only thing you could worry about is that they would skid suddenly. So when
I do a subjective process on somebody, I intersperse them with 8-C. I let them go subjective
until I find that they seem to be wandering or combative with me. And then instead of fighting
with them, which they obviously want to do, I show them that there are some more terminals
around by having them touch the walls and so forth and then I go on and process them with
some other process.
Male voice: How long would you do that?
Hum?
Male voice: Is 8-C interspersed in there?
Just until I was absolutely sure he was following orders.
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Male voice: I was running him on steps one and three on SOP 8-C and about every,
oh, ten minutes – no, about every five minutes for a while on Holding Corners, then, “Hey, go
over and touch the wall,” do it about twice, send him back, and go on for a while.
Uh-huh.
Male voice: It didn't take much.
Curious. In this particular case this fellow has had quite a few hours of 8-C. There's
only one trouble with this particular boy: His activity in life. His most recent activity in life
operates as a tremendous barrier to him. And that is very much of a thinkingness activity. He
basically wasn't looking for any terminals to fight, you see? He was simply putting ideas
down on pieces of paper and all of his fighting was intensely synthetic – it was all on the
pieces of paper amongst various characters with a complete stuck flow. Now, this individual
possibly could be run on enough 8-C to snap him out of it. There's no doubt about it that it
was therapeutic. But what I'm talking about is the rehabilitation of a single ability. And that
would make the grade.
Female voice: Hey, you said something else this time; you said he didn't have any
outflow power. Now, we can think of writers, for instance, Heinlein has outflows toward
sometimes.
Female voice: And some of these other things we have to outflow toward, which is
quite different than just putting...
Another thing is...
Female voice: ...it down on paper.
... is practically no writers today ever tell stories. There are a few of them around, the
better ones do. They tell stories to groups of people. And, you find somebody who is rather
moody and a little bit having trouble with the society or with people and you put him into the
field of writing and you've got real trouble because he's going to get a stuck flow sooner or
later. He's at least never going to get any acknowledgment.
For instance, the damnedest guy I ever knew – he is a louse, he is a dog, there is no
doubt about this – a fellow by the name of George Bruce, and he's writing out for MGM, or
was, making quite a bit of money. He used to write aviation stories and so on. And this guy
possessed the facility – the only reason which kept him going as long as he did – he possessed
this enormous facility for being able to take a crowd of casual people and tell them some
exciting adventure one way or the other and I don't care if it was an awfully big room, they,
even the waiters serving the cocktails over there, would just get thoroughly wrapped up in this
– in this fantastic story which everybody knew was probably a horrible lie anyhow. But they
would all get wrapped up in it and they would laugh in the right places, you know, and then
look horrified; and to do that in this blase', modern society is quite a trick, quite a trick to get
very much in social – you go out on parties or something like that. It's fantastic. Well, George
Bruce was still able to do this. I never saw the like of it. I mean, I've sat there and listened to
this boy tell some of the most horrible swindles and complete utter lies and actually have seen
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waitresses stop at tables, just stand there with their dishes in their hand listening to this. It –
his presence was terrific.
Well once upon a time, probably in Shakespeare's day and earlier on the track and so
on, ninety percent of a fellow's writing was probably done this way. And then he would
sometimes put it down because his friends insisted and then it would get into a published
form. Published form was very secondary. Here the published form is primary. And that will
murder off art everyday of the week. We find in the Renaissance, who was it, was it
Michelangelo that used to go around and announce the fact he'd been there by drawing a
perfect circle on his friend's door? He was the only one in town that could draw a perfect
circle absolutely freehand. You know, pang! And we discover in the earlier part of this
century the – and the last part of the last century the painters around Paris, and so forth, just
didn't care who the hell they painted for. They'd paint all over the wine shop and they would
paint all over the tables and just anything, anybody, anywhere. They were always assured of
an audience.
Female voice: Robert Louis Stevenson...
Oh my yes! Yes, indeed. Sure. His first – his first, when he was even out in Samoa, he
had an old pal by the name of Judge Chambers and he would tell Chambers, who was I think
resident or something, judge, part of that commission that was governing Samoa at the time,
and he would tell him a story and if the judge fell asleep Stevenson wouldn't even write it.
But, here is as you see this canned entertainment move in, for instance not even a
writer today supposes that anybody was at the other end of a TV program. No, that's right; I'm
talking – talking factually, not sarcastically.
Male voice: He writes it for the producers and the...
Yeah. It wasn't – it wasn't toward the public. We know that. We feel no presence of a
storyteller in such programs. In magazines, today, we really don't feel the presence of a
storyteller. We feel the presence of a, of a pattern of some sort. There's got to – lots of it and it
has to be turned out to a digestible standard. And therefore, reading popular fiction today does
not fulfill, for a writer, the origin of the communication for him because he wrote it for the
publisher and so did the other writer.
Male voice: Edgar Rice Burroughs.
Edgar Rice Burroughs. Yes. Of course Edgar Rice Burroughs, weirdly enough, was,
he and H. G. Wells actually loom up now in this day and age as being terrific towers. My
God, I mean this – the man – the imaginative flow which that man turned out compared to
what you're picking up off the newsstands today is fabulous. But we even go into this level of
operation that he was doing and we can look on that as being a rather giant operation. We're
having a rough time today in the arts, I should say.
Female voice: Look at where H. G. Wells ended up. His final book was apathy,
apathy, apathy all the way through.
Sure. Of course H. G. Wells was in a horrible position. There were, during his lifetime
that he was aware of people being around, what he chose as contemporary authors to himself
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must have told him as well that he was being very generous. He was a social revolutionist out
of his time and period; just madly out of his time and period. The day of the social
revolutionist was 1870 and that was not Wells' date. Well!
Female voice: He made an awful lot of right predictions too.
Oh, you bet.
Female voice: Few of them were wrong.
That guy must have a stuck flow on being right.
Next life I bet – that's right. Next life I bet he'll come back and work for the Bureau of
Internal Revenue. Something to be wrong!
Okay. I've held you a long time over. I suppose you better go to your regular auditing
period. Now, I want you to be – make sure that you understand subjectively and as an auditor
the consequences and results of remedying communication scarcities. I really want you to
understand that. There are three scarcities: origin, answer and acknowledgment. And I want
you to understand very, very well what happens with regard to this because this is the basic
playing field. It exists before barriers because communication itself is simultaneous with
barriers. I want you to get a real good look at this and then we'll open up our guns on the
invention of games.
(End of lecture)
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Let's take up the anatomy, the anatomy of communication again. And let's find out
there's a cycle of communication. This cycle of communication goes from Bill to Joe; Joe' to
Bill'. And we've got a horseshoe. That's a cycle of communication.
A two-way cycle of communication requiring origin, this time by Joe, goes from Joe
to Bill; Bill' back to Joe'. And that is the picture of communication.
Articulating with communication, what communication is, is quite a trick. It is a
fantastic trick that it has been accomplished at all. Now, that it has been done it looks very
simple, very easy, and there's nothing much to it except that misaudited to some degree or
audited under unoptimum conditions, the auditor finds himself auditing straight at – straight
into the teeth of any core of aberration in the entire case. He's auditing straight at it.
Now, you can turn on the manifestation called psychosis simply by making it
impossible for the individual to withdraw and insisting that he do withdraw. He will feel
batty, he will feel psychotic; the glee of insanity and so forth will all turn on. That's a highly
specialized harmonic of pain and should be understood as such. Pain is that sensation which
occurs when an individual should have been gone and wasn't.
Similarly, on a lower harmonic where effort can no longer even vaguely be tolerated,
we get exactly the same condition resulting in the phenomenon we call psychosis. Anybody
who has been badly hurt has cached away, in the moment of intense pain and so forth, a
feeling of insanity on the subject.
Now, an auditor can just – it's a very interesting thing, an auditor can simply tell a
preclear, “Now get the idea that you must withdraw. Alright. Now get the idea that you can't
withdraw.” “Now get the idea” – or reverse – “get the idea that you must reach; that you can't
reach. And get the idea that you can't withdraw, must withdraw, can't reach, must reach,”
back and forth.
He could just make the fellow get the idea of this and all of a sudden, flick, this feeling
of psychosis and so forth will flitter away, if it is present. Not much of a trick to turn off this
emotion. But what of the franticness of the man who is facing an imponderable mystery? He
must solve it – he can't solve it.
A secret is totally this: It is the absence of a communication. Now, we could say it
more A = A = A = A. What is the secret? The secret is the absence of an answer. What is a
problem? A problem is the an – the absence of an answer. What is an answer? Well, an
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answer is a solution, is a reply, is an equating of factors, or is an as-isness, or you could say
anyway of these things whether you understand what the anatomy is. A problem is a bundle
of unfinished communications. That's all there is to a problem. It's a bundle of unfinished
communications.
Well, once in a while we take somebody and we say to them, “How about you doing
so and so and you'll feel better and you'll be freer and so on if you do so and so.”
And this individual takes a look at you and he says, “That wouldn't be any good.”
You say, “But there you are, down in that little cistern there, and you're just there. And
– and all I want you to do is walk around the yard and look at the flowers.”
And the fellow says, “Flowers? Yard? Hah! I know what life's like, it's the walls of
this cistern.”
You say, “Well, just take a few steps up here and take a look at the yard.”
And he says, “That's silly. Nobody could do that. And besides, I like it here!” He'll
protest at length.
Theoretically you could imprison the person sufficiently long that he would think that
his prison was the most desirable place that he was ever in. And if you took him out of that
prison perforce and placed him in a free space, he would probably get sick at his stomach and
be very upset and he would not even be happy again until you had put him back in the prison.
Well, when you're trying to create a civilization out of a civilization that nobody
bothered to create, you take a look around you and you will find out that the people believe
completely that they are unable to have any greater degree of freedom. It would not be safe!
Alright, you see this exact condition if you were to walk up to a fortress which had
been besieged for a very long time, and you were to walk up to the front gate. And you were
to tell the defenders, which were back of the walls crouched there with their Greek fire or
flaming arrows or Kentucky rifles or something of the sort, and you were to say to these
people, “Hey! There's nobody around here.” And you were to walk around the fort and take a
look behind all the bushes and the far hill and say, “Boy, there's, there's not even any sign of a
campfire here. I mean, there's nobody been here for weeks.”
And you were to walk all around and you come back and say, “You know that – there
isn't anybody out here to fight.”
And all too often somebody going up – not in fairy tales or storybooks, but in actual
happenstance – the fellow so informing them is quite often thought to be utterly daft. And he
would be haled up immediately before the officer of the guard and questioned very closely on
the subject. And the continuous guarding of the battlements is liable to continue.
These people have been under siege for so long that they understand no other
condition. And such a thing has occurred in the annals of warfare, not once, but many times.
The very most that would happen would be a thoroughly armed sortie would thereafter be
sent out to carefully scout each and every bush and blade of grass – a very cautious sortie.
Remember, the garrison hasn't gone out yet. And the sortie comes back.

9ACC

180

16.12.09

GAMES (FIGHTING)

3

9AAC-10 – 20.12.54

I've seen men, two and three years after a war, duck and dodge because they had faced
– suddenly seen a bush or a mound of earth which would have just been a perfect machine
gun emplacement.
And one of the craziest things I ever saw in my life was a number of officers – pilots –
who had just been flown in from the South Pacific. They got out of a transport plane in San
Diego and the noon whistle blew. And these boys, all of them – they were nicely dressed up
because they'd been in Hawaii, you see, and they'd been given a little leave and so forth, and
they were all spic-and-span, and it'd been something of a rainy day – threw themselves flat in
the mud. Bang! The whole bunch. They were still at war; they were still in prison; they were
still compressed by the force and ferocity of the enemy.
Well, don't think that you have any great difference in a preclear. You'd think it would
be a sad and wonderful thing if this garrison were to be permitted, for the rest of its natural
days, to simply crouch behind those walls. I dare say, if you permitted a garrison to sit behind
walls for four or five years, the effort to get them out would be something for a Scientologist
– definitely would be. I mean it would require that much understanding of human mechanics.
And they just wouldn't come out.
I like London, it's a very interesting town. I'm very fond of London. But I was
fascinated to go banging down Kensington highroad or street one night, and just after dark in
a car and of course I hadn't been there very long. And it was a very dark street, all the street
lamps were shaded and they were very carefully sheltered and everybody was driving with his
parking lights on. Well, I said, “Well, maybe everybody else's cars are out of commission, but
this one isn't,” and so I turned on my lights so I could see where the highway was and not run
over bobbies or anything like that.
And a very young constable stopped me and he says, “Man, ye've every lamp lit!”
So I sighed and agreed with the British idea that they were still running a blackout.
You see it was my gasoline that was furnishing the light to those things. And I suppose
they've got it worked out, they've got – probably got this beautifully rationalized, but the truth
of the matter is the number of night accidents is quite considerable. And British and
Americans alike have no vertical pupil to the eye – they're not cats. There's no reason why
you shouldn't burn your lights, at least on dim. But everybody goes around in the dark. But
look at that, look at that. How many, many years, really from September, wasn't it, of 1939.
September 1st, something like that, or 3rd? Fifth? When was it?
Female voice: Third.
Third?
Female voice: Third.
Third? Yes. Well from then right straight on through until sometime late 1945, wasn't
it?
Female voice: Sixteenth.
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I'd lost interest in the war. I actually had lost interest in the European War and the
Japanese War too, by that time. I was sitting in a hospital and studying how to make men out
of veterans.
And the fact of the matter is, though, look at that – look at that vast number of years of
no light, that vast number of years of expecting any moment for the black skies of night to
open up and the pavement to erupt beneath your feet. You get a conditioning, you might say –
a habituation. But that habituation actually is composed of a great many impacts. You would
have to have had some real menace present, you would have to have had many engrams,
facsimiles, built up on this basis before you would get a conditioned mind whereby it's best
not to have any lights at night. See, that would be the condition of mind which you would
have to achieve. And, of course, London got this; London really got clobbered.
And the fact of the matter is, right now, it would probably please the Londoner to
know this if he hasn't been over there, but the German town isn't just dark, they turn on
negative lights, if possible. They don't even walk out on the streets, not because there's a
curfew or anything like that because there isn't much of a curfew. The British and Americans
now governing what is left of Germany – there isn't anything left of the Russian side – have
an interestingly mild attitude toward the German, yet he doesn't walk out at all. He keeps real
close to that dining room table to slide under in case. And he hasn't even gone so far as to pick
up the debris.
In London all you see is empty spots where buildings were and so forth. You can see
these empty spots around. And you don't see, however, lots of debris, I mean everything's all
slicked up. That's not true in Germany; the debris is still spilled out into the highroads, still
out into the streets, it's still lying in the vacant lots. There's dead men underneath those bricks,
too. They haven't even begun to clean up the debris. I challenged a few Germans like this in a
sort of a snide way. Ran into an awful lot – Germany is very engineer conscious – and ran
into an awful lot of young engineers, still going to school, still ambitious and so forth, and say
to these kids “What's the matter with you people? Why don't you clean up this stuff?” And
“You just don't understand.”
“What don't I understand now?”
“Well, you don't understand how many people were killed in these towns by the
American Air Force.”
And you say, “Now, now, now – by the Allies.”
“The American Air Force!”
“By the British Air Force.”
“No, the American Air Force.”
This is silly. I mean the German will get into a heated argument on this with you. He
will really get violent on this. He's evidently been terribly indoctrinated on this when there
wasn't a single raid over there that wasn't composed of at least 25-30 percent British planes.
And yet they don't – they won't go on this line at all. It's the American Air Force did this.
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They're sold on this whole idea. Well, being at war with the American Air Force myself for
four years, this made the Germans and myself allies.
So, anyway, they said they killed so many people, they did not leave enough people to
clean up any of this debris or straighten anything up. And they have theirselves completely
sold on this idea. That debris is there! It fell down there, didn't it? It fell down there with
violence and that is the way things are. You get the idea? That is the way things are.
It's fascinating. I mean – you mean here sits a country that has to be in the condition of
just having been bombed, and there it sits. Well, now, if you were to level a sufficient velocity
and violence in any direction you would get a condition which would just have to exist
afterwards, you see. The facsimile would be sufficiently heavy, the resistance would have had
to have been proportionately great, the failure proportionately steep, the tone drop, you see, is
very, very steep in order to get a continuing condition.
Compared to Europe, why, there hasn't been any war in the British Isles. Once in a
while ... The British don't talk about this with a very – they talk about it with aplomb, but they
don't laugh about it. It's a serious thing to them.
I was the same way really, probably, the first two years after the war. And all of a
sudden, one night, I ran an engram, something or other, and I got to laughing. And I thought
of all the funny things that happened during the war. We had telephone circuits stretched all
over the ship during battle quarters. And we had been patrolling back and forth, back and
forth, waiting for that goddamn submarine to come up once more so we could slam it just
once more, see.
And we went back and forth and back and forth and it was an awfully, awfully rough
sea. And every time I would turn across that trough, why this corvette would roll about forty
degrees, see, and she'd just beam-end. So now I'd bring her back in and I'd speed her up and
chase her down and she'd pitch and she'd buck and she'd bury her nose and gunwales awash,
see. And then I'd turn her around again across that trough and she'd go forty degrees over
once more.
There wasn't any conversation. The crew generally will chitchat with each other across
its telephone circuits and so on. And one of the ammunition passers – he was a mess attendant
– and he says – suddenly the most plaintive voice, you see, comes over all the phone lines of
the ship, down in the engine room and everyplace.
“Oh, if I could only see a tree!”
Well, but I realized to some degree I'd been trapped in a situation. That's actually one
of the reasons why veterans discourse so endlessly about battles and things like that. They're
stuck in them. It's just been too much commotion, too much impact in them. And they're still
dwelling on these because they're still some slight degree in the area.
Well, here is your – here is your conviction of entrapment which is brought about by
impacts. And the individual sometimes takes a little while to get over this. But let's say he's
put up black screens – one after the other. He's just put up black screens, black screens, black
screens. Well, once upon a time there was a lion walked up to him or a demon or something
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of this sort, and he put up a black screen. And he made it good and heavy and he put it up
there good and heavy. And it's to protect him from this demon. And then the demon twiddles
his thumbs and goes away or the lion walks off.
How does he know whether the lion left or not? He still has a black screen there,
doesn't he? How does he know whether the lion left or not? Now, here is a shut-off of
communication, see? Here is a desire not to have a communication with this lion or this
demon. And he puts up, as I say, this black screen and he would have to take away his
protection in order to see that there was nothing there to bite him; or nothing there to say boo
at him. See he'd have to actually take away part of his protection to discover this. The rest of
the time, he simply sits there. And the screen, that the screen is there tells him fully and
knowingly that a lion is on the other side of it. Or that a demon is on the other side of it. See,
he knows this. And he knows no further data from that moment on. There's silence as far as
this lion is concerned, you see? The lion was silent in the first place beyond simply
announcing his presence by his presence. So he puts up a screen and it's silent from there on
out. You get the idea? He's blocked a communication line and now you start to run a process
on him which just takes these black screens and it just tears them up and it throws them away
and it punches holes in them and it puts up communication lines. And if there's anything this
individual knows, it's that no communication line should exist in that area. There's a demon or
a lion will be immediately contacted if a communication line is permitted to exist there.
And so your preclear, being processed directly and overtly and harshly upon this
process, is made relatively unhappy. He does not get happy right away. He gets confused.
He's still trying to look around and find out if that lion, that demon, is still there. That is the
secret. That's a significant secret. But just the fact that there's a black screen there tells him
there must have been a dangerous secret there.
There was a dangerousness there, and he made it – he walled it off; he forgot about it
and now there must be something there! That's one of the most interesting tricks that an
individual can play upon himself. It's the besieged fortress all over again. And you're trying to
get this preclear to come out.
“Hey, hey, hey, there's nothing but air around here. There – there's – there's no Persian
cavalry. None. There are – are – are no Athenian women. There are no legion sergeants.
There are absolutely no bishops.”
You could just go on down the list of everything that he has put a screen up against or
has thought dangerous, clear back from the beginning. And it'd just take an awful lot of
talking on your part. And actually, as an auditor, if you fully understood the situation, trying
to do this process to get somebody to take a look around those screens or something, is very
much in the role of the fellow who saunters, whistling up the street toward the besieged
fortress and finds everybody behind the walls, manning them violently.
And he looks around to find out what's there, and there's nothing there. He's outside,
he can see. There's nothing there about to attack this fortress. And he tries to whistle the guys
out and he gets into a violent argument with the sergeant at the gate and gets cursed and told
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he's insane and so forth. This is the most horrible thing – news that they have received yet;
that they are not at war.
Well, all right, let's look on the other side of this picture. If a condition exists, there
must be a desire for the condition to exist. This is a horrible thing, but you can put that down
in your rule book. One of the rules of the game: For a condition to exist there must be a desire
for it to exist. Not necessarily an aberrated desire, but a real desire that the person would
reassume again the second he contacted it and saw it.
And that desire has to do with the mechanics of electricity. Nobody's going to ask you
to understand ohms, amperes, yamperes and volts meters. In the first place, it's a very, very
abstruse subject. But if you were to study it from beginning to end, the only thing that you
would learn out of it of use to you in auditing is the fact that a flow takes place between two
terminals. And if you opened up an electric motor, you would find at least two terminals. And
if you opened up any kind of a tape recorder, you'd find there were a couple of terminals. And
if you hook in a light plug, you'll find out there are two terminals.
In Europe, there are three terminals there, but one is simply a ground; it's to filter off
any excess fluid that happens to be running around. There are the two terminals that are at
work. You can cut that ground wire, by the way, and the equipment will still go on working.
You look in every electric light plug, you'll find out that there are at least two prongs.
It would be a peculiar rig that had only one prong.
Now, the electrode on an E-Meter has been boiled down to one hand grip, but it
actually has two terminals in it which are separated, one from the other, by some kind of an
insulative band. There are two terminals – two terminals at least, two terminals at least. To get
what? To get automatic juice.
Now, if we were to open up a flashlight battery, we'd find out there were two terminals
in there. And one has one potential and the other has another potential and the flow between
gives you juice which, when you permit the flow to take place, gives you juice and gives you
a flashlight light. It's a very complicated mechanism.
They say that water – one empty vessel sitting beside one full vessel, if the two are
connected, will level itself out between the two vessels so that you'll get equal amount of
water in each one. Well, that's a very crude analogy. The actual truth of the matter is your
flashlight battery won't work any more when the plus and minus poles in it – just poles, just
like two poles – the plus and minus poles in it no longer have anything to argue about. One
has more juice than the other and they try to equalize and their effort to equalize permits you
to burn some electricity. That's about all there is to this.
If you can get two terminals arguing, you get electricity; you get a flow; you get
energy. The only way you can set up any kind of an automatic machine so that it'll go on
running forever is to set up a couple of masses. One of which will flow to the other one.
Now, when you get alternating currents, you keep reversing this thing by adding
mechanical energy to it. You turn a crank or something and you keep 167 displacing the out
of phase terminal, see. I mean, you keep displacing these terminals so that the flow goes one
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way and then it goes back the other way and then it goes the other way and then it goes the
other way and then it goes the other way. But it's doing the same thing, you're just putting
more stress on one terminal and more stress on the other terminal by mechanics. This is a
peculiar thing.
If you recognize electrical current in terms of an argument, you've got it whipped.
If one terminal doesn't have another terminal to fight, you get no juice. If two
terminals are exactly equal, you get no juice.
One terminal has to be of less potential than the other for an automatic machine to run.
And that's just as true of your brain and the energy mass which you've got sitting up in
front of your prefrontal lobes and that beautiful facsimile of a Fac One, as it is of any other
law in electricity.
Actually it isn't electricity which gives us these laws. We give those laws to electricity
and we agree that this is the way you make juice and so you make juice that way.
The actual truth of the matter is, is all you have to say is “let there be juice” and there
is juice. But everybody's gotten out of the habit of that.
They've set up the body to run automatically and their car to run automatically and
everything to run automatically and Earth to automatically hold them in with gravity and –
and oh, my gosh!
So, in the absence of something to fight, you don't get juice. I wouldn't even mention
this to you if it didn't work right out in processing, zing – if it didn't work out instantly in
processing, if you couldn't see this in a moment.
The first process that would demonstrate this to you is “Give me something you could
fight.” Any preclear that's having a rough time with currents and flows and so forth will do a
comm lag on this question which is a beautiful thing to behold. It is too rough a question to
start in with. There are two earlier processes which have to be run if you're going to run this –
let's call them a quatrain. It's a quatrain of processes.
The first process that you would run on this gradient scale, which would be the lowest
process is, “What are you willing to repair?” “What are you willing to repair?” That's the first
workable process in this quatrain. This is a quatrain of workable, not demonstration,
processes. “What are you willing to repair?” Okay.
The next one after that, “What must and mustn't happen again?” “Give me some things
that mustn't happen again,” that's usually the first question. A person's having a rough time,
can't find something that must happen again. “What mustn't happen again? What mustn't
happen again?” On and on and on and on and on. All right.
Now, you get that one flat and you go up into fighting – these are all in The Creation
of Human Ability, by the way. They're in there in reverse so as to trap the untrained. They –
that is to say they're not there overtly in reverse, they're simply numbered in reverse. Pandeterminism is first, Fighting is second, Must and Mustn't Happen Again is third, and Repair
is fourth on its listing. So let the unwary behold – Hubbard is growing teeth. Now, “What
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would you be willing to fight?” “What would you be willing to fight?” is the third process up
the scale. And the last process up the scale is Pan-determinism, “What would you be willing
to control?” Those are the auditing questions and the processes. I'll go over them again. The
lowest echelon of the processes is, “What are you willing to repair?”
The next one, “What mustn't happen again? What must happen again?”
The next one, “What are you willing to fight?”
And the next one is, “What are you willing to control?” That's Pan-determinism.
Individual walks up these rather rapidly because it's a lie that everything has to be
automatic and there has to be terminals. This is a lie. But when you first run into him, boy, is
he convinced there's got to be terminals.
This garrison, actually crouched behind its walls, only gets unruly, upset and sick
when there is no enemy for it to shoot at and shooting at it.
Siege warfare went out of fashion because it was just too darn boring. Morale went to
pieces, traitors became rife, things went blooey. Siege warfare. Actually today, siege warfare
is very little – very little known, very little attention is paid to it. They bypass these things.
If you want a fortified point, you want it so that you can sortie from it. The only way
that you can win in siege warfare, is to make sorties from the fortress. And if you can make
enough sorties from enough postern gates at unexpected moments and cut up enough supply
trains, and go through and upset the opposite general's soup and do various other clever things
quickly and so on, they will get the idea that this fortress stings and will go away. Or they will
simply wait for everybody to die in his tracks. But the fortress itself can win only when it
takes sorties. This is very well established military principle.
I can remember teaching cadets this and they get over this quickly.
Now, if you look at a preclear as a problem in siege warfare, something else must be
recognized. The morale of the garrison in a besieged fortress goes utterly smash because they
can't see, too long and too often, something to fight. See that? Also a besieging force gathers
more problems in morale than anybody could solve back in the days of the condottiere and so
forth. It's just problems in morale. How to keep these boys plugging away at this fortress and
investing it – just trying to invest it. It is a very rough deal; very rough deal.
So, you have to get them all excited. You have to make sure that you have enough
scaling parties. And you know very well you're not going to take that wall, but you have to
lose enough men and you have to get miners and sappers at work. And you have to do this
and you have to do that. Actually although you're just waiting for them to die of starvation or
something of the sort, you see. You've got to keep at it. Otherwise your troops will scatter
around – the besieging troops will scatter around the surrounding countryside and just go get
lost. That's what happens to a besieging fortress.
If an auditor can't fish the preclear out, he'll just scatter around the surrounding
countryside and finally he'll clip off a few little things out here and he'll say, “Oh, the dickens
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with it.” You know. And he'll finally go off and find another preclear. He won't keep at it
because he really can't find anything there to fight.
The upset in processing and the most upsetting case to process – maybe you've never
processed one, I hope you never have to – is a catatonic schiz. They're obviously a besieged
fortress but they just lie there and they don't fight, not even vaguely. You almost go out of
your mind. There's nothing to push against; there's nothing to resist in any way. Well, the
electronic principle of terminal against terminal is taken from and developed from the life
principle that we must have a game and is that thing which life uses in order to form a battery
and so get things to work on energy alone.
And that is why 8-C works. And you think that's nonsequitur, don't you? That is why
Opening Procedure of 8-C works. You demonstrate to the person that he's got a wall to push
against.
You say, Hey, look there are walls. Why are you pushing against all of your
facsimiles? There are walls to push against.” And he goes over and he at least can push
against this wall. You make him touch it. You show him it's solid and so forth. There's
something there to resist, isn't there? Something which will resist him.
And the trouble with fighting is, is you can fight just so long and then something stops
resisting you or you stop resisting it. Somebody loses.
In fighting you don't want wins and loses, you just want it to go on and on, a fact
which is dramatized by more generals in more wars than I've taken accurate count of.
The fighting must go on, the wins and loses, no, no. No. We want a good fight; that's
what we want.
The preclear, to keep all this automatic machinery running, must have some thing to
press against, he must have another terminal. He has to have this other terminal, otherwise
there is nothing that will fight back at him; he has nothing he can fight at. And so, for another
terminal he uses his body. He uses – when he can't use his body and push against it anymore –
he begins to use his energy ridges. He always wants something to fight against. So, you get
rid of this beautiful ridge this fellow has right in front of his face, you see? You get rid of this
ridge; you clean it all up; you finish it off entirely – and he's an awful unhappy man. And two
days later he put it back. Wow, what's this? Fighting depends in a marked degree upon
communication. What are you willing to communicate with? Now, if you – if you're going to
be on a side fighting something, then you should be in good communication with your
fellows, and in good communication with the enemy too, but on a different part of the Tone
Scale so that you get a difference of potential. If you could consider that a Tone Scale runs
this way: Electricity flows downward on the Tone Scale, so we get a 4.0 flowing down to a
1.1 and all of a sudden he'll feel discharged too. Somebody's picked up the energy. The 1.1
has.
A thetan, to get energy to flow in against him so that he'll have an adequate reason to
fight – and now we have the overt act-motivator sequence – does the interesting thing of
lowering his potential sufficiently so a flow will come toward him. And maybe this flow was
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a little bit too big and he decided that after he had the flow come toward him, that he couldn't
fight it, so now he's got it. And so he has masses.
But wherever we're processing on such a process as you've been running recently, with
answers, you recognize that we're trying to get an individual into communication. That is the
first real step that has to be taken before you can get him to fight, to fight, to let him discover
there is something with which to communicate. The communication is possible because he
believes it is not possible. And this is the one thing which he will believe utterly sometime
during the process. It's not possible to communicate!
If a person were to self-audit this, he is liable to – would be likely to strike one of
these points and stop running the process because he's just come across the greatest
conviction he ever had in his life – that a communication is not possible. Oh, he's really
convinced. Well, what's he run into? He's simply run into a solid ridge which has overcome
him entirely and beyond which he cannot communicate. He can't fight it and he can't
communicate beyond it. So communication is therefore impossible.
Now, do you think it's possible for you to communicate at this moment with one of the
watchtowers of Mars?
Well, is it possible to fight one of the watchtowers of Mars? Let's take that up first.
Let's – supposing it were manned, would it be at all possible to fight one? If it became
possible to fight one and if the preclear could envision it being possible to fight one, he would
take very fast steps to find out how to communicate with it.
You want to be fought in the society? Fix yourself up so that you're fight-able and
announce that you're unbeatable – sure prescription.
One of the dirtiest tricks to play on the society is to fix yourself up so that beating you
would not win, even vaguely, and to fix yourself up so that you weren't fightable in the first
place.
Well, this would all be an interesting thing to do on a theoretical basis. How would
you rig yourself up so that you could fight people but you couldn't be fought? Well, this
would make you outflow an awful lot. Most people have fixed themselves up that way – they
have sometime in the past – now they're paying for it. They couldn't be hit by a beam, but
they could hit people with beams.
It's a sort of a joke at first, but after a while you run into this scarcity of originated
communications. Right away you run into this thing.
And after a while you don't think there's anything out there is ever going to throw a
beam at you. And this is the astonishment and surprise of some motorist driving down the
street who suddenly runs into a brick wall and gets killed deader than a mackerel. The most
surprising thing to him, you see. And it's his surprise, more than his injury, that kills him.
If you can keep a soldier who's just been shot, lying down and let him recover from his
surprise, he'll probably live. But if you don't let him recover from his surprise – if you let him
bounce up instantly and dramatize his amazement about this whole thing, why he'll knock
right off. Maybe his wound was quite slight, but if there's – it had shock value to it at all, it's
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just the shock of surprise. One of the things he discovers the second he stands up is that he's
hurt, which confirms the whole opinion. All right.
If you can keep him lying down, he doesn't discover this right away and he gets over
the shock of surprise and so he'll live.
By the way, if you were ever in an automobile accident and somebody had – was still
in the car and so forth, well, when you get him out, make him sit down at least. Don't let him
walk around. Just don't let him walk around. The oddest things occur. I mean, the fellow was
practically unhurt, he gets out of the car, he walks around the car twice to see how bad it's
hurt, and then he falls dead.
Somebody says it was a compound fracture of the tibia and he had a skull fracture or
something. Well, maybe he did, but it was surprise that killed him. Because he's rigged
himself up with all of his defenses – his automobile, his skill in driving, his traffic laws, his
naive belief that people who cause accidents can read and follow directions – they can't. And
all of these naiveties add up into a great surprise to discover that he has suddenly had a
communication originated at him. See how this would be? It's almost unheard of.
What you've tried to do and what the universe has tried to do, and the only reason it's a
shock is the universe has tried – you can say this, not consciously tried, but you could say that
it has – tried to run out all the lack of originated communications in the entire bank with one
blow.
Now, you see what kind of state an individual would get into if you asked him to mock
up too many originated communications? You're getting him over the facsimiles of all of
these interesting surprises – this tremendous number of surprises. See? So he'd go into all
kinds of different states on you – some less interesting than others. He'd go into some
amazing states. And one of the first things he'll tell you is that communication – one of the
first common manifestations – he'll run it just so long, then he'll announce to you that
communication is impossible. Well, there are two reasons communication can be impossible.
It's just because of – he's just stuck midway through, and a higher harmonic of it – same thing
– he's unwilling to go further because he feels that if he goes any further with this he will have
no further terminals against which to push. And if he can't push against the terminal, he hasn't
something he can push against, why, that will really fix him.
Well, in the view of the fact that he's unconsciously pushing against Earth, he's
unconsciously pushing against walls and other things around, objects. His orientation here is
real strange. He is pushing against things all the time, but he's gotten to a point of where he
believes he hasn't got the right to fight a wall. He's been in too many, too many scaling parties
probably.
I was running this on somebody one day and the siege of Acre suddenly turned up
with a – with a bucket of Greek fire right in this guy's teeth as he hit the top of the ladder.
And I was simply running “Walls” on him. I mean, I was just having him go around
and touch walls and he started to look up rather nervously at the line between where the wall
ended and the ceiling began. And he kept looking at that and looking at that, and he says,
“You know,” he says, “I feel like I'm way down – that I'm very small alongside of this wall,”
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and so forth. And we kept on touching walls, and touching walls and touching walls and all of
a sudden, ouch! He had a nice sizzling, burning somatic, the like of which he had never
experienced before. Of course, it ran on out because I went on having him touch walls. Well
you can run into this same manifestation by running answers, can't you?
Because a barrier can be defined as only this: a barrier to a communication.
Look, there can be no barrier to a thetan. It's impossible to put up a barrier for a thetan
in any kind of condition at all. He goes through them. They offer him no resistance unless he
offers them some resistance.
You see, it's an impossibility to put up a barrier that a thetan actually would be able to
consider a barrier unless we invited him to resist it.
But he wants to. He does. He desires to resist this barrier. “Fine thing, this barrier.
Look at there. I push, zzzzt. Push, zzzt. Look at that. Push, zzzt. Push, zzzt. Hey, maybe I can
set up a machine, maybe I can get so and so, and so and so, and so and so, so on, and then I
get terminals going between this and this and I get the flow up there and every time I think
something then it'll discharge some energy in this direction and it'll go through those eight
terminals there, it'll activate the goodygohobits nya-nya-nya, and those big machines over
there will go into operation and, fine, and every time I run out of a little juice I'll just push
against this thing again and I'm all set. Now here we go. “Now I'll put it on – all on automatic,
so that every time I think anything why then so much energy will get furnished into this first
electrode and that will reactivate against these other electrodes. And I'll be sure to have
enough experiences and get in enough trouble so that I'll keep accumulating facsimiles. And
we've got a facsimile burner. Therefore, I can have present time and all my fun in that and all
these machines can run, too!” Cute!
You know how daffy an electronics man gets with this sort of thing: “If we just put the
rheostat over on the other side of the gimmigahoojit, why that will filter the juice in through
the condenser and turn the little wheels.” Huh?
If you ask him why he was doing all this, he can't give you a reasonable answer,
usually. He says, “Well, it would makes things much – well, it'll make it much easier. Then I
won't have to walk across the room in order to turn this switch.”
And you get a good explanation. But he had to think that up after he thought of the
gimmigahoojits. Well, that's just what a thetan has done and any thetan has done anywhere on
the track. He's become an electronics engineer somewhere. He's gone nuts. Now, the pushing
the little current through this and that, done on a totally unconscious basis, leads you to some
of the more interesting things. But this all works out on the basis of “We must have a game,
and this game should be a good game, and to be a good game we have to have resistances and
therefore we have a nice game going here, and so therefore we're going to get all kinds of
energy flying in all directions, and that's just wonderful. But in order to have a game we've
got to have masses and terminals.”
About the saddest thing you can get a thetan to think of is not having enough mass
with which to start an energy game.
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You think of yourself out in space some place without much space manufactured yet,
with – no more juice than you can – no more masses than you could erect by squirting some
juice out and compacting it, and you get a – get a real sad state of mind. No material to work
with. You'd have to make it all. Do you follow me? You'd have to make all this material.
Well, that's the sad state that a thetan gets into.
Now, if you think that then, this fellow, this besieged fortress, doesn't want this
problem, you're goofy.
He wants a communication to the limit that he can have a game, on a thinking basis.
He wants a communication to the limit that he will have something to push against.
And you've got to show him there are more things to push against than he's been
pushing against or he will suddenly stop on you.
Now, he'll complain, he'll complain and give you lots of rationale and reasons why
he's unhappy, but the basic reason he's unhappy is he's lost things to push against. That's all
there is to it.
You've told the whole story when you say he wants an argument. Not permitted by
police – and if he were to get off of the police of this county and this city, and this nation, and
Earth in general, then the system police, and then the galactic police – and well it just goes on
up in a gradient scale between system police and galactic police, but the fact of the matter is,
he's prevented from fighting too hard because the police have got to have something to push
against too. Isn't that cute? You see, they've got to have something to push against. So they
can get a person to be a good citizen so he won't have anything to push against and then they
can push against the good citizen – they never push against the criminals. They don't.
Male voice: They push against other police.
Oh sure, they push against police, that's a war. A war is when two police forces have
run out of good citizens.
All right. Wherever you look – wherever you look in auditing, processing, you run up
against this which is apparently a limiting factor; and every time you hit this limiting factor
and your preclear starts to get too darn desperate about this situation (that you're going to go
on processing him along this particular line and so forth), you should run something that
vaguely resembles rehabilitation of something to push against – which we will say something
to fight.
Okay?
(End of lecture)
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The talk yesterday on the subject of games was not completed. There's too much to say
on this subject. I digressed too far, so I would like to say a few more things about games.
Maybe it will make them a little clearer.
We covered the idea that the basic idea was to have some action, some games, and we
should take a very close look at the anatomy of a game and find out who, what and how is the
exact anatomy of a game. Now, I haven't written this down anyplace. I actually hadn't thought
about it very much. But I think it might be amusing to take this apart, and let's us just figure
out, now, how many parts there are to a game.
Well, first and foremost we'd have our communication formula of the two horseshoes.
Must be a two-way cycle of communication, one way or the other, or we find the game doing
some strange change of character. We find it changing in its ethic level or something of the
sort, unless there is a two-way cycle of communication.
Talked to you yesterday and didn't say all there was to say about it by a long ways,
about the problem between the known and the unknown terminal, as the two terminals of the
game. You got that? I mean, the known and the unknown terminal.
Naturally, if one of the terminals of the game is unknown and the other terminal of the
game is known, such as in the game which is played in every city hall in the world, called
cops and robbers – they've never quite grown up. And they are – they are terribly afraid of
ending this game by the way. If you gave any real good solution to crime, it would be – the
police forces of the world would be on the back of your neck. They would be as mad at you
for doing this as a preclear is mad at you when you've taken away his last game.
So, we look at this, we find this two-way cycle of communication. And this two-way
cycle of communication balances in such a way as to continue a communication.
And we find the game is only this: The introduction of a necessity for a
communication. You see, that adds the reason why; the reason why.
And when we make it necessary to communicate, of course, we make it necessary to
have a game. And if communication is not necessary then no game is in progress, or it is just
one team resting. You get the idea?
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All right. So we have this problem of communication very intimately associated with
games and we discover quite easily that the need to have a communication in the first place
would result from the need to have barriers.
Now, to any group or any civilization that is extremely well equipped, you might say,
with barriers, it's a fallacy of that communication to believe that barriers are bad. You see, it's
got too many barriers and not enough action in the game, then it is liable to say, well, barriers
are bad.
Well, this would lead them to believe that entire and full, complete and utter
communication is desirable. Well, now, if we take it reductio ad absurdum and simply get
full, entire and complete communication, we're in a realm of theory which tells us at once that
we wouldn't have a barrier. There wouldn't be any barriers around.
So that affinity would emerge in its truest definition, which is coincidence of location
and beingness. That is the ultimate in affinity: Coincidence of location and beingness.
If Joe and Bill could occupy exactly the same location, and if they considered
themselves the same person, why, the affinity would be very high, providing you had not
entered in any identity at all. No identity existed there at all, you would have, of course, just a
thetan occupying the same area as another thetan. And you would have the theoretical height
of affinity, which, of course, is not obtainable.
It actually is not obtainable. It's an absolute. And there would be an inaction resulting
from a complete affinity.
Now, anything that we would discover to be a partial affinity would not be enough to
bother with in terms of this complete affinity, you see. I mean, we think of affinity and we
think, well, there might be something approaching this. But actually, if you got real busy and
looked it over real hard and examined it with all the imagination of which you were capable,
you would just begin to get the idea how far a high level ARC would be from this ultimate –
this absolute affinity. It will be a long way – long way to go.
All right. When we look over the idea of barriers we discover that everybody present
and in this civilization at this time undoubtedly has too many. And so he's liable to think in
terms of an absolute communication. See, an absolute affinity, an absolute communication, so
forth.
Naturally you wouldn't have any barriers if this took place at all, and at the same time
you wouldn't have any game. Now, we have talked and condemned, talked about and
condemned this idea of a one-way flow. Well, it's all very well to talk about a one-way flow,
but the truth of the matter is a stuck flow is not necessarily bad. It's simply a flow that's going
to keep running that way, isn't it?
So let's get real practical now and let's tackle the whole problem from another angle
entirely. We find that a game has to have opponents, it has to have players, has to have some
rationale of some sort or another. It should have somebody for an umpire. It should have some
mass. There should be some mass in both of the units that are contesting one against the other,
and there is some sort of a mass or particle to be contested about, see. Actually what is best is
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an idea. That is the most elusive of all weenies. Now the – you can never find it. Just utterly
impossible to find an idea.
If you tried to root out the idea of communism out of the world, or the idea of
democracy – by the way, these are not opposites.
A democracy is a method of operation of government and communism is a method of
operation of – well, it's a method of operation. No, all joking aside, communism is a method.
It's a methodology by which people cut down the amount of currency and so forth – what they
consider barriers and blocks in the society – for a freer distribution of goods and work; and a
breakdown of the bigger massive terminals. They break down the more massive individual
terminals inside the society by trying to make the whole society a terminal.
And you get good – pretty good flow, pretty good interchange. But in view of the fact
that everybody is so interested in playing a game in order to really make communism work
you'd have to have a completely sane, utterly rational population – each and every individual
in it. It's this – has the same foolish arbitrary – it's got an absolute in it, the same one that
anarchy has. The anarchist and the communist are always hand in glove in various
revolutions, and so forth.
Of course, what is meant today by anarchy isn't what it says in the Encyclopedia
Britannica. Lord knows what they mean today by communism, by anarchy, by democracy and
so forth. Lord knows. Nobody has defined these things for so long that they're just words.
And communism, from being an idea which nobody could find, is now a symbol which goes
around and it has some mass. It has some mass. People can chase after the symbol itself.
I think that if you walked up to McCarthy and said to him, suddenly “Senator, would
you mind giving me a precision definition of ideal communism, practical communism and the
modus operandi of communism itself as a government?”
Actually it can be stated in five or six paragraphs. I mean, it's very, very – a very brief
statement can be made on each one of these points. That boy would stand there with his
mouth open. He does not know any one of these things. What is communism as an ideal, what
is it in its practical application, and what is its modus operandi in a state.
He looks at it as its modus operandi in invading another state, which is not the modus
operandi of communism, you see? Another thing.
Fascism, same way. I didn't know until recently, though, in my innocence, that actual
fascists – that there is a state of mind known as fascism which is a state of mind. We have
described it utterly on the Tone Scale, just as gorgeously as it ever got described. It's sitting
there right at 1.5, just as neat as you please.
But I never knew that a pure, absolute state of beingness known as a fascist could exist
until I ran into a couple of them. Perfect. I mean, they were right out of Mein Kampf They
were American. One was an American industrialist and the other was an American military
man. The ideas these people had, the – the operation in which they were willing to engage,
what they thought was right was so confoundedly aberrated that a fellow had to – had to look
awfully close at them to make sure they weren't joking. You know, it was real silly.
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For instance, they believed in an insulated state of beingness, unless you could
overflow with force and force your ideals onto somebody else. I never quite found out how
you could force your ideals or ideas on anybody. But I suppose it's possible. Fascists keep
trying to do it.
That they are better than anybody else as individuals and as this political unity and so
forth. I suppose I wouldn't have been amazed a bit about it if I had been in Germany during
1934-35-36. I imagine that people were talking about this quite a bit. And other people like
myself were being very amazed that such individuals could exist. It's impossible, but there
they were.
Well, here is your – just no divergency on this to amount to anything – here are your
various compartments of a game. You have the terminals, you have the weenie, you have the
communication barriers.
And these barriers, of course, categorize into matter, energy, space and time. All of
these are barriers. And with all this, of course, we get a reason why.
And what is that reason why? It is a reason why we must interrupt or crash through
communications. See, it'd be just all built around this same thing – reason why.
So what factors here in – are there in communication that are also employed in a
game? Well, the stuck flow, the – is a very definite used factor in a game. You get something
discharging in some direction and it keeps on discharging in that direction. You got a rocket
ship. You see that? It is a stuck flow and it's no more than a stuck flow – a reaction engine
drive. And it just keeps on pouring fire out the rear end, that's all. That's a stuck flow. And
they work in a direction to make it a real stuck flow. And how does it get to be a stuck flow?
It's because the reaction engine is jetting flame in or radioactive material into space. No
terminal.
Now, if you just worked with this principle of communication a little bit you could
probably evolve the – a basic reaction engine which would be very, very close to a perpetual
motion machine. The mass ratios, and so forth, go completely haywire. Elementary physics as
taught in high schools has never really been disobeyed. But the moment that you start
throwing the time factor around, you start to get up to the speed of particles and that sort of
thing, why, elementary physics goes by the boards – just sswamm.
You're, of course, you're getting up toward instantaneousness, and the closer you
approach instantaneousness the closer you approach life in its functions.
Well, anyhow, here we have these various components of the game. Let's go over
them again. It would be the two-way communication; it would be any frailty of
communication; it would be the terminals – two or more terminals; it would be the thing that
everybody is after and it would be all these communication barriers.
Now, nobody has ever – that you have ever seen in a football game – has ever pitched
a football straight down. And the reason for that is, is ground under him. If it's used in a game,
a football has to rest someplace or another. And it rests on the ground. Ground. This sounds
awfully silly, but unless you break down some of these problems you really don't see much
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application to them. Ground is a necessary part of a football game. No reason to go on
ignoring this.
Well, what is ground but the doggonedest, solidest communication barrier you ever
ran into? The next time you want to communicate with China, don't stamp your foot. Your
message will not be received.
And now, they go worse than this. They put up – they put up ends to the playing field
in the form of goal posts. And in almost any game, if there is a ball in use, they will put up
backdrops to keep the ball from going further away, you see, than in the playing field itself.
And you get looking at any kind of a playing field, you will be amazed, utterly
amazed, when you start to count up the intricacy of barriers, the number of barriers actually
employed in this game.
There is also the matter of too much space. You see, too much space is definitely a
barrier. And that's a beautiful trap – too much space.
So, we get this idea of a communication barrier can exist of too much of something.
Too much space.
All right. And we find out that home runs are quite easy in some ballparks, but they
are not in others. And they play the big-league games in the big ballparks that have too much
space to make a home run, you see. So that ball can go back there and at least somebody in
the outfield can pick up the ball and pitch it in.
But where you have – you – where you have limited your space, why, the ball can then
fly over the fence. And it's gone and nobody can pick it up because they don't provide ladders
and parachutes for the outfield.
You see, actually in an anxiety to play a game, if barriers were uniformly bad in all
directions, you would naturally concentrate mainly upon equipping your people with materiel
which would uniformly and most efficiently overcome any barrier met.
So that in a football game the first action of anybody's part would be to shoot the
timekeeper, wouldn't it? To provide the outfield with ladders and parachutes. To make the
baseball much lighter, and much springier so that it could be thrown – well, I say much
lighter, it should be given a better mass so as to be able to assume more velocity and more
bounce. And yet they don't do that. They get a – get a good dead ball, you know. They do all
sorts of things in order to limit this.
By the way, did you ever hit a golf ball with a baseball bat, or a cricket bat? They go
wham! Man, do they travel. They travel most alarmingly. So that if in playing games people
were actually even vaguely concentrated on eliminating barriers, they would play baseball
with a golf ball, and so forth.
But they're not. They're not. They're concentrated in an entirely different direction. Put
up those barriers, keep them there, and keep them functioning. If a set of goal posts – the one
thing that could really end and bring to nothing a football game, would be if its goal posts fell
down.
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They'd “time out,” and you would see whistles blowing and people running around
trying to find carpenters, and so forth.
Now, the head of one of the teams could drop dead and the game would go on. See,
they'd just throw in a substitute or something. Or play without him. But a goal post – oh, no.
No, the game would stop right there while they patched it all up again.
You could say that the barrier is far more important than the player in most games. If
you have ever tried to play tennis on a court that had no backdrop – have you ever had this
unpleasant experience? Why, you spend all of your time going out to get those balls back.
You get what I mean. Well, looking over then the problem of communication in games we
find out that barriers are desirable in more than one field. You could look it over, you'd find
thousands and thousands of fields in which a one-way flow was desirable, where you get a
stuck flow.
Of course, the way you get a stuck flow would just be to eliminate the answer part of
it, or eliminate the terminal entirely that the communication was going toward.
And any time you do something like this, why, you are liable to get yourself a nice,
even outflow of one kind or another which will just go on and on and on, you see.
So, even the stuck flow is used. We start eliminating other parts of the communication
formula and we get other manifestations. We get the manifestation called gravity. Now,
gravity is used in a football game. Once more, it's a very effective barrier.
In the absence of gravity you would be able to kick a football so far and so high that
there would be no point in it at all. The ball would simply not come back. And it'd cost
everybody a fortune buying new footballs.
But on the moon – I well cognizate this particular datum: Football isn't played. It isn't.
There is no atmosphere to restrain the flight of a ball, and the gravity is only one-sixth that of
Earth, so that if you gave the ball a good, sharp kick it would go on and on and on. Might
even escape the gravity of the moon. I mean, they maybe never come down.
So, oh, by the way, every once in a while – here's a little trick for you just in passing
on that particular point of gravity – once in a while you'll send a preclear up to the moon, and
Earth and sun, you know, doing a Grand Tour, and you get – you get a fascinating reaction
from him if he is really on the ball.
There's a space station on the back of the moon-that's space station thirty-three – and it
has corridors and observatory domes and a lot of other things, a lot of odds and ends. But
these corridors are on different levels. So that we have a hallway, you see, a corridor, and then
we have one which is maybe twelve or fifteen feet above the level. You see, the next level.
So we'd go down this corridor, and then we'd have to go up twelve or fifteen feet to go
down to the next corridor. And they'll take a look at this and they will see that there is nothing
but sheer wall face between this lower corridor and the upper corridor floor – fifteen foot
sheer drop between these two corridors.
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And they will say, “Something is wrong here. There are no stairs. I don't know what
I'm doing here, or what's going on, but this place is kind of funny. There are no stairs here.”
Why should there be any stairs where gravity is so slight? And where the animated doll –
they, by the way, get a very disproportionate picture of the size of space station thirty-three.
It's quite amusing. It's a doll's-house, really. They get quite a disproportionate picture because
they look at an animated doll or something like that and the height of it is usually a meter or
less. Seldom more – just about thirty-nine inches tall, something on this order – thirty-six,
thirty-seven and a half inches. Something on that order.
Well, that's real short, isn't it? But we have this ten or fifteen foot apparently – they
aren't that high, you see, because it's a doll's-house size jump that a person would have to
make if he wanted to walk on down the hall. Naturally it could be made with great ease.
A man, as heavy and as massive as a man is – man is five-foot-ten, something like
that, six feet, whatever, what's the average height? Five-foot-nine, five-foot-eight? – he would
be able to jump straight up in the air thirty-six feet on the moon. That's a big, big jump from
start. That is to say, if he could jump six feet on earth.
And you get a running start on the thing. Well, we are not talking about – I guess we
are not talking about the average businessman. The average high school athlete finds no great
difficulty in jumping his own height. Matter of fact, this used to be one of the ways they told
whether or not troops were disabled. You know, the fellow is all shot to pieces. He can't even
jump his own height anymore. That was in the Greek army.
Anyhow, here we have an absence of steps, and this is the obvious thing that should be
part of the game called a house or a base. And the preclear will immediately notice this
absence of mass.
He may not comment on it at all. It may never strike him at all. He may be a rather
dull fellow. But there are many other things which are similar to this in various parts of this
universe. He notices these barriers or absences of barriers or something of the sort.
Now, wherever you have a game being played, you have communications being cut.
And that is why you will never get an answer out of a general of armies. If he is interested or
used to the game called war, then he is better at cutting communications than he is at doing
anything else. They are wonderful at it. And they dead-end communications most gorgeously.
Now, of course, by the very nature of the position of command in an organization, we
discover a fascinating upset of communication in an organization itself, which, of course,
makes for a stuck flow.
Let's take an army regiment, something like that, has a colonel and – or colonel's
command squads, or I don't know how they do it these days since the navy got in there. The
army and the navy, you know, are all the same organization. The day – I walked up to a naval
officer the other day and I was about to say something pleasant. I all of a sudden noticed he
was wearing his bars exactly like they wear them in the army on his raincoat.
The one saving grace of the navy in the old days was that you – all you had to do was
put on a raincoat and nobody knew what rank you were or anything of the sort. And you
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could act as nasty as you pleased. You might even get to be able so you could act as nasty as
an admiral. But in that case you would have to leave your hat – I mean, as – pardon me, as
fatuous as an admiral if you – you'd have to leave your hat home because they still left the
scrambled eggs on.
But they – I saw a couple of seamen the other day and my God, they were wearing
first-class private stripes. And I suppose the army these days sleeps on the deck and goes
topside. I don't know.
I – what I – really looking forward to a belly laugh in this next war when they start
putting generals on battleships. A general is always good for a complete bellyache of a laugh
– in his own position. This ought to be a real, real fine thing.
I have seen admirals in command of troops, and that is an interesting situation to be in,
too. They keep telling the troops to go topside or something of the sort and nobody
understands their language. Squad starboard, indeed.
Anyway, you see that an up flowing communication up the line of command – I don't
know why it's up, it really ought to be reversed. They ought to show command on the bottom.
But you see this up flowing line of communication.
Let's say we have a thousand troops. And here we've got this colonel up there and
everyone of these troops undoubtedly has something to say about the running of this army or
this regiment, you see? Everybody's got a beef.
And they would like to enter into communication on the thing. So the army has to go
in for a series of interruptions. And we have what's laughingly called a command flow plan. If
they called it a command stop plan, they'd have a much better look at it.
All right. So the privates have to get the permission of the corporals -I mean, in a very
well-regulated army – in order to speak to the sergeants. United States army – you don't have
to have permission to speak to anybody below the rank of- what is it? Lieutenant colonel –
something like that.
Well, anyhow, they go on up the line and in a well-regulated army it would be planned
this way: The corporal, who is in charge of eight or ten men, would see, it's eight men in the
modern army. That's right. The corporals aren't as able. In Roman times they could handle ten
men, now they can only handle eight.
So that we get to the next level up and that would be a buck sergeant and then we get
our sergeants of oh, specialists, and command line sergeants and so forth. Then it's stopped
there again. And then theoretically it would be stopped at your platoon officer and that would
be a second lieutenant and then the – or first lieutenant. And then it would be stopped again at
the captain and then it would be stopped again at battalion by the sergeant-major of battalion.
And stopped again by the adjutant and stopped again – they really – they really get to work
there at the level of battalion. And they – stopped again by the major. And then it would be
from there on, of course, if you considered any flow possible, the major occasionally over a
glass of beer or a glass of wine or something of the sort, happens to mention incidentally that
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morale is mighty bad these days. And this summates the tremendous effort of some nine
hundred men to make their communication felt at the top line.
But look what would happen if this were a wide-open chart. There is only one set of
ears, by definition and by postulate, upon this colonel's head. And if he listened to everything
that was incoming – all originated despatches – he would get nothing else done. And if he
listened to them and acknowledged them, again, he would get certainly nothing else done, no
mistresses, no rake-off from the supply department – nothing. And he wouldn't get any of the
real business of a colonel in there.
And, so now he goes back down the other way and nobody permits this
communication to stop anyplace. It's as much as your life's worth in battle to stop a
communication from a field rank or even a colonel. You wouldn't stop the communication.
Somebody comes up to you and says that Robert E. Lee has just uttered the statement that
“you is to fall back.” And this fellow says, “Who the hell is he?” Why, they just shoot him
and go on with the war, you see? No barrier must exist from the top down.
Well, would you look at this as a loused-up communication system? Isn't that
gorgeous? If it wouldn't be designed to make solid mass out of everybody involved after a
short space of time, why, we don't understand this system at all.
But you see what would happen? Back flow entirely stopped. Down flow must go
through. Now, the colonel never really ever gets an acknowledgment. He never really gets an
acknowledgment. The privates to whom he is really addressing his communication, and so
forth, they never sing out over the telephone line. They never walk up to a telephone, one
after the other, and say, “Okay colonel. Okay colonel. Okay colonel.” See?
So, this really gives this boy a stuck flow. It gives him the idea after a while that
anything he says will go through. Nothing sillier ever occurred in a commanding officer's
mind. See, he gets totally formed on the idea of a stuck flow. He knows that communication is
going through, if he knows anything. He is convinced. That's because he never gets any
acknowledgment on the other end.
So he gets acknowledgment hungry once in a while and court-martials somebody just
for the hell of it. Because there weren't enough dead men on Hill 101, or something. You
know, it couldn't have been held, possibly, and so on.
So, he'll get frantic. Well, now what do you think the affinity level is for this kind of
an operating system, huh? Is it good? No, sir. But of course it was used in the Roman legions.
It was used with malice aforethought.
The way this was done – the legionnaire who did not feel actual terror about his
officers, not just fear but terror on the subject of his own officers, wasn't considered a good
legionnaire at all. He had to feel very brave in the face of the enemy and he had to be very
afraid of his own officers. And this was the way they had it rigged, good and solid. Of course,
his officers took extraordinarily long lengths to make sure that they were feared. We still have
survivals of it mentioned. Oh, I don't know if any of the European armies still use what they
call field punishment or not. But they might, they did in World War I. I heard of a few
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examples of it in World War II. But it was just nothing to stake somebody out on a wheel and
other niceties that they used to practice.
An officer would suddenly see a spot of rust on a legionnaire's armor, or something
like that, he'd have him flogged. He'd have him flogged dead. You know, I mean they just...
But look at how long Rome was in action as a military force.
Therefore, look how stuck that flow must be – the command flow must get – under
that kind of a condition of hundreds and hundreds of years. You see, Rome was a highly
successful military organization for, oh, I don't know, seven or eight hundred years before
Christ. And that's already several times as long as we are old as the United States. And it's
longer than Great Britain has been a united nation, certainly.
They held together to this degree and it got to this terrific point where an officer was
so certain of no acknowledgment at all from a private, you see, that he would have to make
that private pay one way or the other with pain, agony, something, you see. It was the only
satisfactory acknowledgment – was the guy screaming? You get the idea?
See how stuck one of these military organizational plans will get after a while when
we look at it in progress for a few hundred years in Rome.
Now, it breaks down every once in a while when the purpose and reason for having an
army goes by the boards. You know, like now. Now we're talking now about the “big brother”
policy. Right after the atom bomb, why, the army started talking about the sergeants should
be big brothers to the privates, and the colonel is just your father, after all. This is in their
regulation books.
So that this communication setup does result in a solider mass and a stucker flow, and
it is used in games. And it makes quite a game. The game called Roman legion was quite a
game. It was a real rough one. They marched at 120 paces to the minute, if I remember
rightly, or 130 30-inch paces to the minute. They camped – they would immediately, if one
didn't exist already on a standard line of march, they would immediately build a small town
before they went to bed that night. A legion camp was something to behold. They just were
right on the ball. They were fantastic in the amount of discipline.
Of course, after a few hundred years of Christianity we find out a whole Roman legion
just standing still and letting itself be slaughtered because it was too exhausting to wear
armor.
But in the early days before all of this communication line simply went into an utter
explosion or dispersal, you got a situation there where they exercised in armor which was –
I've forgotten the factor – maybe twice as heavy as their battle armor. Maybe two and a half
times. All their exercises, marches, everything else, they would just heap the weight on these
boys and make them operate in mock fights, you see. And then they would give them this
light armor and these boys would feel like birds – actual battle armor.
Well, as we look over the game, we find the game then – let's look at it – gets more
and more interrupted communications from the players to the – pardon me, from the pawns –
the broken pawns – the pawns to the player. You see this? We find out there's less and less
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acknowledgment on the part of the player, the mover of pieces of the game. Less and less
acknowledgment is received by him. And we get more and more of a broken communication
line in that direction; but we get more and more of a stuck flow from the player to the pawns.
See this as a game?
Now, we get that stuck flow so thorough that an automaticity or something like that
sets up on the part of a player. He actually – eventually there's just too much mass between
himself and the pawns. And as a result, he simply does not move any pawns anymore. It just
gets up to this stuck flow which is stuck, stuck, stuck – glue.
And we get this game called God and religion. It's very possible that over a long
period of time there actually was, at one time or another, somebody who was manipulating a
great many thetans plus body on a very intimate line. And maybe you could go out and pray
and say “Who do I attack next, boss?” You know, that kind of thing. And you might have
gotten some sort of an acknowledgment. See, you might have. Very possible that there's
somebody playing, and along this line.
Well, the tradition of it continues to exist. But that line got awfully stuck not too long
ago. Oh, man, did that line get stuck. Boy, you obeyed the commandments and mandates of
God or else. You know, hellfire, damnation. You'd be amazed, but England, by the way, got
so tired of this that practically nobody goes to church anymore. They just – they got real
bored with this whole thing.
The US still has convulsions on this – you occasionally find something like this.
Somebody evangelist is coming around with the word of God and telling you you're going to
heaven or hell or something of the sort.
But it gets to be more and more hell and less and less heaven, and then everybody
skips it. The communication line is almost entirely interrupted between these two things. And
then, at that moment nobody credits the existence of the terminal. You see how this goes?
Now, therefore, therefore after a while you undoubtedly somewhere in Roman history,
just by theory here, would have found a condition where troops did not believe there was a
commanding officer. See that?
Well, all right. Now, then these other things add up one way or the other, and we get
actually what we could plot out under its various conditions. I've given you a highly
specialized thing, an army, players, and so forth. This is kind of general, but it is nevertheless
a specialized thing.
And we've gotten – we see then that there's a sort of a cycle of games. The game cycle,
which is another thing which derives immediately from the communication cycle – a two-way
cycle.
So we get a game cycle. And we could plot out this game cycle as existing where there
was a good, free communication amongst everybody on a team. And this was a good, free
communication. They all felt like each one was certainly as important as every other one, that
the fellow who was in command was simply the guy who had more ideas than the rest of
them. And they obeyed him because they liked him, they felt like walking into his tent at any
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time. You had militia, for instance, as an example of this – militia during its first formative
stages is doing this.
Everybody is perfectly willing to attack that hill or sweep off the Hessians, or do
something of the sort. Everybody is perfectly willing to go through the doggonedest things,
but they are all buddies and they elect their officers and they diselect them if the guy cancels
their leave, or something like this.
And they all feel very friendly and fine. And usually the officer who is in best
communication with the men is the leader. They can say anything they want to, to him, and
he'll give them an answer one way or the other. And this line continues. And then we get the
thing more rigorously formed.
Somebody thinks it's much better to have a highly regimented organization. For
instance, the theory existed here during the American revolution which would fascinate you,
that we had to have a continental line. That is, we had to have a – an army of the confederated
states. There had to be a Regular Army. Washington was certainly sold on this. And every
European officer that was hired was sold on this. And they had the example of those they
were fighting, who were certainly sold on this.
And they never won a battle with this Regular Army. Not one. They didn't win any
battles with this Regular Army. They lost, you might say, every major pitched battle. That is
to say, in which Regular Armies – they lost every single one of those, and yet, although
militia would scatter in all directions and be seized with whims and so forth, it was militia at
Bennington that stopped gentleman Johnny Burgoyne in his tracks. Crash. Just militia.
And it was an officer who wasn't even appointed to the post, Benedict Arnold, who
won Saratoga. And who was being chased all through the battle by, I think, Greene's or Gates'
aide, who was to put him under arrest. And nobody would follow anybody but him, so they
went ahead and won a battle.
But here's a very loose state of affairs. And they wouldn't – you see, there's no
rationale actually exercised about this. Never has been. Look at the hole here.
We keep getting and recruiting and arming and holding together this Regular Army.
And the only thing that is making mincemeat out of anybody is loosely-organized fallen-apart
militia.
There are other factors enter in which tend to disprove this sort of thing – many other
factors such as food supplies and things like this. You get a Regular Army that's doing
nothing but fighting, you still leave some guys at home who are still doing nothing but
hoeing. And so you continue to get an army fed. There's better order existing.
So that very often a militia force will be licked by lack of supply. It's not organized or
something of the sort. But the Civil War, I think the Union – take the Civil War just as wars.
Wars are interesting things to look at because they are sort of life speeded up. It's more clearly
seen. There's more action involved and there's certainly more game being played. And the
teams align much more sharply, one with another.
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And during the Civil War, I don't know, let's see, some of the Southern propaganda
went this way. They had to keep importing people from Europe in order to join the Federal
Army, and they opened the gates of immigration in order to get troops. And here were all
these factories up north, just grinding away at a mad rate and turning out troops and supplies
and they were training men and arming men and putting men into the field, and there was
150,000 there and 200,000 someplace else, and men – men in all directions, equipment –
equipment. And a half a dozen irregular Southern cavalry on the way to the Battle of
Gettysburg captured one of these units fifteen hundred Pennsylvania regulars, and all their
arms and ammunition.
These irregular cavalry – irregular cavalry just rode over the top of the hill and saw all
these men, and simply kept riding very hard, right straight at them, and called on them to
surrender immediately and lay down their arms, and everybody did. They followed orders
well, didn't they?
Now, the best-trained militarily – best-trained army on the face of the Earth of which
we have any modern record at all is the German army. Most fabulously trained army anybody
ever wanted to run into. And it keeps getting licked. Something wrong here, isn't there?
Something wrong with this theory, that the way to have a regular force is to have a flock of
stuck flows. What we can do is overdo the game, communication break within our own forces
and own team.
The communication breaks and difficulties should be with the opposing team. And
people get confused by this, and an army is apt to break to pieces because its communications
break down internally.
The German army, for instance, went straight into communism. We are very proud of
believing that we licked the German army to a standstill – 1918. That had a lot to do with it.
But the funny part of it was that the German army was still going to fight, except that it was in
mutiny. It was in mutiny against the Kaiser.
When the Kaiser finally heard that his grand fleet was in mutiny and that the army
itself was in mutiny and that red flags were appearing everywhere, that communism had
sprung up all over the place, the Kaiser shoved off. He quit.
The German navy had an awful time – all of its battleships were flying the Red flag.
They'd put their officers under arrest and had taken over as communists. Look at that stuck
flow. Look at it break down, see. We are all going back to the “We're blood brothers again,”
see. And the command can get so rigorous that it is no longer real to the troops. Your reality
breaks down.
So, the cycle of games is this one: We get perfect communication between two
terminals breaking down to a point where these two terminals can play some sort of a game.
They will have mass, playing field, weenie, reasons why, and so forth, see. These two
terminals begin to play the game.
Now, one of these terminals allies itself with many other terminals to all be on the
same side. And this similarly happens with the other terminal. And it breaks down. It
individuates, you might say.
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And it is all on its side, and so we have two teams, which were – each team was
basically a terminal, and this terminal became or was – or was recruited up to a team. So we
have these two teams facing each other. Now, up to this time, up to this time we have the
broken communication being between these two terminals. Right? But how did this
individuation take place with this terminal?
It was by good communication. Good communication actually produces individuation.
It – individuation is not produced by shocks, blows and so forth to any degree like it is
produced by good communication.
Well, this sounds real weird. But if you look it over for a moment I think you will
agree with me. These two fellows are held together under some kind of an arduous bond of
enlistment, or something of the sort, and then they start to talk to each other. And they find
out that they are not just figures in uniform. They are individuals.
Let's see what happened one Christmas when in World War I when the armies were – I
imagine every command post and certainly every governmental post was in a high state of
hysteria. The exchange of Christmas carols across the battlefield was enough to break down
the war. And if there hadn't been immediate intervention and the ordering of a sufficient
number of artillery barrages, the war would have quit right there.
They were recognizing their individuality to a large degree as men, but that they had
something in common. In other words, something to communicate about. And they ceased
being these bestial masses and became individual people. Get the idea? Just the right
communication. So we must differentiate between an unknowing being crowded together and
a knowing separating apart.
Now, you can be crowded together into individuality, too. And we get the
manifestation called the “only one.” You know, everybody is forced to be like everybody
else, and finally to assert any kind of individuality the individual himself has to pick up
peculiarities, he has to insist upon it, he has to have certain rights, he – and so on. In other
words, he just – he's making it the hard way, you know.
Actually, his individuality goes up and starts to soar the immediate he starts to
communicate. Isn't this a particularly strange thing. You start to communicate- here's a test in
therapy – you start to communicate with anything bad, really communicate with anything bad,
and it ceases to be able to hurt you if you can really communicate with it.
This is quite curious that individuation takes place on communication. Because
communication itself basically makes space. John put it – the other day when he said, “Well,
communication is this way. One fellow makes some space and the other guy says he did it.”
So actually, on communication we get greater cooperation. But greater cooperation
does not occur simply because people are forced to cooperate. It occurs because they want to
cooperate, because they can still conceive themselves to be individuals, and yet work with.
So, we find out that communication barriers, as such, are very germane to – are very
necessary to – a game. That you have to keep them cut one direction or another to have a
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game. But we discover at the same time that to recover one's individuality all one has to do is
to go into communication.
The way to stop any mutiny is the traditional way to stop it. This is the traditional way.
And that's simply have her come in – everybody come in and say what he's mad about. Listen
to him, and give him an answer of one kind or another. People won't mutiny.
They went into communication. Now, we call this blowing the engram, or doing
almost anything. We could call it a lot of things. But the truth of the matter is that the barriers
are built up by various cuts of communication. And they are destroyed by the setup of
communication lines. Barriers cease to exist the moment you set it up.
But oddly enough, the oneness of an individual – his individuality, you might say, his
actual individuality – depends upon his going into communication. So let's make sure we
don't have a backwards look at how people become individuals. And let's also realize that
some barriers are necessary. In other words, it isn't bad experience, continuously and forever,
which finally drives an individual to being different than or separate from his fellows. This is
a low-toned look at it.
It's bad experience that makes an individual insist upon his individuality. There's a
funny principle involved here all the way through. The only thing that ever gets aberrated is
what's true. And it only gets aberrated by enforcing the truth. And any aberration is an
enforced or inhibited truth. Any aberration is an enforced or inhibited truth.
That's a funny little rule. It's one of these rough rule of thumbs. It isn't an axiom or
anything of the sort. Just something that one continually observes in working with the mind.
The individual is too free. He is being driven out.
Well, actually he actually is not a part of the organization that he is being driven out
from. You understand that? He really isn't. And somebody is trying to enforce freedom upon
him. You see this? Somebody is forcing freedom upon him. He doesn't want it. But his
aberration would become enforced freedom. But freedom is truth.
You got a lot of cases walking around who are cases of enforced freedom. I ran into
one the other day. The button on the case – there was a button on the case was “I am a
stranger everywhere. Everywhere I go, I am a stranger. I belong nowhere. I belong no place.”
This sort of a feeling, you know? Constant feeling.
That's the truth! Nobody belongs anyplace. You get the idea? Yet this person was
very, very upset because this person belonged no place.
So the things people really talk about and that they say is wrong with them, are some
aberration of the truth, which is making it more solid or making it more barriered, you might
say; making it enforced and inhibited.
If you were to take some little boy, and you were to bring him in – of course it's true
he's a little boy, see. And we started insisting he was a boy. And everyone of us started
walking around him looking at him critically and saying, “He's a boy. Rrrr. Boy. Well, what
do you know about that. A boy. Don't you know any better than that? Look at him. He's a
boy.”
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If we kept this up on him, we would drive him through various cycles of being a boy.
But what would be wrong with him? He's a boy. You get the idea? But he is a boy. But that's
what's wrong with him. You get the idea there, see?
The most horrible things wrong with anyone – most horrible things wrong with
anyone, are simply the truth. You know, some fellow goes around all the time and he's mad as
hell because everybody says he's stupid. He is stupid. It's a fact. But this is what he's upset
about. And one can say the only thing anybody can get upset about is the truth. Somebody
told him that he was brilliant and this was what was wrong with him, he'd know that was a lie
and he wouldn't pay any attention to it.
Now, you tell some thetan that he is free and that he should be outside the body and he
should be able to run things from there, this is the truth. And if you raise the devil with him
on this subject, he'll get real upset about it. Exteriorization is not popular at all. It's not
popular because it's evidently some kind of an enforcement of the truth. If you want to really,
really make people relax, tell them a flock of lies. Won't bother them a bit.
You want to tell a little kid stories and get him in a fine state of mind and so forth?
One of the big traps in the writing business is you must – you know, kind of agree with the
society and write about the average man, and so forth. Who the hell wants to hear about the
average man? That's the truth. He's there, he's average. So what?
Get a bunch of little kids and tell them about animals that have various adventures and
talk various languages and wear various kinds of clothes. They know this is not true at all, and
so it's very safe to laugh about, and so forth. You are not aberrating them in any degree.
Curious thing. Something I've subjected to statement several times. So somebody
come out and sell – can sell “Hadocol.” Everybody knows this is probably a pack of lies. So
it's perfectly safe to go and buy “Hadocol.” Don't buy any truth. That stuff's dangerous.
Now, wherever you work with a preclear, you will discover that he has forcefully and
basically followed the whole pattern and cycle of a game. He's followed it over and over and
over. Heavy enforcement, relaxation of the enforcement, falling apart, gathering together his
militia again, getting more trained, you know. Finding various enemies, breaking down the
communication with the enemy, you see, thoroughly, so that you'd have good solid barriers in
all directions in order to have this game.
And then making the barriers solider and solider until at last you don't believe your
own officers exist, or your own command exists or that you are in command of anything, or
that there is an enemy. See? The unreality goes out on the enemy first.
I dare say if some war continued long enough you'd have a bunch of people around
standing around arguing on both sides whether or not the other side was really there – if a war
went on long enough. You'll see that condition exist in this society, sooner or later the
Russians will not believe the US is here; and we won't believe the Russians are here. We don't
believe they exist. Be the only saving grace of the atom bomb, would be to have a tougher,
rougher, more convincing Iron Curtain. See how you could work it the other way? So you
could make this formula work both ways.
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Now, the real way never to have an atom bomb, the safe way never to have an atomic
war of any kind would be go into thorough communication with the enemy. Couldn't fight.
See this? Thorough communication. Now, this would last for quite a while. Because it could
always be built back again. The other communication whereby you just get a more and more
and more and more and more rigid set of barriers, gradually falls apart on the reality factor.
First it falls apart on the affinity factor, and then goes down Tone Scale through hate,
fear, grief, apathy, and then gets into utter unreality.
For instance, you will find the people of Earth don't have any conviction at all on the
military forces of Mars. But you are liable sometime or another, since Mars and Earth have
been at war, to announce it over the radio or something and have people reactively stampede
on this basis. You see, it was an existing truth which had fallen apart into a reality level.
Similarly you are liable to have people getting upset with each other as they start up
communication. But the funny part of it is the liability of that is nowhere near as great as it is
believed. Communication works fast. It works very fast.
It tears down barriers faster than anybody can recognize there was a barrier there. It
rips down barriers with great speed. It's one of the more fabulous phenomena.
Now, what about a practical process? We've been talking about theory here for quite a
while. What about a practical process? Yeah. Well, we'll discover that this fellow has a bad
leg. This is not an advised process. It's just a practical process. A person has a bad leg, so we
have his leg sit there and say “hello.” Will it work? Yes. It will work perfectly, without
liabilities. We just ask him to get into what he's chosen out as his enemy. We put him into
communication with what he'd chosen out for his randomity and it goes into action by having
it say “hello.”
You can take any old energy mass that an individual has floating around him, whether
it is a facsimile, a black mass or otherwise, and have the various particles in it tell him “hello”
over and over. The energy mass will disappear.
(End of lecture)

9ACC

209

16.12.09

ANATOMY OF GAMES,
PART II
A lecture given on
21 December 1954

The big lesson we learn out of all this, and which I have diversively been trying to
feed you, one way or the other, is that a good, thorough two-way cycle of communication,
remedy of the scarcity of; will destroy any existing barrier whether space or matter or energy
or time. Communication is the solvent of all barriers.
And where an individual has compartmented his body off and his head is fighting his
feet, or his right half is fighting his left half as you get in a stroke, there's a barrier existing
there. You will find the barrier in the form of a ridge – actually a piece of energy. You will
find it also in space on a compulsive exteriorization.
Any one of these things – all you have to do is get the part that's out of communication
on the other side of the barrier into communication. Or actually just tackle the barrier. Have
the barrier start saying, “Hello, hello, hello,” and boom, where's the barrier?
Well, theoretically we as a group could probably sit right here and reduce entirely the
walls of this room by picking them out atom by atom and making them all say hello many
times. Theoretically. But we want this room! Look what would happen here. Immediately
we'd get all the traffic noises, wouldn't be able to contain heat in the place, et cetera, et cetera,
et cetera.
Well now, the preclear is in a state of mind where he doesn't know where the barriers
mean a game and where they mean no game. And he's liable to pick up barriers which are
actually game barriers and destroy them which gives him less game. And he's liable to
completely ignore the unused, unmeaningful barriers – you know the ones that are no longer
used for the game. He's liable to ignore those entirely. Because he has neglected them, he
doesn't even recognize they're there.
By bringing the facsimile into the view of the people of the world, by showing them
there was such a thing as an energy mass – by getting this around – we call their attention on
something they'd long since forgotten had existed. See, existed once but they'd forgotten it
and they had no reality on it. And all of a sudden we could demonstrate that these barriers did
exist, that they could dictate orders, that they were barriers between the individual and the
outside. And we had a method of destroying them which was to go into communication with
them several times over. And look at the erasure of an engram and making something say
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“hello” as blood brothers. They're not even remote cousins, they're blood brothers. Only we
can do it more effectively because we know the rest of the formula.
Any preclear (also just a repetition here), any preclear is somewhere on the cycle of
games. I haven't been terribly specific – saying this is point A, B, 3, 4, 5, 6, something of this
sort, of the cycle – but you can certainly look it over, how a game has – is all communication,
then it halves up with barriers, and then it divides up with some more barriers and divides up
with some more barriers.
Actually the individuality of everybody involved in this game – which has been the
real nut to crack – they booby-trapped it over in India. They said they had something called
nirvana. They're supposed to merge in with the consciousness of all and all this sort of
nonsense. The funny part of it was that when you start to knock down the barrier you lose
enforced or inhibited individuation. You do not lose real individuality. The guy becomes
more himself. He says, “I am me.”
Did you ever notice a preclear who suddenly discovered where he was? Right after he
feels more like a person, doesn't he? Feels more like an individual. Similarly, we get
somebody exteriorized so he's exteriorized with great certainty and he knows he's there and
the body's there. When he gets over the shock of this and when he can operate as exterior,
why, he feels more as a person.
Unless, of course, you rip away all of his game barriers. If you ripped away all of his
game barriers and left him nothing but his old, forgotten, you know, barriers that didn't mean
anything anyhow, he'd get to be an unhappy person as far as you were concerned. He'd get
real unhappy.
Okay. The amount of work which you can do on a preclear is today very definitely
lessened, but in view of the fact that old barriers and old masses – or barriers in formation and
masses in formation and spaces which are in formation, you might say – these too, will keep
drifting through as you're running this communication4ype processing.
So that we've set the boy all up with this particular set of barriers and he's feeling very
good, something slides or slips and he goes into another set of barriers. And we could
conceive that this would just go on endlessly. We could believe this would just go on
endlessly, you see. It – that would be a very disheartening thing. We face the same thing. I
found out that you could erase what appeared to me to be a tremendous number of engrams,
see. And at the end of this time having put the person into this much communication with the
bank, probably in 1949, 1950 he was probably sitting out in back of his head someplace. He
was out of the bank.
And then what was discouraging was to find many people after we got going in the
Foundation and so forth, we discovered that there were more aberrated people than I had
noticed before. There were quite a few, particularly after you've given the answers on how to
be aberrated. The trick here was that these people would erase two or three dozen engrams
you see, and you'd say, “Oh, just wonderful” – you spent a lot of time on this by the way,
you've spent maybe a couple hundred hours erasing all these engrams, you see – and you say,
“Well, gee. We really got it now, see.” And there's another one. And there's another one. And
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there's more and there's more and there's more and there's more and there's more. See that
manifestation? You know, you experienced it. All right.
The same thing happens when you're running this communication-type processing.
You get rid of this set of barriers, this set of aberrative factors and so forth, and there are just
some more of them. And you – let's say you're just destroying unusable masses, in terms of
the preclear, see. And you destroy this whole set of masses and then there're just some more
of them. And then you destroy all these and there's just some more of them. You get him into
a freer communication and there's just some more of them. And you get him into a freer
communication and there's some more of them. That's a hell of a note. Isn't it?
Well fortunately, unlike running engrams, where we can “stick” him every once in a
while, and so forth, this process continues to prove the – improve the individual's identity.
And it improves his ability; it gets him better located. And the better he's located, why then,
the more powerful he dares get.
Did you ever walk through a room rapidly and expansively which was dark and filled
with bric-a-brac? Your bric-a-brac will come down, won't it? Boy, here's a big dark room all
filled full of china and glass and so forth, and you walk in that, you know, dark, can't see.
Well, you walk awful gentle. You're not very strong. You're not very fast when you're doing
that. All right, let's get the lights on pretty bright. A guy could walk through there with
considerable speed. He'd dare demonstrate a little bit of stuff. You picked up enough of the
china and breakables.
Well, this process does not have the liability on test. It doesn't have the liability of
finding the person unable to handle the next energy mass. What we make him do is handle
energy mass after energy mass after energy mass, or space, or have him handle this or that
again and again and again. And he's improving his ability on it all the time. Because it works
so quick, he gets a better idea of his ability on it. And he gets a better idea of his ability and a
better one and a better one and a better one. And all of a sudden, although you may not have
reduced his actual number of barriers by one one-billionth, you have put him up the line to a
point where he's convinced of his ability to handle these barriers. And therefore he will
communicate.
He is not communicating just like you would not walk through a dark room strewn
with china with great speed. There are consequences to communication. Strange and weird
barriers slide in. Old masses of some kind or another or old flows start up or he gets out of
time in some fashion or another.
I just ran a – I ran a test on this which you might be interested in. I had a fellow have
the front of his face and then the center of his head and then the back of his head, in that
order, simply say “hello.” Great many curious things showed up. You know these black
masses that hang around the optic nerves and so on – that give people eye trouble and so on?
My God, these things turned on enough to just blowtorch him. It was all I could do for a short
time to keep him at it. His attention was so solidly fixed upon these – of course, he was
holding them there, creating them – so fixed upon them, in any case he would have been
creating them, you see – so fixed upon them that it was hard for him to fix at all upon the
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auditor. In other words, his attention just went onto these things, spannnng. And I had each
tiny particle of this black mass tell him hello. I finally got this through to him. Had a little
struggle there for a while. Had each tiny part of this black mass that had shown up which
underlay the optic nerves back of the eyeball, I had each particle say hello to him.
Fascinating. Blew them after turning on a somatic enough to knife him in half.
Well, now a few days later he had some more of these. They showed up while he was
eating dinner so he blew them. Get the difference – difference of reaction.
He just noticed them and he said, “Hell, those don't belong there.” So he made them
all say, “hello' unanimously. And it blew. Up to that time he was so fixed upon them... Did
you ever notice a preclear who when he tried to exteriorize tried to take his eyes with him?
Male voice: Yeah.
Huh? Well, that's real wild.
Well, the energy masses which are connecting quote “him” to his eyes and so on are
just masses for which he is no longer taking any responsibility. So they can command him. He
no longer commands them.
If you were to have somebody doing that, simply have those eye masses say “hello”
you see; those masses around there that he had felt – even if he could just feel them, you see,
somehow. Just have the area say “hello, hello, hello, hello, hello, hello,” and have him
acknowledge them once in a while. Or have them say “Okay, okay,” it doesn't matter much.
You'll find that the difference of phrase will shift once in a while as the formula – the cycle
rolls through. Why, he'll stop trying to take his eyes with him.
Actually you could say, from a standpoint of randomity – having separated them out
individually, you see, as eyes – they are trying to be taken along. Well, now they'd just be
anxious about his – about communicating with him or to him. That's a hell of a stuck flow,
you understand, the – this.
Many, many times he's never even said “I see it.” See, his eyes have gone around and
daaa. You know. Well, just take a sweep around the room. How much have you seen of the
room that you have actually seen of the room? I'll give you an example of it.
Have those portions of the room now say hello. The ones you haven't noticed, have
them say hello. Well, I can tell you for sure you haven't sat here looking at that back, green
drape. Have it say hello a few times. Got that real good? Got that now? Okay. Now you say
okay to it.
Acknowledgment of sight. What's happening as you do that?
Female voice: Perception's coming up.
Perception coming up a little bit? Now, have my back say okay to you. All right. Now
you say okay to my back. You say okay now to the back of this chair up here. You're merely
acknowledging the fact that it is visible. You having the back of this chair – you having – are
you saying okay to the back of this chair now? Huh? Okay. Tell me if you feel it pull free or
something. Still saying okay to the back of this chair?
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What's the matter?
Male voice: I feel like I've overdone it.
Why?
Male voice: Thought it was going to talk to me.
Don't want to talk to it anymore?
Male voice: Just wasn't.
All right. Have it say okay to you a few times. That work?
Male voice: Started to, and then the same trouble. I–I just started just alternating each
time.
Well, say hello to it. Have it originate some communications to you.
All right.
All right. What happens as you do that?
Female voice: My ears started to hurt, and...
Oh, just wanted to see – did you find any space expanding? Did you get a greater
distance of space or a greater distance involved in the thing?
Female voice: Yeah.
All right.
Now, let's take something that you customarily do not notice very much, particularly
in the city and so forth – the ground. Now you say okay to the ground a few times.
All right. Let's vary it a little bit now and say okay to the ground this way: “Okay, I
know you're there.”
How does that work?
Male voice: ... about a mile high and you could say there's so much more ground.
Yeah.
Anybody have any wild and odd and strange visio shown up here?
Female voice: Thought I was a hundred feet up or something. Then when I began to
say, “Okay, I know you're there. ..”
Hm-mm?
Female voice: ... sometimes it was and sometimes it wasn't.
Okay. Have the ground, now, all around – I don't care where, but just ground – say,
“Okay, I know you're there” to you. How's that? Is it working? Hmm? All right. Now have
the ground say hello. Okay. How's that going? Rough? Little rough, hmm? Hmm?
Female voice: Monkey business.
What's happening?
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Female voice: Well, first 1 kept moving away from it, then the more it said hello the
closer I got back to it.
Uh-huh. It's all right.
Has anybody recognized yet he's playing with the mechanism known as gravity?
Audience: Yes.
Oh, you've recognized this?
This is gravity. It's the unacknowledged communication; the unoriginated
communication. The unacknowledged communication will gradually pin a guy to something.
This is gravity.
Now, if we stop and think that it's actually the sun which shows you the Earth, we see
that the sun is probably making a communication on a continuing basis. So, have the sun say
hello to you now. Whoa!
Male voice: I'd just as soon acknowledge that one right now.
All right. Now, in view of the fact that you've received a great many communications
from the sun without ever acknowledging it, how about you just saying okay to the sun.
All right. Say okay to the sun some more.
Now get – okay, now get the sun knowing you've said okay to it. Okay. All right.
How's it going? Hmm?
Female voice: I don't know exactly the way to describe it.
Hmm.
Female voice: And uh – on that know – the sun knowing that while I said okay, it
seemed to have a greater reality than the others.
Mm-mm. Okay.
Anybody bogged down utterly? Now, let's do a direct acknowledgment and find the
floor. Is the floor there?
Audience: Yes.
All right. Now, you tell the floor it's there.
Audience: You're there.
Tell it again.
Audience: You're there, floor.
Tell it again.
Audience: You're there, floor.
Tell it again.
Audience: You're there, floor.
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Okay. Is your chair there?
Audience: Yes.
Good. How do you feel?
Audience: Fine, good.
Feel okay?
All right. That's just an example, not run to be therapeutic, but just to demonstrate to
you some of the oddities which result simply from running the most basic elements of the
communication formula. I dare say it could probably produce levitation, probably produce all
kinds of strange things simply by working with this rather conscientiously on someone.
Remember that communication is a two-way cycle; that there are two cycles involved. And as
you work with it you'll probably become conscious of the fact that you have been ignoring
one point of one of the cycles or something of the sort.
And this, remember, is a barrier breakdown and results in the breakdown of barriers as
such so that it's not too bad occasionally to have somebody dream up some games he can
play, or something like this, if you continue this too long. Because what will it do? It will take
all the games away from your preclear unless you remedy this to some degree right now.
I have given a preclear an object – most obvious processes go along with this – I've
given him an object and said, “How many games could you play with this object?”
“Well,” he'd say, “A great number.”
“Well, describe one.” You know, a lighter.
“Well, I could fix it up so it couldn't light. I could fix it up so if I lit it, why, I'd light a
girl's cigarette with it and she would blow it out and then I would have to light it again.” Most
elementary sort of things. And then he'd start up into cops and robbers with this thing you
know. He could hide something very precious in it, you know, odds and ends and so forth.
And suddenly, recognize that to some slight degree this lighter was a part of his game
environment. So here's a new word for you guys – “game environment.”
Now, there'd be a game environment and a no-game environment. What a person
objects to is what he considers to be a no-game environment. Now, remember that a person
exteriorized with no perception of barriers and no necessity to contact them anymore could be
in a no-game environment for his money. So you'd eventually get tired of this after three or
four days and go back in his head, occlude it all in, lose himself thoroughly, run up into some
barriers, and disperse. Then say ah! here we are now. Now we're in a game environment.
Now, therefore barriers could fall into these two categories: those used immediately and
actively in and usable in games; and those which are not being used in games. See, it would
not be true to say that something was a no-game environment. This is an impossibility. That's
not an exact truth. Nothing could be a no-game environment. But it would mean this: That an
individual wasn't playing any games with those barriers.
Male voice: His consideration.
Yeah, just his consideration of the barrier.
9ACC

217

16.12.09

ANATOMY OF GAMES, PART II

8

9ACC-11A – 21.11.54

Now, we find out that the preclear gets as well as slowly as he's unable to change his
consideration about being able to use a barrier in a game.
We find out that he moves into a new neighborhood or something of this character and
all of these barriers around look rather alien, uninteresting and so forth, because he has not
included them under his game environment – not until several things will occur and his
attention can be fixed on some of these things.
For instance, I had an example of this just the other day. I hadn't considered that the
activities of the caretaker at the next door place to mine had anything to do with me. This was
brought forcefully to my attention when yesterday he started to burn brush and I have some
very dry grass in the orchard. And he, for some reason or other, considered it a very brilliant
thing to do to light a fire immediately opposite an enormous pile of brush which would have –
if ignited on a windy day – would have taken the rest of the orchard and the house too. And
having been dissuaded from that, he immediately moved down the road, built another small
fire which he really didn't mean, and then moved across the road onto my side of the road and
built another fire. It was getting to be a rather heavy game environment as far as I was
concerned – about the thing. We – you – that is just a kind of a goofy idea. Now I'm paying
some attention to what's going on next door, you see. That's part of the game environment.
For instance, I hadn't paid any attention at all till – to the – to the situation of car thefts
and so forth or theft in general as crime statistics, they were rather uninteresting to me, till all
of a sudden I get a car stolen. Well, now this isn't vitally interesting and for one thing the car
is insured for its full worth. But this is beside the point. I got very interested in that as a game
environment.
And although I'd been interested in criminality and criminology for a great many
years, hadn't bothered to pick up any actual statistics for just ages. So I went and had the
statistics dug up and was properly amazed at what a fruitful playing field that seems to be for
a great many people. And also utterly condemned, to my eye, the ingenuity at least of his
particular community and of the United States as a whole in their handling of crime.
You mean to say that a group of people such as the people of this particular area, who
are rather noted for their desire for space and ideas and that sort of thing, couldn't figure out a
better system to keep their cars than this? Now, it affects every one of them. They pay the
most fantastic insurance rates in this area. It's one of the highest insurance rate areas in the
United States. And it all stems from the fact that the granting of driver's licenses is so badly
done and the theft of cars is so high that insurance in this area is practically prohibitive. For a
rather valuable car it'd be nothing to pay $180 for a year's insurance policy. You know that's a
lot of money.
Well, what it revolves down to is the fact that nobody is on the ball down here at City
Hall, that's all. They're just not on the ball at all. And it immediately reflects so that every
citizen in the area has to contribute to this game called cops and robbers, but he's not playing
the game called cops and robbers, you see. And that's what's known as a broken piece. You
know, he's contributing to a game but he's not playing in the game in some fashion or another
Well, I want you to continue to look this over, experiment with it, run it. If anybody starts to
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get upset materially about this, remedy some havingness. But I'll show you the other way to
remedy havingness about it and this now becomes allowable in auditing.
“Invent some games.”
How many ways could you run that? You could run it, “Invent some games with this
object.” You could say, “Mock up somebody inventing some games for you.”
And you'll find out that the joie de vivre of the individual immediately picks up. What
becomes curious in processing this process is – you will discover many things become
curious – but the main thing that becomes curious – not in processing amongst ourselves
because we are interested in this particular game and we are interested in the phenomena and
we have a slight vested interest in the – in the state of the mind and the understanding it, but
to somebody who is merely getting processed because his “uppigitis” bothers him or
something of the sort, this is not the case. And it'll be about all you can do to hogtie this
fellow into an auditing chair – occasionally. He will suddenly run this process of “invent
games,” he will think of a game, he will fixate on some old terminal, reactivate it, add it up to
his present time environment, and man alive, it's about all you can do to get a lariat on this
fellow in time to keep him from going down the avenue at 120 miles an hour just to go on
with the playing of this game, you know? He gets real ecstatic and excited about this
particular game. “Boy, yah – that's – that's terrific,” see. And he's on his way. Well, now, the
awful part of it is, is that when this turns on in the auditing room – it will – it turns on
furiously you understand; it turns on strongly and it seems to be overweighing his better
judgment with regard to auditing. He yet can't do many things. His sonic, his visio, his
exteriorization stability and all these things are all off. It is a manic and this process turns on a
manic in that fashion. It's very curious.
With this process you must be pitching in there because you can turn on actively a
manic state of, “I've got to get going with this or with that,” very hectic. It's almost next door
to fear when it's in its worst condition. It's very hectic and there's nothing real bad about this
except that it'll burn out in three days.
So maybe the solution to this is just let the guy write something down in his case
history book – one reason to keep a case history book – and put it up on the shelf and let him
go his way. And when he comes back to you in three days complaining about how bad he
feels or something of that sort you just show him what you noted in the book. In other words
that you predicted the condition. And immediately that makes you boss again and you would
go on with the process. I've done this with several preclears. It's very effectual, particularly if
you take down the folder from the exact place where you put it and he saw you put it, and
show him that you wrote in it at the time that he'd be back and see you in three days. He starts
to look at you very closely and mock up a turban around your head.
Female voice: Or a halo.
Yes, or a halo. Well, a halo is a dispersed turban.
All right. Are there any questions about all this now?
Male voice: Yeah. Is the halo a condensed thetan?
Ohh. Did you ever see a condensed thetan do much shining?
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We're in – we're in a field at this moment that I wouldn't breathe this out loud very far
and I certainly wouldn't teach students this – just students at random who haven't been around
at all. But evidently we are in a field, right here, where the two things an individual does do,
basic things he does do, is go into communication with things, make things go into
communication with him, and invent games and pay attention to other people inventing
games. So, we are almost not in the field of processing at all and we can self-process almost
any of this because it ends itself quickly. I mean, we start self-processing it a little bit,
something like that, you notice it's a way of handling things; a way of handling things.
You don't understand the anatomy of a motor which is lying there so you make the
motor say hello, and you acknowledge the fact that it is lying there broken. I don't say the
motor will run, or that you will be enough of an electrician to immediately fix it because you
know instantly what's wrong with it, but both of those things can occur just as a result of the
process. And the other thing certainly does occur: you stop worrying about a broken down
motor. You see? Its breakdown condition is something that you are perfectly willing to
communicate with. If you are willing to communicate with a broken down condition of a
piece of machinery – if you're willing to communicate with it, my God, the darn thing will run
forever. It just gets into apathy about it: “There's no effect I can produce on him.”
Well, you never saw anything as insistent upon barriers being in their exact and proper
location as a motor. And of course, you get a body being equally insistent upon this fact that
everything be in its right location. The disturbance of many a preclear is simply just this – it's
an anchor point out of position. And he will be quite disturbed, you know. He'll have all kinds
of modus operandi to assign to this disturbant. It worries him that a body is slightly out of
commission, you see? And the general machine is not functioning exactly optimum. And we
get it all broken down with great labor, exteriorize this boy, and we get him all set up and then
we have him adjust this one small anchor point which is-usually hangs below one ear. And his
headaches cease, or some damn fool thing immediately occurs like this.
The first piece of machinery that breaks down to a thetan who has gotten very hectic
about machinery, of course, is a body. And then you will see that break down a little bit, and
you will see bodies in the vicinity of that person start breaking down, which is quite curious.
Did you ever notice what wonderful condition nurses were in? What fascinating,
radiantly healthy condition nurses were in? Well, if you've never noticed this, I invite you to
go down to a hospital sometime.
Male voice: They looked healthy on the outside but inside they're a mess, the ones I've
seen.
Female voice: Yeah.
They are so clean and polished up exteriorly that you're not liable to notice it, but
actually you, as a Scientologist, would have your nerve with you not to notice it. They are just
busted to flinders.
The – in the navy the officers in far stations, and so on, quite commonly date nurses
who are officers and as practically the only social, between the sexes, contact available
anywhere around, you know. And you'd say that women getting all this attention from all
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these men would be not bad at all, you know? They're treated very nicely and so forth, and yet
a check-over of the number of nurses available for a dance or something like that always finds
several of them, you see, completely out of commission and out of the running. They have
there – they have a cold or they're upset this way or that way. What's fabulous is that they
don't come down with, as often, with the diseases of their patients. They can't duplicate that
well, I guess.
Male voice: Schoolteachers too. Schoolteachers have a rough time with this, yea.
Male voice: Ron, you said Something... somebody's incapable partner? say hello to
him and so forth. Hmm.
Male voice: What good does it do to validate a physical incapacity?
Nothing. The power – the process – communication itself- let me put it this way, is so
powerful that it overcomes the manifestation of validation. It is – it's one of these things that
is present, but it becomes a lesser factor. A commun – a barrier, remember, is an artificiality –
a very nebulous thing. A barrier is a hard thing to keep there. It blows fast if you start working
on it.
Male voice: The other day I was working on Mrs. Bloom, she had the bum foot, you
know, minus graph. She had the bum foot. Well, I just had the foot say hello to her and the
swelling – when I first walked there the foot was like a balloon. If you touched it it would
have blown to pieces. And the swelling went down and she could start moving it. And she
first of all wouldn't say anything happened, and then I touched her foot where it hurt, and it
didn't hurt there no more, and I touched her foot where it hurt again and it didn't hurt there,
didn't hurt anywhere.
Yea. They will start in originally – if you do not direct them – they will start in by
having the pain itself, and the area of the pain itself say hello. Your auditing command was
simply “Have the foot say hello” and they will first start in with the pain saying hello, the
ridge saying hello, the absent parts, the missing sensation parts saying hello, and they'll sort
all this out. And they'll finally, really, eventually start answering your auditing command. It is
a total comm lag. And you must regard it as a total comm lag. The fellow has spent twelve
hours in the auditing chair having his poliomyelitis results on his leg say hello, you see. Just
told him to have his leg say hello. And he will just suddenly have his leg start saying hello.
But this is the first time he obeyed the auditing command, which is – we see, communication
lag in action right there. We just watch communication lag taking place. The fellow did not
have his leg say hello, he had a ridge, a tendon, a joint, something like this, say hello.
Male voice: The enforced communication part is usually the first thing he contacts. In
other words, the hypersensitive area.
That's right. Of course, I have found out that what worries a person, seemingly, in its
acute state, naturally, is pain – the enforced communication part. That seems to be. But they
rapidly then start communicating with areas which have no sensation in them. And this seems
to worry them much more, really, than just a constant ache or something like that. An ache or
a pain if severe will of course attract their attention.
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But as people walk along the street the thing that they are worried about – you know,
they're not in acute pain – the thing that they're worried about is the fact that they don't have
any sensation in their feet. And maybe it's so far out of reality that they don't even know
they're worried about it and don't even know they have no sensation in their feet.
And as with running this process on test, I've had more persons suddenly say, “You
know, I had no sensation of any kind in my stomach? Whew!”
See, it was a big relief; you know? Just they all of a sudden – we got that factor into
reality. We haven't done a thing about it. He's just noticed the condition. And yet the big relief
on it. And then finally we have his stomach say hello and we acknowledge his stomach, and
we do other things with his stomach. All of a sudden we get pains and aches and ridges shoot
this way and that. Things are starting to come apart at the seams. He will be making the
particles there say hello, not his stomach. He'll eventually get to a point where he'll have his
stomach saying hello. And at this time, why, everything is fine. Everything's pretty smooth.
Male voice: What is this manifestation that you run into so often doing this, where...
body say hello to.
Or very sympathetic or very, very compassionate toward life at large. Or the rest of
them.
Female voice: Ron, you said that this might turn on a manic and somebody might want
to go rushing off
Oh, yes.
Female voice: Well, I happen to know two people who go doing this all the time. They
spend all their time mocking up games for other people to do or that they can't do. And they
never actually play them. And both of them are very nice. And yet both of them have lots of
wonderful ideas.
Well, you've just got a detached sort of an observer sort of a nonparticipation factor
involved here. Such people could be at two different positions on the Tone Scale. Actually
that is the condition of some of the players, as we use the word technically (a player:
somebody who is monitoring some section of this universe, sending people back through
between-lives areas and so forth), this might be his attitude too. But the – this is – this is again
a case of aberrated truth, you see. Now, of course – let's define this manic. It's – in both of
these people it's merely an aberrated truth.
Female voice: Yeah. All right.
Female voice: This man is what they used to label an entrepreneur, you know, he goes
to do something.
Yeah.
Female voice: Well, now he don't do them. He just...
That's right. They get down, and they think of these wonderful things to do like the
Bandar-log of Kipling. You know, here we go in with the ...
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Female voice: And he just goes around all day and all night...
Hmm-hm.
Female voice: ... all year. I've known him. for three years now. I've never known what
to do about it, so I've let him alone.
Stuck action. He has not walked into another entrepreneur who got things done. You
get the idea. He just got – he is the entrepreneur. He eventually backs out totally into an idea
stage. Or you'll find a writer finally sitting around talking about the wonderful stories he
might write. And then after a while he won't even talk about them anymore. And that's what
will happen to this individual. He eventually will not talk about even the idea anymore. He'll
just back on off of this game entirely.
The thing to do is to, well, have him mock up somebody else... What was this fellow
doing, stage work?
Female voice: No. He... he invented services.
Good. Have somebody else inventing services and you'll find out that in his life he has
been so mad at other people who invented services. And have him mock up other people
inventing services and inventing things for him to do and so on. And the next thing you know,
why, he will pull out of it and without becoming hectic about it simply get active again,
hardly noticing that he has been inactive which is the curious “no pay” for the auditor.
Remember when we say manic we mean this very strongly. Because a person is active,
because they're in action we do not mean he's on a manic. This is a – this is a word which
simply means an other-determined course which is going to flub out. The usual course of flub
out, when it's turned on in auditing, is three days. The usual course in life itself is three or four
years. The person will get on a manic of doing something, he'll be terrifically active, very
hectic about this, and then all of a sudden it'll ease on out of existence. And he won't have any
communication on that line.
Well, he never determined to do it in the first place. All he was doing was dramatizing.
So drama – a manic would mean dramatized action.
Female voice: But he did used to do it. Mmm.
Well, okay. Now, if we're going to get real acquainted with this communication
formula, why, there's various things that you will simply have to do with it in order to get
thoroughly acquainted with it. Because it's all very well for me to sit here and talk to you and
so forth, and describe a lot of things and so on, but there's nothing quite as real as reality.
Now, if we could find some possession which an individual is holding on to very
dearly – I mean this amongst you, see. This is auditing toward significances and specifics. We
don't care if you do that. I mean, so what. I mean, it's a waste of time to a large degree with a
– with a preclear. But always to some slight degree an auditor is doing this. And so if we were
to find something that somebody was holding onto – he didn't quite know why the hell he was
holding on to it – and then we work, on a two-way cycle of communication, various mock-ups
of remedying communication angles to it. Just as a little exercise or an experiment, you will
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discover one of the more interesting series of rationalities, the reasons why, see, the
tremendous number of reasons why he's holding on to this and the tremendous number of
reasons why he started to originally. And we will finally come out into the clean about it. And
he will, actually, whether you told him or I told him or not, will suddenly recognize just lack
of acknowledgment or lack of answer or lack of originated communication, you see.
Now, as far as barriers are concerned, remember we had said something about
admiration. We said that which is not admired persists. Huh? Well, that which is not
communicated with on a two-way cycle persists.
Now, we had said some thing, we meant some thing. Actually, a person or a life unit
communicated with on a two-way cycle of communication gets even more alive and more
alert. But this does not work with MEST objects. They go to pieces. Barriers go to pieces.
Now, I haven't made any real test of space. The anchor points of this universe are something
I've been saving.
Okay.
Now, I've held you way over. It's ten minutes of three. My God.
Let's utilize, now, in the auditing, just to go over it again, any part of this
communication formula on any object. And remember this one, and let's cut loose on this one
now, of the invention of games. Let's discuss what you're doing with this and so forth.
Female voice: That's for today?
That's for today and until further assignment is given.
Okay.
(End of lecture)
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Where we have the processes of communication being run on a preclear, we should be
very fully aware of the consequences in terms of somatic and particularly that part of the
Auditor's Code which says in it “Do unto preclears, in a direction to get them well, by
continuing to run the process which is getting change.”
Now, there's some very weird, weird things in Communication Processing that you
will run into. Fortunately there is such a scarcity of all points of the communication curves,
such scarcity that it doesn't much matter which side you run, for a while. But then they start
balancing themselves out one way or the other and you have to get more precise as to which
side you run.
Let me give you a couple of examples. We start running Joe Doakes and we will
discover at once that he will turn on some of the more interesting front-of-the-body somatics.
He will turn these on because nobody ever acknowledges anything from behind him and so
we get an unbalanced potential between the front and the back of the body. So that if you
continue to run this process on the front of the body only, you will continue to pull things in
from the back and that's what he's been doing for an awfully long time. The more he
acknowledges, the more he talks in one direction only, the more somatics he is going to pull
in from the back.
Now, why did we exteriorize a guy from the rear? Why do we say be three back of
your head instead of three feet in front of your face? Do you know that a great many more
people would exteriorize if you said be three feet in front of your face? They would go out
swoosh! What are they traveling on? They're traveling on the stuck one-way flow that has
been fixed there. They have been traveling on that consistently and continually.
Now, did you ever listen to a tape or a lecture of mine, turned around with your back
to me? It's very possible that some somatics turned on when you did that. Why would this
occur? It is simply because it's such an unusual angle to have acknowledgments and greetings
and so forth from.
The greeting which one ordinarily gets from behind his head is crunch! Therefore one
distrusts this side of communication entirely and as he looks back of him he has a total
unreality. This is the first condition that you know will exist with a preclear. Let's look at this.
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We find out that the stuck flow got stuck and stuck and stuck and finally the privates didn't
believe there was a general and the general didn't believe there were any the privates. Now,
there is what occurred in the communication line. In other words, that stuck flow passed right
straight on through to reality, solid agreement on through to utter unreality but still solid.
Didn't believe he was there. Didn't believe it was there.
What postulate do you suppose people have made about their backs? They just kept on
supposing nobody was there. They hoped nobody was there. You see that? So, they reduce
the reality of the back of the body swiftly. They reduce this reality perforce, quickly by their
own postulates, aiding and abetting the communication formula saying “I hope nobody is
behind me. Nobody better walk in from that quarter.”
We have so many stories and legends in the society such as those of Wild Bill Hickok
who was an impervious gent. He used to turn bullets with his teeth with no difficulty
whatsoever. I think he did for about seventy-six men. He was – he was Wild Bill all right.
And Wild Bill Hickok, however, one day sat down and was dealt a hand and one of the most
despicable little hoods that had ever been spawned in that particular area, simply walked up
and blew his brains out. Well, he had been fooled by his friends. His friends, by the way, had
fooled him by making him sit, that one time, with his back to the door instead of his back to
the wall.
Most everybody is more comfortable with his back to the wall than the back to the
door. Well, that's a “hope nobody's there.” Well, they keep “hoping nobody's there” and it
balances – it imbalances the body potentials to such a degree as to start flows in the vicinity
of the body and chop the body up.
Now, this weird segmentation that you run into of the body – right to the left side as
occurs in a paralytic stroke, back to front, top to bottom – is simply communication
compartmentation, in other words, cut off of communications.
Now, supposing we have one end of the body – one side of the body, the front side,
where – that everybody is saying “Oh my, look, look everybody here I am. Here I am. I'm
being presentable,” etc., etc., etc., you see, being presentable. And the back side of the body,
“Nobody better be here, don't look.” You get that? Now get this as two different postulates for
two different sides of the same organism and see whether or not you get somebody selfauditing eventually. A person is automatically making a game inside the body, isn't he? He's
therefore getting an automatic introversion just by the fact that nobody must be behind him
and somebody has to be in front of him. And so we get this poor guy eventually worried about
himself. Just out of this factor all by itself we get him worried about himself. And because
there's this much difference of potential and we got a forward flow; reference Philadelphia
Lectures 1952 – remember Philadelphia Lecture Series, the graphs of flow.
The thetan lets go for a moment or loosens up in any way and all of a sudden he's
pushed further forward in the body. And there isn't a psycho alive that you won't find,
eventually out in front of his face. They go out in front of their faces forced by this lack of
communication in the rear, necessity for communication in front. And they move on into the
less tortured, less solid area driven by the discharges of the stuck flow. In other words, the
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thetan is overtly, by – simply by body potentials, driven forward, first into the body, then
through the body and then out in front. And when he gets out in front then he doesn't know
what the dickens he is doing.
It's a very hard thing to be out in front of a body and to put your visio lines back to the
optic nerves. This is hard to do. It's very hard to be out in front of the body and do everything
on a reverse basis – handle the body control. So they stop handling the body entirely. And of
course then when you start processing one of these boys – although a thetan is probably three
feet in front of his face as a – as a person, he is – has even disowned being himself and he is
not the body and nothing is in control. Psychosis could simply be said “I am out of control of
this manifestation.” So, if you got far enough out in front of the body, of course you'd run out
of control of it certainly, wouldn't you.
Now, a person is as well in control of the body as he is situated where he can address
immediately the scene before him and the control centers, both in the same direction of sight.
Now, let's – let's watch you sitting on a truck driving the truck while sitting on the
tailboard. Wouldn't that be interesting? Let's have a couple of little periscopes and let's fix it
up so that you actually can sit on the tailboard of the truck and look forward as to where the
truck is going. Let's fix that up. Do you realize that you still have to handle the controls of the
truck in some weird and impossible fashion? See, everything is the other way to. Now, we
don't say that a thetan can't look both ways. But remember the body, the truck, is looking – it's
the one that imposes this – it's looking in a certain direction, isn't it? Well, now you could
drive a truck from the tailgate with great ease, if you simply could look at the road and look at
the controls, both in the same direction and yet could monitor the controls. It would be as easy
to drive this truck from the tail as from the seat actually. But not if you thought you were
facing the other way. Well, did you ever watch cattle in a high wind? They don't walk into it –
horses and so forth – they turn their faces away from it, don't they?
What is this energy flow – a difference of potentials – but a sort of highwind. See, it's
a high wind that's passing from the back massive potential, you see. No communication
equals barrier. Barrier equals potential discharge on an electronic basis. All right, so we have
this potential discharge sitting behind the guy and we have an area to discharge into sitting in
front of the guy because it's being vanquished all the time. In other words, it's being melted
down, you might say. He's saying “hello” and he's thinking and other people are saying things
to him and he's drinking and saying “hello” to the bottle and you know he's in communication
up here, he's not in communication back there and so we get this forward flow. It's a high
wind to a thetan. And he will fight against it so long trying to shut off the back – the flow. But
now, all of a sudden he decides that there isn't anything he can do about this flow anyhow. It's
out of control. At this moment he'll find himself facing the direction of flow. The cattle finally
evolve into buffalo and buffalo always face in to the wind. This is a wild one. Buffalo's got no
sense at all, he no sense at all. And he'll stick his face into the wind. Any northern starts
blowing – as a matter of fact he's tried to compensate for it now by growing hair up around
his haunches and forward part of his body, shoulders, so that he can brave this meanwhile
with his wind – with the wind tearing his eyeballs out. This is the state of a thetan who is
having a hard time controlling the body.
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What does this have to do with ability? Supposing you were standing on the tailgate of
a truck and running the truck perfectly competently. Now, supposing you're out in front of the
truck and you're looking back at the motor, back at the controls, and you're just faced in that
direction fixedly. And you're supposed to drive this truck forward towards yourself. Who
would you think was under attack? You'd sure think you were. And what's going to happen
the first – the first thing that gets bitten there is thee.
The body could be called a barricade, a barrier, something to protect an individual, a
thetan. Well, it certainly doesn't protect him anymore when he's out in front of it looking back
at the face trying to monitor the motor control centers – it certainly doesn't make sense to him
anymore. He's under attack. This body is not protecting him. He has to get rid of it, etc. He
can't control it. It can't control anything else. It can't protect him from anything and there he
is.
Basically, where did all this begin? Well, it began by a lack of acknowledgment on the
part of a body of the presence of a thetan who had spoken to it. That's where it begins. That's
actually the facts. That is where the whole trouble started. There's this body standing there,
you know, an animal; and it was standing there and the thetan says “What are you doing
around here?” The thetan says “What the hell are you doing around here? Hey! I'm talking to
you! Spat!” He instantly tried to touch that much no communication – he went out of
communication.
You will find these facsimiles sitting around the track in any preclear. He'll have –
he'll have a bright visio of a body standing there. It's a stuck visio. Right after it there is
blackness. He moves from an area of communication where he is possibly communicating,
you see, it's possible for him to communicate into an area of relatively low communication.
And the first thing that this will do to him is tell him that he's out of communication and he
will go into a sort of an apathy about the whole thing. He'll say “Look, I am out of
communication.”
The moment you put a beam on a body to swat it or nip it or something like that,
you're in trouble because it's an out-of-communication mechanism, and so is a trap of sorts.
Now, we have somebody inside a body and we say to him “How are you Joe?” As an auditor
we get into the same damn condition this thetan got into when he was outside trying to make
that body talk. Right? Huh? Only we're civilized enough so that we don't go swap! We simply
take his valence and somatic. Look at that real good. Any ally that your preclear is
interiorized into valencewise, any ally, was badly out of communication if there has been a
swap of valences. Look that over. Any ally whose characteristics your preclear has, was an
out of communication character. And yet this preclear will remember that this ally was kind,
friendly, good to him, that this person did speak to him, did greet him, did listen to his
troubles, yap-yap-yap-yap-yap, until we start running the communication formula on him.
You say, 'All right. Have that – have that ally stand up there. Have Grandma stand up there
and start saying 'okay.”'
“Why she never said okay in her life. She never said yes or no or okay or anything like
that.”
One I ran into – this is an actual case – I had the preclear say – had the ally say yes
and no, just those two things: yes and no. All of a sudden the preclear says “You know,”
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because this preclear was very indefinite – you'd ask this preclear, “Do you want a drink of
water?” – preclear was obviously in that ally's valence, you see. Some ally's valence who was
very unpositive. So, I just started looking around for allies and had him mock up one saying
yes and no just as a wild shot in the dark and hit it right square on the head. And this preclear
says, “You know, that person had no dignity at all. Grandpa had no dignity. None! Because
he never gave a positive answer to anything. Any time you'd come in and say anything to
Grandpa, he'd give you a lot of drivel. It was all superconditional. Everything was all
conditional on all other things and these things were conditional on other things and he'd tell
you all about the conditions and you'd finally walk off without any yes or no. And you
eventually – I got kind of frantic trying to get Grandpa to say something about something.”
But Grandpa ran out. There was his communication freak. He would, he would
answer, he would greet. He would originate communications and tell stories. He was a nice
guy. But the only thing that he did that was completely off the beat was some sort of an
obsessive explanatory line instead of an acknowledgment. See, a conditional
acknowledgment. There was no actual communication inflow and all there was, was a
conditional sort of a blather outflowing.
“Well, you remember what happened the last time I gave you a nickel.” See?
“Grandpa, can I have a nickel?”
“Well, you remember the last time I gave you a nickel. You remember what happened,
you got that bag of candy and you got in trouble with your mother,” and so forth and so forth
and so forth and so forth and so forth. “I remember when I was a little boy I had to get out and
I had to get out and polish shoes every time I wanted a nickel,” and yappity-yappity-yappity,
yappity-yappity-yappity-yappity, yappity-yap until the subject of the conversation was either
forgotten or Grandpa would simply hand over a nickel after saying for fifteen minutes that
there was no slightest possibility of doing this, you see. And this trick all by itself had, well it
was aided and abetted by the fact that Momma was continually telling this particular preclear
that he mustn't be like Grandpa, making an enforcement on the other side. But actually this
communication block was the main factor because when it was resolved he all of a sudden
went out of Grandpa's valence. Flip! He says, “It's very funny. He's going away, he's going
a... Where the hell is he?”
He all of a sudden did a separation of universes. Now, remember how long we worked
for a separation of universes with 8-D? It's a long time, hm? Well, Communication Processing
will give you a separation of universes in a rather a short period of time.
Well, let's get back and look at this thing, then, and we find out that this individual is
very forcefully stuck – face on. See, he's stuck toward the face and not much stuck toward the
back. And if he's not much stuck toward the back then he's going to be driven from the back,
isn't he? If he mustn't – if he never puts his attention upon his back he's going to be driven
away from his back.
Here's a process which exteriorizes a preclear consistently. I won't say in how many
hours but it's a very finite number of hours. Is you merely have hello and goodbye, hello and
goodbye and yes and no and okay and all right behind him. And you just run it behind him for
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a little while and the next thing you know he's starting to get calm. You wonder why he's
getting calm. As a thetan he's no longer holding onto these masses of energy which are
holding onto masses of energy which are holding onto masses of energy because he's liable to
slip out through the front of his face. And this in itself is a tension and an anxiety.
So, let's just take this body pole which is the noncommun – most noncommunication
area of the body – if you've noticed while I've been running these processes on you in a group
you've gotten, quite often, bad somatics back here on the back of the head or the neck. I was
making the back of the head say “hello” there in one group processing session. That's a
horrible thing to have happen.
Funny part of it is when you've knocked flat that back potential of the body, several
things occur to the body. It is not a natural state of affairs for the body to be faced so
thoroughly forward – not a natural state of affairs. The body should be able to relax, should be
able to dance backwards and move backwards. And did you ever run into a dancing partner
that could not dance backwards? You girls? You guys, I wonder if you ever danced
backwards. A girl has no other choice. She is always being pushed backwards by her partner.
That's right isn't it?
All right. If you were to just reduce this – well, now let's forget about a thetan and let's
just look at this object called a body and if you were to reduce from behind the body this
tremendously solid potential that's there so as to reduce this flicker and flow. You'll find out a
little kid doesn't have this by the way. It's not there. He holds his looks rather well. And right
up to the age maybe of – not necessarily everybody, but the majority – hold the body shape up
to twenty-one, something like that. And then something starts happening to the body shape.
What does happen to the body shape? This back potential is charging up, charging up,
charging up, no communication, no communication. And the front of the body is outflowing,
outflowing, outflowing, outflowing and the body starts to distort – face, chest and so forth all
start to distort. Now, you want to put that back in shape again, you want to put that back in
shape again, why, all you'd have to do would be to run hello, goodbye and okay and so on.
Just have him keep mocking them up. Have the back of his head say hello a few times to the
small of his back and the small of his back acknowledge and you'll find out that with great
ease he'll go into a scattering and this you must keep him out of. He'll go into a scattering of
communication with great ease. Something is saying yes and something else is saying no and
something is saying hello and the acknowledgment pattern – the curves aren't being run at all
and it just starts to get more and more random so you have to start policing a preclear.
Why does it get this random? Well, that is why it is a bundle or a mass. It is that
random, you see. It was so random that it eventually balled up into a ball, and so we would
simply reduce this mass of energy at a person's back and tell him to be three feet out of his
head. That's very modern exteriorization. We just work on him until we reduce this mass of
energy. We don't worry about pushing him out of his face. Of course the fact of the matter is
he could go on out of his face. But do you know that if he has to desert this body without
exerting his control over it or without being in control of it, he will exteriorize in such a
degraded state that you won't be able to do anything with him. He'll go back in, too.
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So, let's look it over and find out that most people are making a game out of the body
by having half of the body, just mechanically, have one-half of the body being against the
other half of the body. The front half of the body has to resist backwards, of course, against
this flow which is there. The back of the body feels – it feels as though it's pressing forward
and is trying to attack the front of the body giving people a sort of a manic attitude about life.
They have to get going, they don't have any time, they have to get things done. They're being
driven. You see, all these oddities of computation that could result.
Well, the final analysis is that the body does not have to be a set of electrical potentials
of this artificial character. It has a set of electrical potentials and you could take these apart
with the communication formula. These potentials however, are its anchor points. And these
anchor points are corroded to the degree that they are out of communication. Quite cute. See,
they're as black and as forgotten as they out of communication.
So, as you are running toward a person's back you'll find that eventually the tractor
character of the body itself, the in pull (like gravity of the body itself) when released permits
the anchor points of the body to go out where they belong. Where do they belong? Well,
there's one planet up the line which has a body type not unlike Homo sapiens. They're not
unlike it. Possibly they're many anatomical differences, maybe the glandular system is
differently placed or something like this, you know, that could be. But it's two eyes, two arms,
two legs, very good physical form from a Greek standpoint and from a human being
standpoint they – here on Earth, one would look at these people with considerable amazement
and say “My lord, where did that beautiful man come from? Where did that beautiful woman
come from? Whee!”
Well, I wouldn't know exactly, never having taken a foot rule from Earth to this other
planet, what the relative size is. I wouldn't be able to tell you. I believe though from relative
gravities and so forth that these people are maybe just a little bit bigger, maybe seven feet tall,
something like that. But their anchor points are miles out, miles out. And Homo sap has his
anchor points feet out. And when the fellow's in pretty good shape they're yards out. When
they're in pretty good shape they're yards out. But it's quite an amazing difference here, quite
an amazing difference. Now, if you can get somebody's anchor points out to something like a
decent, proper or normal, not a normal but a decent or proper range you would find out that
his comfort would markedly increase. He would be more comfortable. He would also be more
calm and the body would be far more obedient and much less afraid.
All right. The mechanical aspect simply of an individual talking or communicating
front all the time will eventually wind the body up in the soup, but what do we care about
this? What do we care about it? If we know Communication Processing, we don't give a damn
about how much we would outflow in one direction. We wouldn't care how many stuck flows
we set up around him. There's no liability to a stuck flow. So, you look around and you find
the flows stuck so you throw some hellos into it. You throw some acknowledgments into it. In
other words, you just patch it up.
The routine procedure of auditing would be to exteriorize somebody and put him – put
him in pretty good condition and make his liability of being snatched up again by the body
rather less, huh? Well, if you put a preclear into that condition, then you'd have him there,
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wouldn't you? And supposing you'd processed him a lot on this process, he really couldn't
help but learn how to do this process. Sooner or later along the line he'd get a little bit cockier,
triumphant about this thing, you know. He won't care what he gets into. Runs into a theta trap,
starts to knock his valence around one way or the other and starts having the corners of the
trap say hello, okay, thank you, goodbye. The thetan will be able to say goodbye. Theta trap?
What the hell is a theta trap? Get the idea? Now naturally with a good solid workable process
you would get toward a good solid workable existence. But remember something, a thetan
loves a game. This is where it all gets booby-trapped beautifully.
He loves a game. He'll accept this impossible, goofball condition of opposite terminals
on the body, both smashed together real tight, everything out of communication and flows
going in all directions and death and old age and by the way I'll make a remark there; old age
is directly traceable to the imbalance of potential terminals in the body, imbalance of terminal
potentials in the body to be more accurate. You say this is old age, this is old age, too. The
cells don't get old. The body is doing what it is supposed to do it thinks, run this cycle, you
see. And – however it is aided and assisted by these buildups to such a very marked degree
that it is these buildups will increase its agedness. Let's take such as thing as a few wrinkles in
the face, something like that. They are held there by these noncommunication ridges. And if
you want to knock them out why then just knock out the opposite ridge.
But let me give you a very positive clue in processing this; another slight aside here.
There's a positive thing about processing this. He is normally least fixated upon the most
damaging terminal. It has already gone through the cycle of utter unreality – to utter unreality.
See that? It is already utterly unreal, the most damaging terminal there is. And it is outflowing
at him. It is driving him away from it. These hollow spots, heh! in the body, these hollow
spots, these nonexistent parts of the body. These anaesthesed areas of the body and so forth
will be looked upon as fairly safe by the preclear because he doesn't believe anything is there.
And then start processing them and my golly they get more darn solid than anything he has
ever experienced; and painful.
Now, let's take a case of gallstones that turns on and off you know? All of a sudden
one day the guy has gallstones. Then he gets better and then he has gallstones. And then he
gets better, and he has another attack of gallstones. You – the opposite is happening there to
what you would think. There is an out of communication area in the vicinity of the
gallbladder, which is, you know, it's real out of communication. The guy starts to go into
contact with it by a jolt or something like this, he starts to go into contact with it, starts
communication with it, and then flicks right away and stops communication. So, he gets a
gallbladder attack. Why? He reactivated it into some solidity and it dramatizes solidity for a
little while. And he says, “That's too painful,” goes out of communication with it again and
the gallbladder attack subsides.
What do you think is going to happen in processing? Well, if you were to just take a
lick and a promise with this process and then walk away, your preclear is liable to get sick
from something. So what, he's just a preclear. But at the same time, he's liable to get sick from
something. So, when you start to run out a process of this character, you must be very well
aware of the fact that you should continue it until it is very flat. As I told you earlier this – in
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this lecture, you want to make very, very sure that you run it as long there is process change
going on. And that can be quite awhile. You don't have to run it all in the same session but
you certainly should get back at it again. Don't be surprised if he developed aches, pains and
ills that he had never heard of before as far as he was concerned while the process is being
run. So what! If he thought it over he would remember faintly and vaguely having had a twist
of this when he was a kid, see, he would remember this.
Now, areas, then, which are unreal and which have gone entirely out of
communication are the danger areas.
All right, now let's take up the rest of this thing called communication. This is a heck
of a thing we're into because the recognition of anything and the communication with
anything to any degree at all is going to result in peace, not war. The harmful masses, the
various factors which can fight a person or which a person can fight, these things are all going
to get down into a very low state of action. No conflict. This may be bad. This may be real
bad from your preclear's standpoint who is losing his game. If all the game he thought he had
was this game of swapping terminals inside the body; “Well, I just can't go to work today, my
lumbago hurts too much.” Game. Big game.
We have such a character around and it is a peculiarly, well, it's a fag. Not around this
operation, but I mean there's one around town that I could get hold of and process with no
difficulty at all. All I'd have to do is just start telling him to go east and west as the case may
be, and touch a few walls and this person would start on out of it. He would find some other
terminals besides these body terminals to fool around with. But, this person – this person is
beneath my game acceptance level quite markedly. This person makes the most fabulous
game out of a somatic, just fabulous. You never saw so much invested interest, so many
ramifications developing out of a hangnail. They just go on and on and on.
This person blames his ills for every tragedy that occurs throughout the land. Pope
gets sick, it must have been because he had a bum foot. I mean, he's real bad off from this
standpoint. This boy's body must be the most seething mass of mismatched and imbalanced
terminals anybody ever ran into. But he sure makes a game out of it.
Well, remember that some certain determinism can exist around this subject of the
game. Therefore, if we start discharging body terminals, madly, at random, knocking them all
out, we might – not necessarily true that we would but we might – run into a scarcity of
games. So we would have to come in with this process: “Mock up somebody else inventing
some games for you,” or “Mock up somebody else inventing some games,” which will
demonstrate to him immediately an enormous resistance to games which other people invent.
These are dangerous. Or, “Invent some games just as a preclear.” Of course, it's the preclear
that is inventing the games all the way around, but he's got it figured out as a game of how we
invent games.
We could also have him – have other people invent games – have somebody else
invent games for other people. I mean, we could run a full bracket on this. Just because we
have moved this far into communication is no reason why we have utterly deserted some of
the factors which we know about, such as brackets and so forth.
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All right. As soon as he started doing this you would probably develop some of the
larger comm lags. Now, what's curious is that you would process him into communication
physically and then discover a comm lag on games had increased. That is a curiosity. See
this? This is a real curiosity.
We start processing him and we have him mocking up origins, acknowledgments,
answers and we just have him doing fine and he's just going along swimmingly and obviously
this person should be getting into better and better communication. On the process that we are
running on him, his lag is getting less and less and less. He's getting in better and better shape,
obviously. Obviously. And then we say, “Invent a game.” And we find out that if we'd ask
him this question before he started this process – and we may, this isn't necessarily true but
I've observed this, limited number of cases, about three cases – I had a shorter lag on “Invent
some games” before I ran Communication Processing. And after I had him run
Communication Processing for a while, we had really developed some honeys, some beautiful
communication lags just on one subject only: games.
Well, we have just been chewing up all of his automaticity on the subject of games
with Communication Processing. Because, remember, to have a game you have to cut
communications. That's the first thing you've got to do. One of the first actions in a war, one
of the more nonsensical games – war is nonsensical because the people who are being made
to play it haven't been asked. That's the only thing wrong with a war.
I remember this thing – greetings – that was being sent out by selective service and by
draft boards in other lands and so forth, was not necessarily an invitation to a game. It didn't
say in it anyplace that you have the – it – there was no R.S.V.P. on it. There was none, not
one. I looked them over, looked them over very carefully. As a matter of fact, I had so many
more interesting things to do in 1940 and 41, that the introduction of a war at that time was
not according to my plan or calendar and was very upsetting to me, and so on. And I
remember telling – I wasn't drafted, I just knew what inevitably would occur and I'd better
have something to do with it. And but I remember that I better have something to do with it
while I still had some free choice in the matter rather than afterwards when I didn't have any.
And I remember very well telling the admiral in charge of the navy yard where I reported in,
picked up a commission, “You know, you're going to have a war and I am at least trying to –
trying to exercise some discretion as to what part I am playing in this war, and that's the only
reason I am here.”
And he said, “War! Umph, umph, nonsense, umph.” October, no, it was July the 25th,
1941. “War,” he says, “war.”
I said, “Yes,” I said, “you have a very great scarcity of officers, admiral, did you know
that?”
“Why, nonsense, we're training twelve a month.” Twelve a month he was training!
Well, anyway, he didn't ask anybody whether or not he – nobody asked anybody
whether or not they would like to play this game. And I think self-determinism gets violated
in a war. Maybe, maybe the only thing we find wrong with war is war's alternate name would
be “violation of self-determinism.” It's a peculiar kind of a game.
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But, the first thing they do when they declare war is to go out and cut everybody's
cables. Of course, when Santa Domingo was almost at war with the US, and was at war with
the US, and so forth, I remember a report coming in that they even, when they haven't got any
cables to cut, they even invent them. A fellow came in and reported to intelligence down there
in Santa Domingo, that the wireless to the United States had been cut. Native, a very sincere
fellow. He was trying to get the game on the road too. In other words cut communications.
This is the first act, first dramatization of a nation involved in war; severs entirely
communication with the enemy which is a silly thing to say the least, but it couldn't have a
war if it didn't. It imposes immediate censorship boards on all cables. Those cables which it
doesn't censor it simply overtly goes out and digs up and cuts in half.
The Indian, declaring war on the white man – the white man civilization and so forth –
was always at work cutting his telegraph lines. It's necessary to cut communications in order
to have a war. It's necessary to cut communications in order to have a reduction in
determinism. Remember there's a parallel fact there. The area you can determine or influence
is directly regulated by the amount of communication you have into that area no matter how
painful it may be to you. Remember that. The determinism of the actions in that area directly
and immediately depends upon the amount of communication you've got into that area.
And the answer is more communication, not less.
Now, you can ignore, you can ignore, bypass, forget about and so on, a certain type of
communication if you have nerve enough to continue to ignore it. How much nerve does that
take? In the case of a body, a tremendous amount. You could ignore it, you see, if you are
willing to take the kickback. But you can't cut communications with it. Now, do we get the
difference between cutting communication and ignoring communication? There is a distinct
difference.
I see all too often people in the HASI confusing these two points. They don't know
what it is to ignore a communication as compared to cutting a communication. You would let
a communication line you were ignoring simply flow. You see, you would just let it flow, you
simply wouldn't pay any attention to it. And you would find that if you could do this, and if
you could bear the fact that it was continuing to flow, and if you just didn't pay any attention
to it at all, it would get thinner and thinner and weaker and weaker and for lack of a terminal,
expire.
It would be something like the tentacle of an octopus reaching for you while you were
in a cave, you see, if you could ignore it. But if you started to fight it so as to cut it off, you
would of course be in immediate contact with it, wouldn't you. Cutting communication almost
always dictates the policy of going into communication on an overt level. This is entirely
different than ignoring a communication.
It's almost impossible to really ignore a communication but cutting one is to fight it,
chop it, locate it, get active about it, see? Cut communication can be a very interesting game,
very adventurous. But it makes a game and it makes a fight and it makes another determinism,
and you will find out that you are no longer capable of determining the action of that thing
which you are trying to cut the communications of or which you are ignoring. You will find
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yourself unable to determine the action of it. That's a fascinating fact. If you start to go out of
communication with the body. You see, the practices of Gautama Buddha, and so forth, are
all based on ignoring the communication. And that's a very frail type of process. Don't think
of separateness, don't think of space, don't think of energy, oh, he has about twelve categories
there. And you mustn't think of any one of these things and if you do, why you'll be in, I don't
know, crystal heaven, or something of this sort, with no ado, no more ado you'll be there. Yes,
that's absolutely true. The thoroughness of ignoring communication, however, to this degree,
is an impossible degree for nearly everyone.
And for that reason you have not had here on Earth much success evolving from
Eastern philosophies and practices. They are very unsuccessful. Because they are based on
ignoring communication. See, “I will sit here on this bed of spikes,” – fakirism. Or, “I will sit
here on this mountain top and just be alone, silent, quiet, ignoring all the ills and everything.
And out I will fly.” But my buddies in this particular field discovered another phrase they
could have said after they had done that for awhile, “Down I will spin.”
Now, therefore and thereby and therein and thereas, communicating overtly with
something brings about a determinism. If you desire to communicate, not punish, if you desire
to communicate and then merely start, stop, change, in other words, the monitor of control,
still keeping in mind the fact that it will survive too, you could very easily determine the
course and existence of such an entity as the German Reich or the Kremlin. No, no, no
difficulty with this.
It's fighting it, it's cutting the communication with it, it's being overt about how we
mustn't communicate with this, you see, that piles up energy which isn't channeled and has no
place to go and so makes masses, so makes screens, makes detachments and separatenesses
by energy – uses energy to make things separate. You see how this would be? We start
fighting communication with the German Reich. We start fighting communication with the
Kremlin. And they'll build up energy ridges and energy ridges and energy ridges. The only
thing that could happen as a good end of this would be that eventually Russia would forget all
about the Western Hemisphere and the Western Hemisphere would forget all about Russia.
They wouldn't even know they existed. There'd just be this enormous energy ridge.
Then someday somebody would accidently go into communication with this unknown
something or other, you see, and it would start to discharge in its direction and then there'd be
hell to pay for a short time until they got the dam up again. And you'd get this same thing as a
psychosomatic illnesses with an unknown cause. Russia would be suffering certain
difficulties internally. She would start suffering fascinating little difficulties inside the
government and with its trade and with other things. It'd definitely she would know she was
sick every once in a while. You know, there'd be these kind of convulsions. So would the
United States, so would the Western culture discover itself slightly in difficulty every now
and then and would not quite be able to trace exactly how this would be. But this would be
the result of a thoroughly cut communication line, overtly held cut, too.
Now, let's take the other part of it and find out if Russia were anxious and able, if she
were really able to go into communication with the United States and were to continue in
communication with the United States on a very direct line. All the kinds of activities one
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could engage in to continue this communication line, we would find out eventually that any
animosity would blow up in smoke and any control they were trying to exert on the United
States would be a survival control. They would be upset because we had looked like we had a
depression coming on and their economic experts would sit around and wonder what they
ought to do about it. You see?
Similarly, the United States would become concerned that the Ukraine wheat crop
wasn't quite so good, and we might even engage in sending over some wheat experts, or
something of this sort, to do something about this or – you know?
Such a communication line as this had already begun in the late twenties. We were
sending a great many engineers into Russia. But the difficulty was they were not sent in with
the government's blessing. They were sent in, they were hired by Russia. The communication
was instigated by Russia; it was not by free offer on the part of the US government, in other
words the communication was somewhat limited. Then we started to go into communication
very overtly with Russia during the war, didn't we? Started into communication, made it
partial, drew off and so set up a psychosomatic illness known as iron curtainism. The iron
curtain was the result of partial and then withdrawn communication.
All right, let's say your preclear, your preclear wants to get out of his body. The way to
get out of his body isn't ignoring it. The way to get out of his body would be to control it in a
survival direction. Control it, not to harm it, but to make it live. And once he had reached
anything like success along this line, move out of it? Why I should say so. There'd be no trick
to moving out of it. “Move out of my body? I'm not in it.” This would be the immediate
response.
See how this would work? But an individual would have to be in very free
communication of it.
Now listen, a fight can't exist in the presence of communication. It can't. A two-way
communication cycle starts running, a fight will evaporate.
Chinese recognize this. I saw a couple of coolies fighting. One of them says, “Yapyap,” and the other one says, “Yap-yap.” Chinese friend speaks up and on the query as to
whether or not these – why they weren't hitting each other. And the Chinese friend says,
“Man who strikes first blow admit he run out of ideas.”
So, anytime you get a two-way cycle of communication going it will go off into a big
mutter. Men don't talk themselves into a further fight. They can only one-way flow
themselves into a further fight.
If Momma or little Roger had any idea at all of establishing communication with the
other party involved, there would be no domestic uproar. Had an example of this made
yesterday. Had an awful trouble keeping Diana off the Christmas tree. See, I had already
installed all around the bottom of the Christmas tree an enormous number of plastic balls and
bells that could be taken off madly. And they had her real beaten down by last night. And so
this morning I spent a little time making sure that we had a two-way communication on the
subject of this tree. Two-way communication. In other words it was a one-way
communication going there which resulted in a war, a break of communications, you see. And
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it broke communications between Diana and a maid, a baby sitter who was there yesterday,
rather than the regular maid. And Diana and the tree, and the tree and Diana, these were all
separate, see.
First thing Diana does this morning is get herself nicely stabbed with some of the tree
needles, and so on. So we had a long talk about the Christmas tree while I was eating
breakfast and we had a long involved conversation and took some balls off of it and put some
balls on the Christmas tree, and I kept nagging her to get acknowledgments of what I was
saying, and finally she started nagging me to get acknowledgments of what I was saying.
Next thing you know she started to look more alert and very happy about the whole thing. She
took a few balls off the Christmas tree and put a few balls on and went off and played with
something else, see? She was in control of the Christmas tree. This was an obvious fact. I
imagine this is why more – a lot of people get upset about Christmas, they have been hit in
the head too often with a Christmas tree.
All right, as we look over the general program of auditing in relationship to
communication, we discover that it is the principle of the auditor to get the preclear into
communication with anything the preclear is not in communication with.
Now, let's say an auditor was doing domestic relations. It's an interesting thing, but
you know you could go out and set yourself up a shop, domestic relations. You could be quite
successful at it too. The gag in settling such a thing would not be to advise the husband to
leave the wife or the wife to leave the husband or give a bunch of advice on the situation. The
way to handle the situation would simply be to get both parties present and start them into
communication with each other and referee that communication line and make sure that full
communication existed on both sides. In other words, make sure that anything that was
originated was listened to, that anything that was listened to was answered, and any answer
given was acknowledged. And then reverse end to. And you could actually force two people –
you say the use of force, it would merely be the fact that they were there to be helped anyhow
that would serve as the force. You know what you were doing. You're going to just referee
this, you're just going to get the husband, then, to say hello to the wife. This is as dumb as
this, you see. Not “State your complaints,” but to get him to say hello to the wife. And then
make the wife sit still long enough to have hello said to, you see. And then have her answer
back with anything; just have her say okay. And then have him nod when she said it. And
then have her say, “How are you,” and have him sit still and then answer back, “I'm okay,”
and then have her acknowledge the fact she'd been answered, you see. You'd have a rough
beef there for a little while. They'd both try to blow the session and so forth. But when they
wound up they would find out that they were fairly good friends.
Now, knowing the full communication formula is very aidative, one might say, in
living a relatively unaberrated life. If you just went on around, just knew it and sort of built it
into your social activities along this line. I I tried this the other day, by the way, you might
find this amusing. A fellow had been talking at me for some time. He'd been talking at me and
he'd been off the beat about what he was talking about. And I finally tapped him on the
shoulder and I said, “Do you know that you have not gotten any answer from me yet?” Grind.
Crunch.
And I said, “Yes, now just pause a moment and I will answer you.
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Well, the fellow wondered if I was crazy or something of this sort and then he says,
“Okay.”
And I said, “Well that's just fine. You're perfectly right, what you've been saying.”
And he started to go off on it again and, “Wait, wait a minute. Did you hear what I
said?” And he says, “Yeah.”
I said, “Okay. Now,” I said, “it's my turn to originate a communication.”
And this guy acted for a little while so bashed in by this whole deal that he was a little
bit unsettled and he knew that Hubbard was one of these psychology fellers or something of
the sort, he wasn't quite sure, that I did originate a brief communication and back again. And
about fifteen or twenty minutes later we parted and we were very good friends. He'd
completely forgotten that he thought I was crazy. See, we were very good friends and he was
in communication and he was actually stopping to get an answer. And I imagine that's the first
time in twenty years he's ever stopped to get an answer or the first time he's ever been forced
to answer something that somebody has said to him directly. Well, this is very punitive,
wasn't it. I mean, it wasn't processing the man. I wasn't processing, I was simply enforcing
communication. You know, sort of on this basis, you know.
All right. I got – we had a very nasty situation here the other day. Had nothing to do
with the organization but definitely had to do with personalities involved and man, and some
fellow did something, not part of the organization, which was a very bad thing. Everybody
was keeping him definitely out of communication and they had definite ideas about what
should happen to him, see. All right, I plowed him into communication again and told him he
had to straighten this situation up, told him what he had to do, made him listen, made him
acknowledge the fact that he was heard, then made originate his explanation of the situation,
and so forth. He was goofy enough, spinny enough so it was very, very difficult for him to get
into any groove on a two-way communication. But having simply enforced a two-way
communication upon him, this fellow all of a sudden changed all of his attitudes concerning
this whole situation and rushed down to the hospital where this victim was and apologized
and is in communication with the people involved and is going to pay the bills involved, and
so forth. All this by simply demanding that a two-way communication take place.
In other words, the way to resolve the situation was communication. But again,
remember that we sure took a game away from him. He didn't necessarily want this game but
we sure took a game away from him. The game of righteous jealousy and so forth, all snapped
out of his hands in a hurry. But it wasn't snapped out of his hands by arguing with him or by
arresting him or by beating him up or anything of this character. It was out of his hands in a
very simple way. It was simply talking to the guy and making him talk, see, bang-bang-bang,
with no violence offered of any character. People do not offer violence in the fact of
communication ordinarily.
Now, on these body terminals, anything that has anything to do with body terminals,
we have known for a long time the reason a thetan didn't exteriorize and the reason he went
back in had to do with body flows, hm? With the anatomy of communication we have
discovered body flow patterns and the resolution of them directly by addressing and knocking

9ACC

239

16.12.09

ONE-WAY FLOWS IN PROCESSING

16

9ACC-12 – 22.12.54

out of existence antipathetic terminals. Now, we've really solved exteriorization when we ve
done this, you see. We've known for a long, long time that body flow patterns or masses were
responsible for nonexteriorization. So the clue to this is to handle the terminals and null these
obsessive or compulsive flows inside the body. Quiet that all down, square it all away, and
remembering at the same time that our boy is going to be minus just that many games because
every one of those terminals at one time or another was a known game. It was sitting right out
here in the material universe at one time. And then he kept it as a token, and then he mocked
it up and kept it out of sight, and then he hid it and then he didn't even know what it was and
it wasn't real to him anymore, but it's an old game.
And every psychosomatic ill, every disturbing facsimile, anything you can think of is
still an old game. Do you imagine what kind of a game it was, the Fac One game. Just think
of it for a moment as a game. You know that your preclear Fac One'd as many people as he
was Fac One'd. He was given a game from some other source.
Now, something on the matter of games; games from other sources have landed your
preclear in a great deal of trouble, so one of the rougher things to process and something you
have to process is make somebody else mock up games for him. He has to get over this
antipathy. This is his sole objection to games. He has no real objection to games which he
himself plays. But he has an objection to games which he is being asked to play, because
these he's found dangerous.
He's just in – within – almost within his memory, just on the tip of his recall, he
walked into a place, he was on leave or something of this sort, and there was this place and it
said, “we need volunteers,” or something of the sort, and he walked in through this large
portal and there was this huge, glowing stone sitting in the middle of a – of a big room. And
he walked in and he looked at it and that's the last thing he knew. That was somebody else's
game. The next thing you know he was here on Earth. Zoom-zoom. Bang-bang. So he has an
antipathy to other people's games.
You must process these two things together. These two things have to be processed
together. If they are not processed together, your preclear will do anything to flip or foul up in
some fashion; reinteriorize, get himself involved in trouble one way or the other, go out and
drive madly down the street so he can get arrested, any kind of weird thing that he himself
will not quite be able to rationalize, because remember, he doesn't know the principles that
you know.
Okay.
(End of lecture)
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Any questions?
Male voice: Yes – yes. We have a listening to – pardon me, ignoring a communication
line, it comes under the heading of uh – the important factor that would be an inactive or an
inaction acknowledgment, an acknowledgment without action or return motion.
No, not even acknowledgment.
Male voice: To perceive it is to acknowledge it, wasn't that true?
Oh, yes, but this is the trick, you mustn't perceive it.
You have to learn how to look holes through things. You can learn to ignore a
communication line, but it's a little bit of a trick. You have to look straight through it.
Female voice: This involves distances and posts, so do you run any havingness at all
on it as another kind of goal or not?
Necessity for havingness is the necessity for communication objects.
Female voice: Yeah..
Necessity for havingness is the necessity for terminals with which to play a game. And
that's the – havingness is a bundle of mismanaged communication.
Okay, any other questions.
Male voice: Yeah, I know somebody who has got a sort of deal, pushed, say, oh,
within a space about yea far from the front of the body or the rear, you get into about here and
you start to jangle. What would be coming on that?
I don't know, you tell me.
Male voice: Well, in terms of it, I try to think of this in terms of body anchor points. I
kind of think they were unusually far out for this society, and don't...
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He has gotten into one of these bundles of no communication. You remember that a
thetan to be alive at all must be communicating somewhat. The fact that he starts
communicating is enough to excite and upset any mass he contacts. He will upset any mass he
gets near or around.
Male voice: What...
You talk about the universal solvent; this is a thetan.
Male voice: Chemical reactions take place where it will.
Yes, so that's what happens. He gets in toward one of these ridges; he gets in toward a
ridge, the ridge starts to run out, and there we go.
Why do you think it is that simply looking at something will make it vanish as far as a
thetan is concerned? We know that this will take place. All right, that's because he goes into
communication with it and it is a mismanaged communication. To be an it, to be a something,
we must have had a mismanaged communication of one kind or another.
That's why we say “God built this universe.” Now that is a mismanaged communication, per se, it is right there. God did not build this universe. And so that is mismanaged
so there is the wrong point of origin, see, some point of origin is mocked-up, and so on.
A very fascinating thing starts to occur for the individual, if you start to have all the
places where you thought of God being start saying “Hello.” Fascinating things occur with the
individual, his life as a bishop runs out and oh, my gosh! So this is a mismanaged
communication. It evidently results in mass.
I won't go so far to say that there isn't mass; there isn't mass. A mass could exist you
see that isn't mismanaged communication. But the oddity is – is every time you go into
communication with mass, it to some degree deteriorates.
Female voice: At which level could you start running this, if you have a preclear who
comes in to your org, and you can see exactly what it is that he needs? Would you run him
through the Six Steps?
You said it.
Female voice: Hum.
I might omit the last two steps, Remedy of Havingness.
Female voice: And Spotting Spots.
.. and Spotting Spots. I might omit them.
Female voice: But they are...
But I would certainly do some 8-C and I would do some duplication. I wouldn't be
able to resist doing some duplication on him, I want to see him sweat just a little bit because –
to show him how bad it could get before I make him better just to impress him more. He
wouldn't be impressed with the processing.
Yes, Miriam?
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Female voice: Ron, do I understand, as you were doing that, you say, for tnstance,
“Have your shoulder, say hello to your middle of the back. And then have the middle of the
back say hello to the shoulder.” Then if he said “My stomach has a somatic,” you would say,
“Have the stomach say hello to the back....”
No. No. Don't change your process, Miriam, which is creating a change.
Female voice: Well, I wasn't sure whether it was like the finger thing – observe my
finger, observe my finger, observe my finger.
No, it isn't. It isn't. Here is the weirdity about this. Once you have started to make an
area communicate, why for heaven sakes go on and make it communicate as long as you get
change.
Now, you as an auditor could make a mistake on which area you wanted to have start
communicating. That's why I am giving you this talk about the back of the body. It would be a
mistake to make masses in front of the body start communicating. Why? Because the back
ridge would just keep discharging, and you would have everything running through the body,
and there isn't any reason to chew up the body when you can just start in, in back of the body,
you see?
Female voice: Well, the rest was clear but I was not certain about that one.
That's right, you just would – if you started in saying “Shoulder say hello to the front
of the back,” pardon me, I mean, “the small of the back” – “the small of the back say hello to
the shoulder,” if you were to going to keep this up for any length of time, that would be the
process which you elected, and you would simply, regardless of whether or not his right arm
went numb or the top of his head flew off, or if he flew into an epileptic fit, you would simply
continue that particular process.
You would find out that the reason why all these other things took place is you were
displacing an energy mass, see, and it was going over that way. Okay.
Female voice: Good.
Good.
Yes, Tam.
Female voice: There is another game, too, apart from just fighting communication and
doing something like that; there's a game of instigated communication from another source
and then, nothing there, you withdraw it and then you instigate it, right sort of – just starts to
taper off and you turn it on again, and then, nothing there. This is – how do you know? 1
mean, I know...
That is the finest trap in the world.
Female voice: Yes, how do you gain, how do you run it out?
Just with a communication formula.
Female voice: The same way?
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Mock up communication origins.
You see, you don't have to run as you are running it – I'll make this very clear – you
don't have to run a balanced communication formula at all while you are running the preclear.
You could just have him sit there and say “Okay, Mama.” And this becomes brutally horrible.
But it certainly, certainly makes him aware of the fact that something can happen.
And mind you now, that he isn't – Mama hasn't said anything for him to say “Okay”
to. So what! The lines are all misaligned and imbalanced anyway and you have to remedy the
scarcity of any and every part of the line anyhow, so it doesn't matter much where you start in
remedying scarcities.
You can go on and remedy one thing like acknowledgment. Now, you can remedy
acknowledgment for hours. Well, eventually acknowledgment will stop getting you any
change.
The way it will stop getting you change is make something tighter and tighter and
tighter and tighter and it'll stick – no change; it just sticks. You've just gotten out to a plus
factor of acknowledgments and there were an awful lot of originated communications or
answers or something sitting around there which are now all jammed up.
Now, as you run “Okay Mama,” “Okay Mama,” can be an answer and it will flip from
answer to acknowledgment, from answer to acknowledgment, from answer to
acknowledgment. But don't think that your preclear has an abundance of communication to a
degree that he will ever find enough “Okay, Mama's,” you see? He won't drain the bank of
“Hello” from Mama simply by saying “Okay, Mama.”
This is one of the oddities about this process. The bank doesn't automatically sit up
and go into communication. See, it doesn't automatically sit up and say “Well, this fellow is
saying 'Okay, Mama' so therefore what should be here are all these 'hello's'.” The bank, you
see, is a bank because it doesn't understand communication. And that's why it's a bank. So it
can't defeat you. It can't defeat you as an auditor. Huh?
Male voice: Oh that's a bank.
Male voice: That's a different definition of any kind of a bank than I've heard.
Female voice: Yeah.
I did a funny thing one time after I'd made a preclear sit there and say “Okay, Mama”
for a long time, and I had the preclear say “Okay, Mama” about fifty or sixty times, why I
changed tactics on the thing; I recognized the preclear was fighting, he was going to get out of
control here one way or the other, and it seemed, the technique seemed to be over its major
calamities, I mean, there didn't seem to be anything very desperate there. It was at first, the
preclear spilled a little grief and so forth, and then no other manifestation took place for about
fifteen or twenty “Okay, Mama's” you know.
And then I started to remedy games simply by saying, “Well, now have...” – because I
was being very specific which you shouldn't be, I was just trying to test the technique in all
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directions – “Have Mama invent some games for you.” And I got an electronic explosion just
as though it fired a firecracker off in front of the guy's face. An electronic explosion occurred.
Have you ever had one of these things occur, hm? Bang! What had happened there, I
guess, was just we had unbalanced it to a point and just the additional thought of Mama
inventing another game, such as, “Eat your cereal” or something, put him entirely out of
control on it. We got a nice comm lag on it though.
But regardless of what happens between the posing of the question and the receiving
of the answer you go on and flatten the comm lag, so we did. Bang! One of the things that can
happen.
All right, any further questions?
Male voice: I know a couple of fellows who have been coming up the line on their
processing here saying – going out and getting in an accident. These guys have managed one
way or another to get themselves assaulted physically by some psychotic in the environment.
I was wondering what, if anything, the auditor could or should have done to smooth this out
before it happened?
Remedied games. Anytime they start picking on a psycho as a game, Ha-ha-ha! This is
– this is one of the last-ditch games, see? “I have no responsibility for anything and everything is responsible for me.” Brother, that's just the last-ditch sort of game.
We have got one out here now who is a “rational psychotic.” This kid out here is a
rational psychotic, by the way. He knows what he's doing. He also knows how horrible it
would be if he suddenly got sane and was sent back to wherever he was supposed to be before
he went psychotic as a solution to where he was supposed to be. I'm sure that he was in some
sort of a school, boys' school or something of this sort, which was too horrible for him to
witness, and I think he carefully cultivated psychosis in order to get into that.
Male voice: Like a guy getting out of the army with a Section Eight.
Um-hum. Sure.
This guy will snap out of it, we'll win. But do you get the point now? If anybody is
comm lagging on this one... Do you get the point of running 8-C? Terminals, the fellow with
his hidden terminals and so forth, with his attention fixed upon them, scarcity of games which
is also a scarcity of terminals. There can be a scarcity of any part of a game, and he goes over
and starts touching the walls, he discovers the terminals still exist.
Yes, Tam.
Female voice: You know that variation “Locate your body. Locate the wall.” If you
run that this way, “that wall” your picking that thing again aren't you? Does that run it out too,
or should you revert to...
It doesn't do too well. I tested it on Jonathan Kenworthy. I had Jonathan Kenworthy
running 8-C with his back to every object he was locating for some little time, and he was
trying to read deep significance into what I was doing. He was coming up the line much more
slowly than straight 8-C.
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The reason for this is, is the back ridge is a substitute ridge; it's a substitute ridge. And
as he tries to locate the wall in front of him, he finds there's a bigger, solider ridge in front of
him, and the back ridge stops discharging.
Male voice: So mechanically this business of osteopathy and chiropracty on the back
and side and so forth, mechanically would be a communications formula behind that. That's
why they're getting results...
Anytime you get a therapy with a loose wheel in it, you got trouble. And what we have
been doing here for some time in Dianetics and Scientology is locating loose wheels.
Where are the accidentals? Well, we found out that acknowledgment was an
accidental. See, I mean, some auditors did it, some auditors didn't do it. Auditors who did it
got better results than auditors who didn't do it. You acknowledge every time the preclear
touches the wall “That's fine” some auditors would say and so forth. Well, it wasn't the fact
that he was interested, it wasn't the fact that he sounded alert, or it wasn't the fact that he was
paying attention, it wasn't any of these factors, it was just fact that it was an acknowledgment
of which there was a great scarcity.
And as long as he didn't acknowledge, it simply created greater and greater and more
and more scarcity for the preclear in terms of acknowledgments. And so this auditor would
then, whatever he would get the preclear to gain on a mechanical process, would cause the
preclear to lose some of – so the case – by no acknowledgment. So we would get a slow
progress of the case. All right, that's a loose wheel.
See, this one, you've got to tell the auditor “Acknowledge, specifically, what the
preclear just did or said.” And that's fine. It makes it rough on an auditor for a while by the
way. He's kind of scarce on these things himself; and he starts to run things out the second he
starts doing this, so an auditor is liable to start doing this and then stop doing this while he is
auditing preclears, you see? He's “Nahhhhhhhhh, I don't like the idea, ahha.”
All right, now we take something like chiropracty. Any time any science has said or
any practice has suddenly said “Well, now this is absolutely it, and we have reached an
unobtainably high thing, and we are at this unobtainable point,” you knew damn well that
there were some loose wheels left somewhere in it.
Now, as a demonstration of this we know more about the mind than anybody on this
planet has to date. All right. And we can find loose wheels! Just get the idea here, I mean, the
amount of research and investigation which has gone on here; the amount of practice which
has gone on; the amount of forward look which has gone on; the very inventive, alert attitude
toward how this is done on the part of everybody doing this, you see, is to a point where at
this stage of the game to have some loose wheels like the auditor must acknowledge, tells you
that something that leveled off god knows when, chiropracty, osteopathy, Swedish massage,
lord knows when these things leveled off; but they were way back when they did.
Loose wheels, you'd say the proportion was 89 to 1, these boys are in there – now I am
just getting to this point on what you stimulated there on that question. You've got your
chiropractor, and get this one carefully, who is simply manipulating the guy's back, and then
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you have got your chiropractor who is talking to the fellow and putting his attention on his
own back, and between these two chiropractors you would have a winner and loser.
So we have a chiropractor who is down here and he is very orderly fellow and he is a
nice guy and he is quite sincere and everything and he just snaps guy's spines and fixes them
up and so on and he never gets any results, nothing ever happens and his preclears, his
patients, his subjects, whatever you want to call them, are entirely out of gear all the time and
they drift away from the art of chiropracty.
And then we have got this chiropractor who says “Now, does that feel a little better
now, huh? Where's it exactly?”
By the way I remember a person who was very mad at a chiropractor because he never
asked her where her spine really hurt. You know? So we – he says now “Where does it really
hurt? Now, it really is this -is this the area here? Oh, a little lower? Is this it? How about that
now? Okay, now do you feel that? Do you feel that? All right, now just brace yourself there a
moment because we are going to do something here. Now, yeah, good, snap! you know. Now
how's that? Is that a little better? Does that feel a little better? Well, how about this up here
now?”
You get a chiropractor who is talking this way, he is doing what? He is laying on
hands, see? And he is calling the patient's attention every time bang! bang! bang! and of
course this person is going to get well; they are going – they are going to not – maybe not get
all the way well, but they are certainly going to feel a lot better.
So look at the – look at this loose wheel! That is a heck of loose wheel; that is “put
your attention on it” is the loosest wheel there, see?
So we have all over the shop practices in the (quote) “healing arts” (unquote) where
the practitioner may be doing the technique exactly as given, according to chiropracty or
osteopathy or some such thing, and is getting no results, and man is liable to get suspicious
after a while of all this sort of thing – superstitious.
Now, I am willing to make you a bet, I am willing to make you bet that there are at
least a thousand loose wheels in Dianetics and Scientology. I'll make you a bet that there are.
But in view of the fact that we can produce the results that we can produce, it's fairly certain
that the amount of tension on the subject is not necessary anymore. I mean, we don't have to
be real tense about this. I would say two years ago we had every right to be damn tense about
this. See, “What the hell are the loose wheels around here? I mean, what isn't being – what is
being done that causes a result, and what is the difference and so forth?” And we could sit
around and speculate and worry about this with good right, because auditors were not getting
uniform result.
This is why I look at auditors to tell me if we are on an arrival point or are there other
things we haven't described? Are there things going on which we haven't delineated? Are
there any of these incidentals and so on. It's a very important thing. But I would say off hand
the tension is fairly well off of this.

9ACC

247

16.12.09

ONE-WAY FLOWS IN PROCESSING:
QUESTION AND ANSWER PERIOD

8

9ACC-12A – 22.12.54

Right now there must be some kind of a loose wheel in the treatment of psychosis. I
can tell you that for the good reason that I run a psychotic and they come up bing, see, I mean,
right up. It is a steep climb; it's burner wide open on a jet plane, see? And another auditor runs
a psycho and they come up, fine, quick, see? And another auditor runs a psycho and evidently
does exactly the same thing that I do and this other auditor did, and the psycho sits there,
“Huh.” No jet planes. “What?” See?
Male voice: Some of them are failing to acknowledge the comm lag yak in any way.
Or, and/or acknowledging and firing in another question instead of simply saying “Hu-huh,”
and waiting or repeating the same question.
Could be. Could be.
Male voice: l know they're doing this.
Could be.
Male voice: ... you say, “Where – where's your foot?”
Well, now that could be a loose wheel. For instance, I have lots of – I always have lots
of dogs and kids and live trees and things like that around where I am usually, and I am
always talking to them regardless of whether they are really in communication or not. A cat
walks up – I get more cats in good solid communication. They walk up and they say
“mewwww,” and something like that and I say “mewwww,” and they look at me and they get
puzzled about the whole thing and they will finally say “mewwww,” and I will say
“mewwww,” and every time they will say “mewwww,” I'll say “mewwww,” as long as I am
around. And it becomes a very silly proceeding; I start walking anyplace outside and these
cats will start – any stray cat in the neighborhood is liable to start popping up and come over
and look at me very, very alertly and intelligently and ask me whatever it is in cat language, I
don't know.
Kids, kids that come around and they say – I have noticed this with parents. You have
probably got a real good point there – because kids will come around and they will say,
“Jabberjabber-wog-wog-yag-yem-gillilyogo-wabble.”
And you say, “My golly is that so?” And they will say, “Yboggle-yogglejobberjobber-wobble-wob.” And you say, “Holly cats, no!” And they say, “Jobberjobber-wobblewobble-wobble-wobble-jabber-jabber jabber.” And well, I say, “Well, okay, if that is the way
it is,” and walk off. They're perfectly satisfied.
And I have been watching people around kids and the kid says, “Jabberjabber-wogglewoggle,” and the person pays no attention to them, what they are saying, so the kid then starts
getting on a stuck flow.
Male voice: Clamorous for acknowledgment.
Oh, they get – they get frantic!
Male voice: Yeah.
They get frantic! And parents wonder why these kids have got to climb all over them
all the time and mess up the furniture and spoil everything and knock everything down and so
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on when it is obviously just as you've said; it's a thirst, a craving for acknowledgment or
originated communication.
Male voice: Uh-huh.
If you don't want any trouble from a kid for god sakes always say “Hello” when you
see him. “How are you?”
Male voice: Another mechanical thing. An auditor if he isn't damned careful around a
psycho or for that matter a sick person or people like this, commits continuously audit –
auditor's breaches by not being there physically. It works this way. You know how the, say,
the old wooden spokes on a car wheel disappear when the car is moving? Well, I, moving at
my normal rate, disappear for the psycho as long as I do this, or for a very sick person. I am
not there; invisible. They lose me. It takes them god knows how long to find me again, when
I've done this, just purely on mechanics.
What do you do? Talk too fast or move too fast?
Male voice: Talk too fast or move too fast and you are gone.
Uh-huh.
Male voice: You slow it down even without body mimicry, or anything like that.
Well, when you start working at a rate of speed around a room, this is true of the
normal person, now that you have mentioned it, they stopped communicating to you, to that
degree you are gone.
Male voice: Sure.
Another male voice: Sure. Not only that but you're lost, and if the guy is just – people
are so dumb on location if you don't immediately relocate yourself they will sit there just
wondering where? Where? Where? We saw that with a very out communication child. The
same sort of thing with the psychos. I have noticed people go away without saying “I'll be
back” or where they are going or they take the guy around and don't even offer him an
opportunity to say, “Well, now at least l know where you are taking me.”
Hm.
Male voice: Duplication. Mmm. Duplication adds to great certainty on this. They
always know they are going over to the bottle.
Male voice: The auditor has to duplicate.
Mm-mm. Oh, yes, the auditor does have to duplicate very markedly.
By the way, in telling whether or not a psychotic is psycho or not there's some very
obvious points. One of them that is a common manifestation that they don't know is a
giveaway, is the utter refusal to duplicate an action twice.
For instance you are running 8-C on them and they have already touched the wall
once, and they are not going to touch the wall again. You should recognize this. You should
have them touch a lamp actually or something other, entirely different, which they will
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duplicate again, and then by the time you get them around to the wall once more they have
forgotten this and they will do it again without feeling they duplicate it.
But this complete, utter unwillingness to duplicate, obsessive, is a definite sign of a
psycho.
Now, here's the difference between a... We had to answer this yesterday. We had
actually to answer this question bluntly. Are we looking at a posing psycho or an actual
psycho? Is this psycho mocked up simply as a psycho and knows it very well, knows
extremely well, or is he actually nuts? Does he have such a vested interest in psychosis that he
has to continue this and knows it?
And the answer to that is no. Why? Because of two things: One, the individual will not
duplicate an action – not any single action – will not be duplicated. The other one is this
individual masturbates in public, which is a definite psychotic mark.
If an individual were simply mocking it up he would not do either of these two things.
He would get silly on them in some degree or another or he would get random on them, you
see, and obsessively he'd start to talk to you about, “I just have to touch this wall again,” you
know. He would slip-skid in this. You being specialists of this particular field wouldn't really
be able to be fooled if you looked over some of these factors; looked them over carefully.
Many people will mock up psychosis. In the service we had a lot of boys who were
nervous in the service and they would mock up psychosis. And then they would proceed not
to be psychotic. One of them who was busy being psychotic was obviously not psychotic at
all because he knew who he was mad at. He was mad at the Executive Officer. And he came
up with a seven inch knife to cut the Executive Officer's throat, and chased him round and
round and round officer's country, passageways, and so forth. And he continued to talk about
doing something to the Executive Officer and so forth. This guy was not psycho, he was mad.
Got the difference? Why? In the first place he knew who the Executive Officer was and he
knew where he was. This is a dead giveaway, see?
Now, this guy starts to plead how nutty he is, ding-ding, he's not nutty. He got mad, he
got revengeful, there was adequate cause for this also. A leave had been cancelled for this
person so he could go home, and his wife was ill. You see? So this thing was all reasonable
and all rationalizable and the target of the individual was not even vaguely confused. So if we
– if we say that psychosis is irrationality, he has immediately disobeyed this.
He came out of this manifestation at once, that Doc Braff; who was rooming with me –
I was a navigator on this particular bucket of bolts and I had taken in the doctor out of charity
– wanted somebody to talk to and he had very bad quarters and I had very good quarters and
so I had moved him upstairs. And the patients used to come in and they didn't much care
whether I treated them or the doc treated them. He didn't much care either. Only I told him if I
ever caught him navigating and changing the course of the ship, I'd slip him some of his own
cc pills in his ice cream, and so we had a very good understanding on this.
So we had approximately two psychos a week on that ship. And I got pretty well
practiced in looking this over. And of course at that time I was not very far advanced along
this sort of thing, but had done quite a bit of work in this line. Doc Braff; on the other hand,
9ACC

250

16.12.09

ONE-WAY FLOWS IN PROCESSING:
QUESTION AND ANSWER PERIOD

11

9ACC-12A – 22.12.54

had never been trained at all, as few medical doctors have been, on this subject. And so we
used to hold courts on these boys, you know, I'd be sitting up there doing nothing, Doc Braff
would call them up and we'd convene a board. Of course this was a highly illegal sort of a
board. It is not called for in Naval regulations, but if we decided he was nuts, he was nuts.
That was that. And some of them really were nuts. And those were the manifestations that
were quite common.
But the common denominator of all such manifestations is irrationality, non sequitur
causation, inability to select out any actual target. And when you had an inability to select out
actual targets, you would have gotten this boy, who was going to cut up the Executive
Officer, choosing out the Chief Machinist, insisting he was the Executive Officer, you see?
You would have gotten this, certainly. This was just lead-pipe cinch. He would have mistaken
the Executive Officer; that would be the first thing he would have done.
Actually, the second I said to this boy, “Well, that was a good try, that was a good try,
and you realize that you're probably going to Portsmouth for seven years now, and
accessories, and be reduced to apprentice seaman, and you're all through with the war, and so
on, so you have won to that degree.”
But of course, this guy said, 'Aw, now look.”
And I turn around to Doc Braff and Doc Braff said, “very, very good. Very, very
good. That's fine. That's fine. What will we do with him now?” In view of the fact that both
Doc Braff and I recognized as the causation of the psychosis in the crew was the behavior of
the Executive Officer, it was just enough to drive any men who were under tension. The
trouble with that type of service, the 5th Amphibious force, is there is a great deal of action
occasionally. And the rest of the time, why, it's not even hurry up and wait, it's just wait.
And the oddities of behavior on the part of such men, particularly if they've been away
from the States for let's say two and a half years; they haven't had any shore liberty, they
haven't associated with women to any degree, they've just been out there. They're real daffy.
They start doing weird things. Strange customs are suddenly seized upon. They start wearing
a single earring or something of this character. Men in the 5th Amphibious – by the way, you
probably saw some of them during the war, they'd hit the beach over here – they were
wearing an earring, usually a star, a five-pointed star. But their behavior in general had driven
so far away from anything acceptable that the task of telling a psychotic in the midst of this
was herculean! Impossible.
Oh, by the way, the other establishing thing is he did not hurt the Executive Officer.
He had every opportunity to do so and did not hurt him. He still had the responsibility, all he
did was want to scare the hell out of him for the benefit of the crew. We, by the way,
transferred him over to Boat Group, that is all we did to him; well, we gave him a summary
court and docked him a whole lot of pay which he couldn't spend anyhow. Transferred him
over to the Boat Group as coxswain of the leading vessel, so he didn't last the war.
Well, anyway, in this society at this time you very well know what an average
behavior is, you see? It's not an artificial atmosphere. It's an atmosphere to which you are very
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well accustomed. And as such, the departure from the average with the inability to notice
presence or select targets can then be attributed as psychosis.
Guys are not smart enough to mock these things up. They don't know enough about
psychosis to mock these things up.
Male voice: When a fellow mocks up a psychosis which he must have done
eventually, wouldn't you the minute the psychosis as such – the mock-up as such or enough
parts of it were either enforced or inhibited, wouldn't you have it going...?
He goes the rest of the way. One – a very amusing thing was the case of a person who
was given a – a psycho – a Section Eight, something like that, out of the Army. He was a –
had originally, because the Army was so antipathetic – he's a medical doctor – the Army was
so antipathetic toward him and he didn't like the Army enough, so that he went down and very
carefully studied Rorschach, and studied it down in the library thoroughly enough so that he
could pass an incontrovertible psychotic Rorschach. And then did enough peculiar things to
get himself shoved into a Rorschach test, and when the Rorschach test was given, exactly
represented it to be a psychotic result, you see. And at that time was given the heave-ho. This
boy had done this just to serve himself; you see. In other words, he got out of it simply
because he didn't like it. He didn't – hadn't had up to that moment any concern about
psychosis. He immediately became worried, the second he was shoved out, about his mind,
started to go a little bit potty, and every single one of these manifestations, every single one of
them began to show up. And they were – they were the...
Rorschach is quite unreal, by the way, Szondi, Rorschach, all the rest of these things
are real bum tests. Never, never count on them. We find him exactly dramatizing everything
he had read in the book was psycho. And I got him over his psychosis very neatly. I didn't
make him into a more cooperative individual or many other things. But I got him over it by
running out all of his study of and acceptance of these psychotic manifestations so he could
get out of the army. And I ran those as engrams.
And I ran them right straight on through over and over, grind, grind, grind, grind,
grind. Got interested in the fact that he had actually condemned himself to his own
manifestation. Here you have the fellow has to accept this game before it will become a real
game, and before a game becomes subconscious or unconscious, in other words, unreal. By
the way, do you realize that just recently we've cleaned up what this unconscious is. It is an –
a too long run, completely buried game terminal of some sort or another, which is no longer
real to the individual.
And this manifestation can get into such a state, and it starts in at the moment that the
terminal is created. And of course the moment he was released from the army, there was no
further use for this game. But remember it was a game, so he had to hold onto the terminal, to
kid with it, and then because it was not acceptable socially at all, particularly from a medical
doctor, he then had to give it a shove and instead of disposing of it, he hid it. And of course
we then had obsessive conduct, dramatizing the game and so on. We find out that every
manifestation a person's got has gone this cycle.
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Male voice: Well, I wonder if you could take a guy that's spun in, assume that at some
time or another he must have mocked up this spin, I don't care where it was on the track, find
the precipitating individuals, let's say whoever enforced it, whoever inhibited it, probably the
latter, suppose your auditor went in there and put on a fairly good act of being that person, but
ran full comm cycles in one fashion or another?
Very possible. Very possible as a treatment. Has the one frailty of representing death
instead of life. That would be the only thing that would mitigate.
Well, we're validating still a suppression of his psychosis. But it is very much worth a
test.
Male voice: Make him look at it though.
It would make him look at it. It might bring it out into the open, all kinds of things
might occur.
Male voice: It's sort of like a – like an actor who's having a ball about something, let's
say he's playing Hamlet, I don't suppose it's ever been done, but you could certainly be real
recognizable as Hamlet without getting into the rest of the liabilities of the thing, to some....
Hmm. Every single actor or actress who plays a psycho part – the scarcity of roles for
an actor is gorgeous. And where you have an actor or an actress who hasn't had enough roles,
or has gone for some years without roles, they will stick or fix in that. And so we get Vivien
Leigh, we get Gloria Swanson, see, Vivien Leigh with her “Streetcar Named Desire,” Gloria
Swanson with “Sunset Boulevard.” So this was enough to tip me off a little bit. So I started
looking over the roles which some of these people had played immediately before they went
potty and they were all psycho roles. And I can tell you from this, just as a prediction, that
would have some validity, there's a great deal of probability that Humphrey Bogart is going to
tip over his apple cart in the very near future.
Male voice: He's had a lot of roles, so he hasn't any trouble getting roles.
But, this is the one thing which would argue against this. The one thing which would.
But nevertheless he has gone into this, and there's one thing very bad about this, “Caine
Mutiny” was a very successful picture. That's a win. So it's off game again. See, you get
everything coming off game; when you get a win, you get a lose, see? Equally off game. And
equally you get the terminals first being kept around or hidden. The lose is immediately
hidden, but not abandoned, see?
Male voice: Ron, you notice that Ed Robinson's kid has been arrested a couple of
times for robbing taxi drivers.
No, what was the background on this?
Male voice: The old man has played nothing but crime roles.
That's right, that's true. The kid is certainly mocking himself up to be acceptable. It is
safe to do and be what your parents do and be. I am working that one to death. I am working
that one to death. It's a fantastic little trigger by which to flip a behavior pattern on the part of
people in your vicinity.
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You let them discover that you find it is awfully safe to do something and very unsafe
to do something else by yourself doing it. Obviously doing it. And you will find out that they
will learn by mimicry. And they will snap to it very fast. It just doesn't take any time. I mean,
it's one of these very, very quick ones.
You walk over, you find somebody's been – some kid's been tearing up the flowers,
see. All you have to do is not call their attention to it at all, you just walk over and start
petting the flowers and being very gentle with them and looking at them and so forth. The
next thing you know the kid leaves the flowers alone thoroughly. If you said to the kid, “Don't
touch those flowers anymore,” crash, see, we bring them right in on a terminal.
But training by example. I've even used this key a couple times lately around the
office by discovering that it was very unsafe to do something. Real tricky.
Male voice: We've been talking about games, what are we doing talking about acting?
Does it work?
A game requires a terminal. A terminal requires a role. Doesn't it?
Male voice: Yes.
One of the more interesting processes which was dredged up here in the last six
months has never been relayed or used until I mention it to you right now, is “name some
romantic roles.” It's almost as good as inventing some games. It's a fabulous thing, I mean, it's
fabulous. Name some romantic roles.
Female voice: Concerning that romantic roles as a game. I asked someone if they were
kissing their wife, who would be doing it. So they started wisecracking, you see. And they
said, “Oh, my grandfather. Oh, my mother.” You know, just being funny. About five minutes,
“Humphrey Bogart. Clark Gable.” Really.
Right.
Female voice: And then I got the one answer, me. I said, “Fine. Who would be doing
it if you were doing it now.” Oh, here I go again. That's the one thing, nowadays, nobody is
ever themselves in a romantic situation because they know, they wouldn't be acceptable.
Well, this “invent some romantic roles” inhibits the fellow from scraping the bank
clean. And inventing games inhibits him from that. You'd find if this would run, that's real
good. You'd find it'd run faster, you said, “Now mock up a good person to kiss your wife.
Now invent another person who would be a good person to kiss your wife.” You'd find out a
guy would have a rough time with this process.
Huh?
Male voice: Acceptance level would chew in there.
Oh, wouldn't it.
Female voice: Could you do that with blackness? Invent somebody to...
With what? With roles?
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Female voice: blackness, could you do that? Invent somebody to be black.
Well yes, but at the same time blackness is an absence. Blackness is an absence of
communication. That's the end of it. That's a – that's a technical definition you can use.
Blackness is an absence of communication. So it's of course an absence of terminal and roles.
Well, okay guys, we have kept you way over, and I hope that you can get on with this
game a little bit hotter now. Actually such a process invents to a very marked degree the
understanding of an auditor in using it. Although you will hear me giving out this process,
even giving out these various angles of it, remember that the people listening to this are not
under training, they are not under any responsibility to learn anything. They are not, in
addition, using it actively in practice sessions. You get the idea? And in addition to that,
people who are rather out of communication have a tendency to fight a communication
formula.
One of the best ways that I would know of to learn this would simply – to just process
the hell out of it on other people and get it processed pretty well. And a tremendous number
of considerations way in addition to what I have told you are bound to show up. You can get a
good subjective reality on any of this stuff Nothing is easier than getting a good one.
Now, I invite you to do something in your processing, just as a test, just as a test of
processing regardless of whether it louses up the case or not, this we don't care about. But just
do it as a test. I want you to melt down or make vanish at least one item, such as a ridge or a
swelling or an abrasion – this, of course, I know is validating something bad; we don't care
about that, see – in the preclear, at least one small item so that you actually can see this thing
go by the boards. Got that? I want you to actually see something disappear.
But you have to pick out something, not something general like taking somebody's
weight down or something like that, but just pick out something.
Now you can change the shape of a person's face almost at will with this process. You
might even get in there sort of on a plastic surgery basis and completely remake somebody to
look exactly like something or other by running the process just so long here and just so long
there. It's almost molding. I want you to get this – this certainty on it if it is obtainable for you
simply by processing something about the preclear.
Now, this will make you as an auditor, put you in a critical role, you understand, by
picking out something. This immediately tells your preclear that you – that you have found a
blemish. But I wouldn't say reduce his head, he probably needs it.
Okay? And anything I've been teaching you here now goes as a process. I've been
teaching you about games, even romatic roles. Remember unromantic roles, see, that's too
way south. Process toward life, process toward communication, process toward ability. You
process toward those three things, you win. You process in some other direction, you lose.
Okay.
(End of lecture)
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I asked you yesterday to see if you couldn't reduce something on somebody. We've
had one example here, processing “the face saying hello". And the manifestation which I told
you about occurred, of the fellow moving out automatically in front of his face and all that
sort of thing.
Another example here of the preclear getting a foot which had been injured to say
“hello,” and finding herself very fascinated and fastened onto – same thing – all of the various
aches, pains and stubs of yesteryear, and finally discovering that the toe was not present at all
and then processing the toe and getting some life back into the toe.
Now, just along that line, who else – who did reduce something?
Male voice: Muriel had an injury on her finger there. We worked with that a little bit.
Some swelling, inflammation seemed to reduce in just a short time.
Uh-huh. An injury, this was an injury?
Male voice: Yes, a cut, injury.
Good, good. And that went down.
Female voice: Yes, we just had it saying hello. Not me saying hello.
That's right.
Male voice: Yes, it saying hello to her.
What was it saying hello to?
Female voice: To me, and to the rest of the body.
Good. Well, to you as distinct from the rest of the body.
Female voice: Well, sometimes it was one and sometimes it was another; it did seem
to vary.
Oh, you got an automaticity there. You want to – you want – as the auditor, you want
to make sure you define what it's supposed to say hello to. Although it will work with just the
thing going around just simply saying, “Hello, Hella-ha-ho!” You know. It will work. Well,
that's real good. Who else had some luck there? Yes.
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Female voice: I lost some weight too, from yesterday afternoon.
Well, this is, this is one of the more fascinating facts as you will discover as you go
along further.
All right. The problem with which we have been faced for some time has been the
problem of the reduction of undesirable energy deposits and spaces. Remember we aren't just
dealing with masses. Let's not get so fixated on a mass that we avoid the idea of space.
Now, undesirable spaces ordinarily suddenly turn up to have something in them,
which is one of the more curious things. We find it is just jammed full after we run
something.
Let's say we find a space. Now here's the question of the toe; the toe is absent. There is
evidently a space in this toe, see? That's the way it looks to the preclear, doesn't it? Looks like
just a space there, there's no toe, you see. There should be mass, and there is space. Starts to
run it for a little while, and first thing that shows up is a somatic, and then the toe shows up.
That would be the way it would go. The somatic would show up before the toe would
show up. In other words, there's something there that is saying, “Don't you communicate with
me!” And the fellow starts in and it's all of a sudden spat! And he says, “Well, I'm sorry I
did.” And in the ordinary course of human events, just the effort to communicate with the area
would send up some tiny little warning signal, and it'd say, “Dzz-dzz-dzz-dzz-dzz, dzz-dzzdzz!” And the fellow will say, “Well, I'm sorry,” only he wouldn't even think about it. His
attention would simply wander over to a space.
Obviously nothing there, you see. Space. And his attention would come off of it very,
very rapidly. Now, many, many moons ago, in 1952, I gave a series of lectures here,
somewhere late in the fall, I think it was, if I remember rightly. No, no, that's right. It was
probably that all those lectures were – undoubtedly some must have been somewhere around
August, or something like that.
From audience: July and August. Yes, sir.
Yeah. Well, I described a phenomenon of asking a preclear to look around his
environment, you know. Just look around his environment. And splat! He will get something
in the teeth.
There is an engram known as the “Tumbler” which leaves the individual's entire
environment strewn with a hole. And if he sees this thing or looks in that direction, and if you
ask him to look for it, why, it'll cave in on him All right. This is a curious thing.
You can take anybody. Particularly take somebody who looks pretty badly beaten up,
or something like that. And you ask him, “Now, look around, look around somewhere, look
out there in front of you, look up, look over at the side,” and somewhere he's going to pick up
one of these undesirable spaces. Just like that. He's going to pick up a space. And that space
going to kick him hard.
Well, why didn't it kick him before you started to audit him? Well, that' because it
always did kick him. See, that's why. His attention would go ove on it, you see, and it'd just
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start to get in the vicinity, and it would tick-tici tick, you know, and attention would come
right off of it, without his knowing he had put his attention on it. You see?
Now, there is the (quote:) “unconscious mind” (unquote) at work. There an
unconscious impulse, an unconscious reaction. It is a place you shoulder better communicate
with and it appears to be a space.
Now, there is the anatomy of inversion looking right at you, there; ti anatomy of
inversion. It's a space and it turns out to be an object. And processing the object will then
make it turn out to be a space. And then processing that space occasionally will make it turn
out to be another object. And processing that object, with just communication,
acknowledgments a answers and origins, you would then get it into a state of a space. And tI
time it would be a space.
Now, this spooky manifestation is what has all of us as thetans spooked. This is really
the only really spooky manifestation that really bothers a thetan. He runs into this space, it's
apparently a perfectly good space, he starts to go in communication with it and it bites! So he
says, “Space is dangerous.” And therefore he doesn't want anything to do with space if he can
really avoid it. Now, do we see this space manifestation? Hmm? You got that?
There is, you might say, an allergy to space. All right, let's take Dianetics: The Modern
Science of Mental Health, the example of the fish. A little fish, he goes into yellow water,
yellowish water, and he starts to eat something, and powie-powie, he gets bit. As far as he's
concerned, thereafter, this empty water – you might say spatial water, had no object in it – is
dangerous! Why is it dangerous? Well, it has an object in it! And he learns this lesson so well
that he will thereafter avoid that space.
And this is the automatic avoidance of spaces. An automatic avoidance of spaces. He
puts up – actually, he does this trick – just so that it won't happen again, just to remind
himself; and so forth, he puts up a facsimile of the incident in that space, to occupy that space,
as far as he's concerned, forevermore, and so serve as a warning to him not to enter or get into
that space. You see what he does? And this is the mechanism. Definitely is the mechanism
involved in restimulation, as far as spaces are concerned. That is why an individual will not
approach an area easily where he has been injured.
Now, if you know this mechanism, you can lick it with great ease just by knowing
about it. But let's say you had an automobile accident or you've gotten arrested by a speed cop
or some other trivial affair, and the next time you pass that spot you will think about it. Why
do you think about it? You got a facsimile sitting in it.
Do you carry your facsimiles around, hanging on you? No, you don't. You leave your
facsimiles parked all over the flam-damn universe! You see what you do with them? You hide
them. So in case you ever look at that space again, you won't look at that space again, and
that's the way to be safe. And the moment individuals get fixated on the idea of being safe,
heh-heh, they're dead! See, it's a lie that you have to be safe. See, that is a lie.
That is a lie which is making neurotics out of school kids and juvenile delinquents out
of high school kids. What are they saying all the time to them? Safe, safe, safe, safe. Safety
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campaigns. The prevention of injury. Prevention of traffic tolls. Prevention of this, prevention
of that. Do you know they're creating them?
Male voice: Sure.
They're creating them, just as easily as though they were taking kids out and throwing
them underneath the wheels of cars.
If you get traffic so beautifully regulated, for instance, if you get traffic so beautifully
regulated, they expect kids only, and pedestrians, only in certain areas, then they're not going
to be very alert in other areas. So you run up trolls. You know most of the accidents that you
see are actually in prevented areas. They're at street corners where everybody is supposed to
stop or where you have crosswalks. They've done an inversion. The area where they have
accidents are the areas that are supposed to be safe. And the most regulation, well, of course,
that is the most incidence of traffic at that particular area so of course you'd look for the
accidents to be in that area. But there is something else that calls this a lie. And that is the fact
of the distribution of the little white crosses that some states put up to mark motorists' deaths.
You'll see a cross, and every time you see one of these crosses, for goodness sakes, look
during the next hundred yards for the second cross. And then look for the next one, and if that
early cross has been there quite awhile, you will have a whole string of crosses.
Just the fact – you get the stimulus-response character of a driver anyhow – just the
fact that he sees a facsimile, that little cross tells him a facsimile of death is sitting here. And
the stimulus-response mechanism – this is as easy to understand as an adding machine – the
stimulus-response mechanism throws in to bring about a death there, see?
Male voice: Too many deaths, death.
Death, death. But let's look a little bit more at what we know about it now.
We know that the thetan customarily parks in an area of injury and hides a facsimile of
warning. Very cute mechanism. It won't obstruct his view; he can look straight through it. If
he looks through it! But if he looks at it or starts to look at it he will be steered away from the
area just as easily as a bug is steered to an electric light bulb. See, the same type of
automaticity goes on there.
So we put up a little white cross and this tells the thetan, “Hey! There's a facsimile of
death sitting there.” Wham! Well, look it. This thing defeats itself; doesn't it? It is not a
security mechanism at all. It sure gives a guy a lot of games! Get the idea?
Now, he could have put it up to be secure. He could have put it up to have further
games. He could have put it up just to be doing something. But life at large uniformly
employs this mechanism. Spaces have something in them. Of course, that's the one thing a
thetan can't duplicate easily. Somethingness. You see, nothingness, that's easy. So let's make
the game a little tougher by having all nothingnesses contain somethingnesses. So that makes
it very hard to duplicate everything and sure keeps you working.
Well, whatever rationale we have, we do have a mechanism which is in common in
life and is the mechanism of the facsimile and does tell us that the facsimile sits where it
occurred. But wait a minute. If it sits where it occurred, how is it going to get into action
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against the individual who is now someplace else? How is it? There has to be two facsimiles,
doesn't there? There must be two facsimiles involved. So that when one changes, the other
changes. Right?
Why, this dirty, slinky, little cur of a thetan makes two of 'em. And he holds one to his
chest and he leaves the other one on the site. Therefore any disturbance at the site will alert
him. But any time he looks toward the site the picture he's carrying with him will activate,
won't it? Oh, but this is very, very easy to do because there isn't any such thing as space.
So you have to have a double idea of every facsimile, or two facsimiles, one or the
other, it doesn't matter. So after we erased it, in 1950, after we erased it on the track we had to
erase it in present time if we really wanted it to be gone, completely and utterly, didn't we?
We were erasing two facsimiles.
Actually there were three. There was the facsimile of erasing the facsimile at the site.
And actually there were four! Because there was the facsimile of erasing the facsimile at the
point of auditing, present time.
Oh, no, wait a minute! There were five, because we had to – we had to erase the
erasure of the last erasure, didn't we, huh? Oh, no! No, you really think it over though, there
are really six. Because the action we just undertook also made a facsimile. Well, the fact is,
we get a dwindling spiral as far as the facsimile is concerned because we're making it
communicate all the time. The erasure, the mechanism of erasure, is a very crude mechanism,
a very crude mechanism.
I mean, our activity in erasing an engram. But pretty terrific. Actually hypnotists at
one time or another have made a person recall something several times, and so forth. Not the
same as a Dianetic erasure. But the Dianetic erasure, although very crude, was still better than
nothing. And it still worked better than we had in the past been able to handle these things.
All right. Now, let's look this over, and discover that we have undesirable masses, and
undesirable spaces. At the same time we have desirable masses and desirable spaces. And this
would merely be whether the space was pro- or contrasurvival, whether the mass was pro- or
contrasurvival, and again falls back on opinion and opinion only.
Therefore, the auditor, in auditing, has to make some decisions along this line himself.
You could overtly erase a great deal of prosurvival mass. Let's say we erased all the money in
the fellow's pocket, we erased his new suit, we erased what good looks he had – get this – and
we sure left the Fac One sitting there, see. And we left the wart on his shoulder. Get the idea.
Direction of erasure is under the control of the auditor. It always has been to some
degree but never like it is today. All right. The auditor then can erase at will. If he can erase at
will, he will discover the preclear will change his mind about creating. Why did a preclear
stop creating? He stopped creating because there was just too damn much. Get the idea?
There's too much! That was the basic worry. He made this and he made that and he made
something else and it disappeared, and so he made a lot more and he made a lot more and the
next thing you know he finds himself in the middle of too much space or too much mass.
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And he says, “Now, wait a minute. If I go on creating, I will get into a bad way.” Let
me give you a very modern, present time example of this sort of thing. We take somebody
who is overweight and we have him remedy havingness. We can shoot this poundage out of
sight by the remedy of havingness. We can just make him mock up and pull in, you see – not
the whole process – mock up and pull in heavy and dense masses. And mock up and pull in
heavy and dense masses. We never let him get rid of one, you see, we're not really remedying
havingness at all, we're just adding mass as distinct from remedying havingness. An auditor
should know that very sharply, that remedy of havingness is the remedy of the need to have,
not mocking up masses to get the preclear lost under.
All right, so we mock up, have the preclear mock up and pull in and mock up and pull
in and mock up and pull in and mock up and pull in and mock up and pull in and mock up and
pull in, and oh, boy, oh boy, oh boy, oh boy. If you were to put him on a scales before the
auditing session, put him on the scales after the auditing session, you would discover that you
were not dealing with mental energies entirely different and distinct from physical energy –
“Ha-ha! We're all sane, us scientists! See, the mind is something else. Ha!”
Today, I am trying to find something that is not the mind! Different problem. I just
completely did an inversion here on all of scientific theory. Scientific theory started out with a
complete inversion that it was all matter and mass and space and the chemical combinations
out of a sea of ammonia and other such seas finally produced the accident of chemical life.
And they prove it to you, too. They'll show you that crystals will grow. And they will. They'll
grow an inch or two and quit, soon as they run out of fuel.
Well, regardless of that, we've gone over to this one: we've all – but we have not just
reverted as a revolution. Actually we went up with great care, up the whole line. How far can
we get away from this mass theory? You see? We postulated there was such a thing as life,
though we didn't know much about it. But we sure did know an awful lot about mass, you see,
and space, and so on. So we started to move out of mass and space, gently and gradually, into
more and more concept of what life was all about. And as understanding of life broadened, we
have reached the point of where I don't quite know where to turn to find some mass and
energy! You get the idea. I mean, they are completely contrary to the most fond scientific
view of today, which view of course is very, very handy to have, if you're trying to make
slaves out of everybody. You say, “You don't amount to anything at all. You're just mud,
fella! You're just a biological accident, that's what you are. And we have – don't have to take
any responsibility for you, any more than we do a test tube or something in the laboratory,
you see. You're just mass, and so therefore we don't have any responsibility at all! I mean, a
test tube breaks, all right it breaks.”
I saw an army film not long ago. The army said – it's utterly fascinating; it was the
rescue, airborne rescue unit. The army rescue unit goes in and picks up lost flyers and things
like that. And it starts out with the fact that a man is only composed of ninety-seven cents
worth of chemicals. It lists them, and it says it's utterly incredible that anybody would waste
any time at all saving them, however, this unit does go ahead and do so. And that is not quite
as brutally blunt as that because they're more covert. They aren't even, even blunt enough to
make a nasty remark straight across the boards; they make it rather covertly. But that is
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definitely the message which you receive. And then they show all of the various mechanisms
of rescue and several very famous rescues, and so forth, on this line as – almost as curiosa
that anybody would bother!
Well, here we have shifted very definitely, and very, very markedly, very markedly,
our viewpoint of this matter. We're trying to find something now that isn't life. And plutonium
could be said to be life compressed and entrapped to such a degree that it'd eventually protest
loudly. Well, plutonium acts like that! Plutonium acts just like a preclear. That was what
fooled the scientists. See, it fooled them. You know, matter acted so much like life, and life
acted so much like matter, that, of course, naturally everything was space and energy. You see
the conclusion they drew? They had – they did. I'm not just gagging. They did draw this
conclusion. So you take a – one of the big gags that was going around at MIT, while they
were still overt and before the government had entirely taken over on atomic energy, they said
they were going to invite the Atomic Energy Commission and everybody connected therewith
to dinner. And they were going to serve their dinner on plutonium plates. And they were all
going to eat their dinner off these plutonium plates, and at the end of the dinner, why they
were going to make them a speech. And they were going to say, “Well now, boys, we have an
idea that there are better uses for atomic fission than blowing up Earth, and we want you to
immediately and herein and hereafter agree to dispense with all war use of atomic fission and
restore it to its proper industrial sphere. And if they didn't agree, they were simply going to
stack the plates!
Because the only thing, you see, the only thing that makes plutonium completely
intolerant, is the same thing that makes a scorpion completely intolerant of the presence of
any other scorpion or anything else, see – proximity. It's dead against it! It protests with
loudness.
Now, we take somebody who is black five, a good, solid, unprocessed-at-all black
five, see, and we go over and we touch him on the shoulder. I did this one time to a fellow
who had been – had the usual course of psychoanalysis – twelve or fifteen years. And he was
sitting there minding his own business; he was very well aware of my presence. And I was
walking around the room, picking up some books and things and I stopped alongside of his
chair. He was still very well aware of my presence and that I had hands and everything, we
will assume, and I – he made some sort of a remark, and I said, “Uh, now, tut-tut-tut, that's
not true!” See, and I tapped him three times on the shoulder, you know. And this fellow went
kind of white and he sat there and he – I said, “What's the matter?”
And he said, “Oh, just a moment,” he said, “I'm working it out.” I said, “You're
working what out?” Well, he says, “I'm just a little sensitive to being touched.”
So an hour or so later, we resumed the conversation. See, he had worked it out by
psychoanalysis, I guess rationalizing that in fact that he had probably been spanked for
touching the private parts of his father or something, I don't know. Anyhow, he worked it out
in some rationality and after that we could go on with the conversation.
The sting on a scorpion, the various other mechanisms that life uses, are, when life is
very intolerant of existence, simply mechanisms of repulsion. “Don't get too close, fella.”
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The US started out with a flag of a rattlesnake that said, “Don't tread on me,” and I
think it was Benjamin Franklin or somebody explained it very gently to the Continental
Congress and so forth that a rattlesnake was not good to its young and so forth, and so they
laid off the symbol.
But they – the main difficulty in life, is an intolerance line. And you have a whole
strata of animal life which is on this intolerance line – utter intolerance. They will do
something about proximity. See, they protest about proximity. And because one line of life is
protesting against proximity, of course you would expect another one to develop which
protested against distance. So there are two distinct stratas of life byproducts, meaning
facsimiles, spaces, chemicals, physical universe spaces, and so forth. There are two distinct
lines there. One which believes that proximity is bad and the other one that believes that
distance is bad. And between these two things you get the basic game called physical
universe. You see, it's just the playing of one against the other.
Fly believes proximity is very bad, but he lands on the lip of one of these insect-eating
plants, and it believes proximity is wonderful.
Now, we discover that the person, that persons in the human race follow one or the
other of these examples. But they are not following it as an example but as a basic operation
which life began in the first place.
You get a wonderful game of interplay where you say, “Don't get too close! Don't stay
too far away!” See, between those two things. And so we have in the human race people who
have either of these to an enormous extreme. It really has to be extreme before you really start
to see it. These people have to be pretty dug in or upset or something of the sort. And they
represent it physiologically. The very, very thin, the extremely – and boy, I'm really talking
now about extremes – the human skeleton sort of a person is objecting like mad to proximity.
And even when they are (quote) “feeling affection” or (unquote), whatever you want to call it,
they still have a draw-away impulse.
And there is the other kind, and again we would get this in extremes. We can trace
both of them, by the way, in the nonextremes, see. But when we're looking for pure types,
we'd have to get somebody who's up there around 350 pounds or something like that, to get
the other extreme, and this individual would be absolutely incapable of staying away from
anything or letting anything stay away from him.
Such a person runs a variety store up on the street up here. And he gets back and forth.
He's, I don't know, about 380 pounds, I think, and he gets back and forth. And every customer
that is leaving the store through the counters that check out the goods, every customer leaving
the store, if he is on duty, is spoken to by this fellow. And this is of course very good ARC
and all that sort of thing. But that isn't why he's there, really. It's havinguess.
He sees those goods leaving his store. And it upsets him. And so he stands on the outer
side of the counter almost preventing people from leaving the store, you see? And his
common flow of conversation is to comment on some of the things which they had before
they came into the store. You know, like their clothes, and so forth, and the desirability of
these items, which of course is very flattering to the customer. You know, “That's an awfully
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nice dress you have there, where did you get that?” so forth, the terrific desirability of
costumery. Well, this fellow just can't stand to see anything separate, and you can see the look
of pain on his face, just flick, you know, every time he sees a bag of goods leaving the store.
What he would love to see would be shipments coming in all the time from all the factories of
the world, you see, to this huge variety store, you see. And they would get parked there, one
way or the other. And customers would flow in the front door and the side doors of the
establishment, and they'd never leave. And nothing would ever be sold or be moved out of the
store. And this would be a wonderful state of affairs as far as he's concerned.
Now, most people mix these two things under this heading of pro- and contrasurvival
items. Masses and spaces, see? They mix these two things. They still have judgment. They
have criteria. In other words, they can still afford to be faithful to their basic postulates that
things can be good and things can be bad. And these people are still exercising this criteria
and as long as they do, we consider them sane and as soon as they don't we say they're nuts.
But it's totally possible that somebody never had a prosurvival postulate. You see, this is a
possibility that anything could be prosurvival. There is this possibility.
So we might look into one of these extremely thin, drawn-in cases and find out
whether or not this person ever considered the approach or proximity of anything, anyone,
was good. And this other case, we might look into that and find out if he had ever made a
postulate that the approach of anything could be bad. But he must have made a postulate
contrary to it that the leaving of anything must be bad. See, he's made another type of
postulate there. Anything departing is bad. Anything approaching is good. Judgment. He
would welcome a bullet.
The other fellow must have made the postulate that anything leaving is wonderful.
And I have seen such people, by the way, on definite inspection, I have seen such people be
very relieved, extremely relieved, to see things that should have stayed there, depart. See, real
happy about it. And have seen them get very efficient and effective the moment they had
made up their mind to leave the whole situation. See? Leaving, departure, that was good, that
was joy, and so on. So we just have these two combinations of things. Pro- and
contrasurvival, departures and arrivals. That's about all it amounts to.
All right. We see all of these things, the cohesion, adhesion and dispersion –
something, by the way, that the scientist has never adequately described or covered with
language. The dispersion or the antipathetic action of similar particles. I guess he just – these
things are far apart, so he never observes that they have an antipathy so that he speaks of
cohesion and adhesion. He should speak of cohesion and unhesion. You see, he should have a
word that looks just like that and is that simple sitting right there in his vocabulary. But he
doesn't have that word. Tells you what those boys are fixed on.
Anyway, every time we get an extreme condition we get some kind of a basic
postulate on the track just as one-sided as I've been talking to you about. Now, most people,
as long as they're in good shape and as long as they're doing well in life, most people can
accept or reject – aha! We were going someplace, huh? – most people can accept or reject
according to their interpretation of pro- or contrasurvival or it doesn't matter. See, they can
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accept or reject things according to their judgment. And they have a great many arbitrary
judgments.
Only when these judgments become reactive or automatic do we as auditors see any
difficulty in them whatsoever. An individual who just can't abide spinach and doesn't eat
spinach, but if he eats it nothing happens, he could be said to be operating on an analytical
criteria. He believes that spinach doesn't taste good and that's his idea and that's all there is to
it. That's his opinion of the matter. But let's take the boy who can't abide spinach and when he
eats it becomes ill. Ah, we're into the reactive band, aren't we?
Now, there's nothing wrong with having these judgments. Quite on the contrary. We
couldn't have a game at all unless we had somewhat fixed values of good and bad, good and
evil. We'd have to have somewhat fixed values if we were going to have a game. A fellow
couldn't have another game unless he could change his values. You see that? He couldn't have
another game. He'd be stuck with a game as long as he was stuck with good and bad values.
So he keeps on playing this game and playing the game and the game gets more and
more one-sided, and he's liable to move out into “everything must move in and nothing must
move away, or “everything must move away and nothing must move in” categories – all on a
reactive basis that he doesn't know what he's doing. He's exercising no criteria whatsoever.
And this individual we would call in a very, very bad way, and we would say he has lost
considerable ability.
Therefore, we have a process which fills this in and which is an effective enough
process. This is one of those eight-star processes called Accept and Reject, is the name of the
process. It's one of the R2's in The Creation of Human Ability. And this R2 is sufficiently
strong that without particularly or materially upsetting anyone it has never failed to
exteriorize a preclear. And I want to make that very advisedly, and I say that with good solid
cognizance of what I'm saying. This is not a loose statement at all.
So much so that one preclear, who was supposed to be dead in about six months, and
who actually was so thoroughly stuck physiologically in the embryonic state, who could not
get into a two-way communication even vaguely, well, whose arms were actually only about,
at the beginning of processing, only about eighteen inches long, little flippers, a grown man,
been this way most of his life. Diagnosis: Multiple Sclerosis. Prognosis: death in six months.
He's not just alive right now. Of course, I will say that the auditor in this case, and I,
rose to some rather heroic heights of figure-figure and predict with processes in order to get
this boy into enough two-way communication so that something like this process could be
run. And because we experimented with several processes while running him, we extended
the auditing time materially. But the auditing time on this case to bring it up to a point where
Accept and Reject could be run was unfortunately a hundred and thirty-five hours. All of
which time was spent on two-way communication, a very, very flabby version of 8-C and,
what really brought him into line was about – this had to be invented for him. It was invented
by his auditor, Sanborn. Had – Sanborn was trying to get simple enough, to register. Preclear
perfectly willing, you see, to go ahead and do this process, and all that, but trying to get
simple enough. So he invented a simple elementary straightwire and that's quite a trick. And
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this simple elementary straightwire, which snapped him up to enough awareness and so on, so
that we could run Accept and Reject on him, went as follows:
“Remember something. Now, remember a man. Remember another man. Remember
another man.”
Well, this fellow was going off onto systems continually. When you said remember a
man, why, he would remember a man, and then he'd remember that this fellow was a
newspaperman. So he knew a lot of newspapermen so he would just reel off the other
newspapermen that he knew. See, he wouldn't remember them at all, he – he'd work it out in a
system. So everything fell into place by classes. You've seen preclears do this. This is a real
cute manifestation. I'll punch that up, because you'll see this manifestation often. And to hell
with these systems, they're just not getting the preclear anyplace. You want him to remember
another man and you want him to remember that man and when and where.
But, in this case we couldn't even vaguely have asked this fellow when or where. And,
“Remember a woman. Remember another woman. Remember an object.” And on this type of
– he just went up the dynamics, by the way, as far as he could go with rationale. And before
he'd proceeded about halfway through his program, the boy all of a sudden snapped into twoway communication. And oh, the amount of petting and pampering and so on. By the way,
this case is terribly inhibited in his recovery by an antipathetic environment, antipathetic to
Scientology. Terribly inhibited. Probably multiplied the number of hours involved maybe by
four, as any auditor around here will tell you. Nevertheless a hundred and thirty-five hours is
no fantastic investment of time, when you consider a case like this.
All right. We got him up to this point and started to run Accept and Reject on him. Our
auditing plan was as follows: Get him out of his head. Have him straighten up – had to get
him in good shape, exteriorized – have him straighten up the anchor points of the body and
dust off the case. See, zero. That's the end of that. We were working him up to a point of
where we could exteriorize him and we knew what process we'd exteriorize him on, too. We'd
exteriorize him sooner or later on Accept and Reject. And here, a hundred and thirty-five,
maybe a little bit more, hours, we were able to get this plan into action on Accept and Reject.
Took us that long to make sure that this man could even vagueTy follow a subjective order,
that we were even vaguely in two-way communication with him at all, see.
We finally pushed it in, finally got it working, and in one half of one four-hour
session, he was exteriorized with good perception on Accept and Reject. Gives you some idea
of this process. You see, this is a kind of a havingness thing. It is the basic considerations
back of havingness, and the very considerations about which I have been talking to you, here,
this lecture. See, here we have, you see, the fellow who, you know this is bad so it mustn't
come in, and that's good so that has to come in. And we got acceptance level mixed up in this
and some of the most incredible, some of the most horribly incredible acceptabilities, you see,
existed. What was really good? Excreta. That was wonderful, see? And, oh, Freud would have
loved this case, and would have been able to do nothing with it. He sure could have studied it,
though. Now, all of these basic screens had inverted on this character. All of them had
inverted. So that anything that was slimy or horrible, or miserable, or mean or cantankerous,
and so forth, that was his slurp-level, you might say, that really came in. Well, we reversed all
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of that just on getting him to run Accept and Reject, and he changed his postulates with
regard to this and that, and found out that he could Accept and Reject his body at will at
which moment he was exteriorized. See where we worked him to?
If you can't reject your body, you can't exteriorize. If you can't accept your body, you
can't reject it.
So we worked out the automatic factors. Now, Accept and Reject belongs with the
Remedy of Havingness as one of the Six Basic Processes. It is the consideration level of
havingness. And it determines whether or not one wants to bring everything in or one wants
to throw everything away. And it recovers to the individual his criteria; his decision to have
something and bring it in, his decision not to have it and throw it away. This is what it
recovers to the individual. It works out, actually, better on a postulate level, Accept and
Reject, than it works out otherwise.
The commands of this process are a very, very simple thing. They are, “What are you
willing to accept?” And the fellow will do a lot of figure-figure, you don't care. “What are you
willing to accept.” “Something else you're willing to accept.” And he'll finally come around
and start looking at the room! He'll extrovert to the room, you see. And he'll say, “Well,
uhhm. . .1 don't know, I.... oh, those cigarette butts in the ashtray.” See. “Yeah, I can accept
those. Nobody else wants them, so I could accept them.” And so on and so on and so on.
Then, when you had that good and flat, you would ask him “What can you reject?”
Now, it sometimes takes quite a while to flatten this with the preclear. That acceptance. Now,
“What can – uh, what could you reject.” You want to make sure, though, that if this process is
taking a long time that your preclear is running what you're asking him to run. Remember, it's
a subjective process and you do not have a telescope into the center of his thetan machinery to
find out what the hell he's doing now, see. Remember that. That's why you've got to work him
up there to a point of where you're darn sure he can – knows you're there and can take your
orders. And this, by the way, is something that's – a surprisingly large number of cases can't
do, and don't do.
If an auditor errs, it is erring because he is an able guy, erring in crediting the preclear
with an ability. He errs in that direction continually. If he could just think of his preclears
before he starts to process them more or less as he thinks of objects, he would be a much
happier auditor because it'd be much closer to truth, you see. Wind-up toys are objects.
They're very, very stimulus-response. It's a matter of, “what self-determinism?” you know.
After he's worked them for a while he actually does start to recover and discover in the
individual this ability. Because he saw it there in the first place, he was able to work the
individual better. So this is not all bad, you see.
He was able to work the individual better, but at the same time he isn't aware of the
fact that the individual is actually changing, markedly and rapidly, because the individual is
now becoming the individual he thought was sitting there in the first place. So he doesn't
think any real change is occurring with the individual. All right. The auditor error which
comes up in this is simply manifested along this line: He is confident that the preclear is doing
what he told him to do on a subjective process and the preclear is not doing it. Every case
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which was not recovering even vaguely on subjective processes when closely questioned, and
this was a large number of cases, when closely questioned on an E-Meter, admitted,
themselves, that they had yet to run the auditor's command as given. Get that?
You say, “Remember something about your mother.” He would forecast something
about his father in the future, and answer – acknowledge to the auditor that he had
remembered something about his mother. And this was every case that wasn't making
progress under old-time processes. This was every case, you understand? I mean, we didn't
have any exceptions along this line.
So, that's the one big snag that an auditor can run into. If he doesn't know that real well
he's got no business handling a subjective process. This is the big snake pit of a subjective
process. The preclear does not do the command. But you look at this person, this person is
perfectly well groomed, this person is in fairly good condition, this person is fairly successful
in life, this person is rational, this person is interested in things. And you say, “Remember
something about your mother.”
And this person forecasts something in the future about his father, and says, “Yes, I
remembered something about my mother.”
Get the idea? That's why that old 8-C's got to be in there; there's just no argument
about it. It's something that I'm afraid we're stuck with.
You got no business running anything vaguely resembling a subjective process unless
you know your boy is under control, or your girl, as a preclear. See, you just got no business
doing it. You can waste more time as an auditor and have more heartbreak and more failures.
You run the process, but the preclear doesn't.
All right. See, there were two liabilities in there. Very often the auditor himself
couldn't duplicate the process. And so, then when he took his version of the process and gave
it to the preclear and again it was not duplicated, you had hash! So, this is the – the business
of the order being given to the first private in the line, and being whispered to the next private
in the line, and so forth, and we find out that “Zero hour is ten o'clock” has been changed to
“Captain is having turkey for dinner.”
So, where we run something like Accept and Reject as a process, we know two things:
One, it is not going to work if the preclear is not capable in 8-C. Two, it is going to work. You
got these two? That's this Accept and Reject. Many other ways you could probably phrase the
same thing but let's not go off the deep end and consider them different processes. They're
not.
“What were you willing to associate with?” “What are you willing to associate with?”
“What wouldn't you – what would you just as soon not associate with?” You see, this is
Accept and Reject. “What could you throw away?” “What do you have to have?” This is
Accept and Reject.
But the best auditing commands as has been worked out gradually – I managed to
finally centralize these auditing commands – that might be given in this, and “What are you'
willing to accept?” “What are you willing to reject?” This by the way is a good criteria
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because it's translatable just as such into practically any language I know anything about. So it
must be holding true.
Every language has a basic word for “accept” and a basic word for “reject” which
allows for no argument. Whereas they do have differences on such a thing as “associate.”
Look what Freud did with “associate.” I'm being awfully hard on the old man this morning.
There's no reason to be hard on the guy, he actually was the entering wedge into
psychotherapy. But I'm young and cocky and I didn't have to write Psychoanalysis:
Terminable and Interminable. I didn't have to write that. I will never have to write something,
now, I know very well, called Dianetics: Terminable or Interminable. Apathy, apathy.
Imagine a guy beating the drum, beating the drum all those years, having to sit down and
write that essay. This was one of the last essays he wrote.
He knew he had failed before he died, which is the saddest thing that can happen to
any man. The other sad thing that can happen to a man is knew he win – knew he won,
absolutely and utterly, and completely, before he kicked off. That's just as grim! That's just as
grim, unless what he won in itself solved the problem of having won. It's all right, don't have
to worry, the hell with it! This is very, very fascinating.
All right. We've got Accept and Reject here, as one of the hottest extenorization
processes you ever ran into in your life. We also have, “Mock up something and pull it in,
mock up something and throw it away,” as capable of remedying masses or straightening out
masses. But if we just had those, there would be no reason for us to feel cocky at all. We
know, definitely and positively, that the ARC triangle, as such, is the key to all this and that C
of that triangle is the solution to the triangle itself. The inhabited space that has nothing in it is
simply R subordinate to C. That's reality subordinate to C. When we introduce R, or further
agreement, we would not get a resolution. If we were to introduce affinity we would not get a
resolution of the inhabited space which has nothing in it. But if we apply C to it, with our
knowledge of its formula, we then achieve resolution. And boy, do we achieve resolution.
Now, an auditor can demonstrate conclusively to a preclear that the preclear actually
can get rid of; and reduce to nothing, a mass. And if the preclear becomes aware of this, and is
very sure of this, then, and only then, is he really willing to create more masses. If he can't get
rid of them, he doesn't want to create them anymore. He stops creating because he is afraid he
won't be able to get rid of it once he creates it.
A writer or a painter is apt to dramatize this. They don't write stories because they
can't sell them. They don't write – don't paint pictures because they're afraid they won't be
able to dispose of them. They will only paint a picture when they have a ready sale, or a story
when they have a ready market. You follow this? This is just a vestige of the same
manifestation. They don't dare create something unless they can get rid of it. That's all there is
to it. And if they can get rid of a mass, if they can demonstrably get rid of a mass, then they
become very, very capable in creating. And so it is safe then, to get rid of a mass, if you can
create a new mass.
Where does it – this go? Reductio ad absurdum, it would go to the point of where the
fellow would be perfectly willing to get rid of the body any time he could create one out of
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whole cloth. Now, let me give you – I mean get rid of a body entirely and utterly and have
done with it only if he could replace it. Replacement is totally on his own creative ability and
on nothing else.
So, we still, although we might have Accept and Reject as a process, we are still up
against this: We are still up against the necessity to be able to reduce mass. And this is the
other side of the problem. Origins, acknowledgments, answers created in abundance take
apart undesirable masses. Remember that it is an undesirable mass that this takes apart. What
a honey of a process. It does not take apart a desirable mass.
Why doesn't it? Well, you can mock up something and pull it in, can't you? If you can
mock up something, is that thing a bundle of misplaced communication lines? No, it's just a
mass, isn't it. Hm? It's just a mass. Oh, there is such a thing as just a plain mass, isn't there?
So, you start remedying communications, you could just go on with this process and on and
on and on with it, and you would find that it simply kept taking apart to a very marked degree
undesirable mass.
Now, there could be – because your preclear was pretty batty or something of the sort
– there could be some liability to this. There could be. Theoretically you could take apart the
necessary terminals for the body itself So, cause something to happen with the body. That
would only be if the individual's obsessively trying to get rid of the body. And if you run him
a little bit on 8-C he won't be. He isn't obsessively trying to get rid of this thing. Now, the way
you take apart an ordinary and routine mass is by a perfect duplication as given in The
Creation of Human Ability. You can make a perfect duplicate of any mocked-up particle and
it'll go. Let's not start looking at all masses in the entire world as the result of a
miscommunication. It's the result of a game, and that's the truth of it. But where you get
masses balled up which the individual can't handle, the only time this occurs, it is because the
C is absent. Not because the C is present; because the C is absent. Now, I'll Tell you
immediately, a test which you should be interested in, and that is whether you should process
toward life or death. Whether you should address entheta or theta. And that process is very
simply given.
I will not ask any one of you to use this process experimentally because it is probably
the most dangerous process I've ever developed. And it is a raw, rugged process. Wouldn't
seem so. Well, we're hitting in so close to form, energy, masses and life itself that a process
now can have considerable violence. If you don't believe this, take somebody you don't like
and run it on him. But this is real wild as a process.
“Give me some things you do not have to stay in ARC with.”
Now, look, that obviously is a logical process, isn't it? It's obviously true, there are a
lot of things you would – really wouldn't have to stay in ARC with. Isn't that true? Do you
know what it'll do to your preclear? You'll never see an individual go so down Tone Scale so
exactly. He'll go down through rage, he'll go down through fear, covert hostility and into fear,
he'll go down to grief; and he'll go down to apathy, and if you insisted, and if you still could
process it on him, you could process him straight into catatonia, just like that! That's a
fantastic thing, isn't it? “Give me some things you don't have to stay in ARC with.”
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He'd have to understand what you meant. That's murder! That's just plain murder! The
whole bank pulls right in on him.
Now, you want to change somebody on a Tone Scale in a hurry when he's
exteriorized, all you have to do is run Answer Processing. That's all you have to do. And he'll
go up scale so darn fast, and sonic, visio and bells will ring and so on.
If you run it too long or too consistently or too continually in the body as such, and run
it on the body rather than the remainder of the environment, rather than upon facsimiles
themselves, the body has some tendency to become upset, mostly because you re not taking it
out in balance. You're using your criteria there. You're saying “Well, we should take it off
here and we should do there and we should run it on this and we should run it on that.” You
start running it on the top of somebody's head and the next thing you know his feet hurt, you
know? You start running it behind his head and the next thing you know his nose hurts and
his stomach hurts and so on. Nevertheless, it'll exteriorize somebody.
And here's another lead-pipe cinch exteriorization process: “Have your body say hello
to you.” Don't be more specific than that, just “Have your body say hello to you.” It will blow
the guy out of his head. He's never said hello to a body, I – pardon me, a body has never said
hello to him, he's always said hello to bodies. Just flip the flow. And he'll go on out of his
head.
I have – cannot state at this moment, I have not made enough tests to tell you exactly
which is the faster to get somebody out of his body – Accept and Reject Processing or
Communication Processing. I don't know which one is faster. Every figure that I have on it is
different, you know? I mean, there's too much difference amongst these figures. We can
assume they're both batting high and we can assume that Communication Processing has
somewhat the edge on the process as a process but the speed – one time why, Accept and
Reject, why gee, that worked fast, and the next time why, Communication Processing, gee,
that worked awfully fast, you see. And the reason why I don't have the figures and probably
never will have them is because I never get a chance to compare the two processes on one
case. And this was a happy failure, wasn't it? Never get a chance to compare these two
processes. And then we'd have to have an enormous series of cases before we really came
down to – as far as I would say, theoretically, that the one would work out will be
Communication Processing. That will be the one that probably works out. But Accept and
Reject is real hot.
It has another oddity. You've met the fellow who wanted to hold off from the rest of
the human race, or something of the sort; the fellow who was too good for everything. We
have a woman that came in here with a preclear – you haven't really sized this up, I'm sure,
even though you may have talked to her – came in here with a psycho boy. Nothing is good
enough for this woman, and that is what is wrong with her boy. He wasn't good enough for
her. And that's all that's wrong with her. See, it's this manifestation continually, repeated and
so forth. She's on an obsessive enforced “nothing is good enough for her.”
Of course, you and I like to go into a good restaurant. We like to have a good meal
served well. We like to have the appointments that we wear in good shape and so forth. But
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that doesn't mean that we won't get on some old greasy overalls or something of the sort and
get mud on our noses once in a while, you know. We'll still do this. Watch it when you no
longer will, when you no longer can with some glee put on an old coat.
They get on a basis of nothing is good enough for them and they move right on out to
can't have anything. See, you get the route? Nothing is good enough for them so they can't
have anything.
That is the condition of mind of a criminal, is one of the primary points in the criminal
personality – nothing is good enough for them was the route they took. And now they can
have nothing. A criminal can't have anything. He's got to mess up and get rid of or do
something about anything, you see, that he has around. But if you plumb a little bit further
and if you just talk to them and ask them about this, if you're – if you happen to be wandering
down through the city jail or something of this sort, it's a curious beat if you ever want to take
it.
Ministers never show up where they're needed in the society. It's wide open and if you
ever want to put your card in your pocket and show up in some interesting places, show up in
such a place as the city jail and you will discover that as you talk to these prisoners that the
truth of the matter is, it's all bad over there, see, it's bad over there. And then you ask them
about this and about that and they will turn up their noses at the darnedest things and you will
see the fragments and end product of nothing is good enough for them. See, but now it's
gotten all shaky and gelatinous, you might say. as a postulate. It's a – nothing is good enough
for them is sort of a frantic sort of a thing. They can't even dream of something that is good
enough for them. They're in a hectic, obsessive state, quite ordinarily, on such a thing.
You look this over, I can tell you in just a breath, that this is it, but you actually
wouldn't be impressed with the ramifications that this “not-have” can take on this basis of
“Well, I can only have the best. I am a lord, I am a duke, I am not canaille.”
Oh, I'm not going so far as to say that the boys who ruled Europe during the feudal
system are uniformly all, every one of them, criminals. No, I'm not going so far as to say that.
I'm only going so far as to say that those who did oppress and wreck their areas were. You
understand that?
Do you know the guy who was really a good ruler has a hell of a time. He has a hell of
a time. He hasn't got enough time. That's why he has a hell of a time. He wants to listen to all
the beefs and all the good news and he wants to listen to all the complaints. And he's very
chary of handing over to some flubdub waddy or – cadi rather – or some justice or some
captain of the guard all of the complaints because he knows what this guy will do to them,
you know. And he's perfectly willing to talk to the guys about how the horse crop is coming
this year and so forth. Well, it's a different kind of guy, you never had any trouble with this
boy. But the fellow who was “My Lord”; the fellow who just had to make a great impression
of his great lordliness was a criminal. There's no doubt about that.
Now, this tells you you could look down the line of kings, various lands, and these
boys who had to have their courts this way and that way and such another way and protocol
had to be this way and had to be that way and so forth. You were looking at a criminal. If he

9ACC

273

16.12.09

HAVINGNESS AND COMMUNICATION
FORMULAS

18

9ACC-13 – 23.12.54

appeared today we'd throw him in the jail. That would be an awful come-down for these boys,
wouldn't it. Talked about the divine right of kings, and I would say that a king had divine
right so long as he didn't thoroughly believe he was a king. It's only when he becomes
convinced of his kingliness that he's a dead monarch. The country is then without a ruler. It
has a rapacity in its midst.
Quite curious. But you really ought to, some time or another, look at this-this
mechanism in the jail house. That's a good place to see it; wonderful place to see it. They steal
things that they couldn't even vaguely use. And then they get rid of them as senselessly
because they found after contact that they weren't good enough for them. Uhhhh. Real nuts.
All right, Accept and Reject run on these people would shake them to pieces. Literally.
They would be in agony over this process or they would just avoid it entirely.
So therefore, Communication Processing – you could get them to have the wall say
hello – Communication Processing then evidently goes lower.
I've actually tried it on such people. I've gotten around. I've been a real busy boy here
the last couple of months trying to get a summation here of an awful lot of work. And
although you've heard me say many times, “This is it”, and so forth, if I were to tell you that
there were no further developments to be expected in this field, why, I would simply be a liar
or lazy. Of course, a liar is a fellow who was so lazy that he didn't actually make it happen
before he told about it.
Now, been pretty busy getting things together. Didn't take very long to write the book,
took quite a little while to plot the thing up one way or the other, I mean, to get the material
involved. I can see immediately several lines of investigation that stretch out. But do you
know that oddly, the greatest line of investigation that stretches out is in the ability: How
many abilities can be restored to a thetan, you see? Most of these things are in that line.
As far as knocking off unwanted masses and unwanted spaces, as far as straightening
him out and turning on sonic and visio and that sort of thing is concerned, this is real licked. I
mean, this is where we should have been taking off from in 1950, see, we should have been
taking off with this process. But I did what I could. The intervening four years are not too
long to complete an investigation one way or the other. Of course, it's not completed, you
understand. But we're definitely not any longer completely bogged down about the human
mind, you know?
What can it do? This is the pertinent question. Now, we know that it can walk around
and work on machinery and say “Hello,” and “How are you, Joe.” We know it can do this.
We know that it can sometimes work a little bit. And we know it can put into action
machinery, such as Cadillacs and rattle-traps. We know it can get in trouble and get in jails.
We know it can organize. We know it can misgovern. We know it can do all sorts of weird
things. We know it can invent a more base sort of game that ordinarily if we were looking at it
analytically we would think 'A game like this! Oh, that couldn't be a game,” but yet it is. We
know all those things. Well, that's real good. Well now, what can it do? And that is the
problem which we're trying to solve.
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All right, now here's your class assignment. You have been processing right along
with this. You have, I hope, gotten some acquaintance with this. Does anybody feel he has no
acquaintance with Communication Processing yet?
Female voice: I don't feel like I don't have an acquaintance, but I did want to ask one
question about – in regarding a – on a person exterior, what are some of the things that you
would have them communicate with?
Oh, this is just up to you as an auditor. This is just up to the case. You don't have to be
specific. I'm asking you as an auditor to use your judgment for goodness sakes. I am. We have
a lot of set little processes. They are very, great trick processes, very nice. And you should
know these processes and you should know them real well. And that's the Six Basic
Processes. But when we move into Communication Processing beyond its basic rules and so
forth, an auditor's power is so markedly increased that to not turn loose his judgment at the
same time would be a cruelty. You see that? It would be.
Now, what do you run it on, we find out the individual is looking at facsimiles instead
of looking at the wall. This is a kind of a dumb trick. He looks at the facsimile. He takes a
facsimile of the wall and then looks at the facsimile of the wall, and you tell him, “All right,
now move that grain of dust there on the wall.” So he moves the grain of dust on the
facsimile. And you don't see it move on the wall, so you say “Well, he didn't move the grain
of dust on the wall,” you see. All right. Let's take this case. Let's have him mock up
something and have it say hello. See, this would be a wild one to do to him. He's got some
kind of an obsessive machine of some sort or another. Let's have him cook up a machine –
this would be a wild one – have him cook up a machine that made facsimiles so he wouldn't
have to look at anything. Just have him cook this machine up and then have the cooked-up
variety of the machine start saying hello to him. What do you think would happen? The
machine that is doing this, naturally, will go boom, or it will start saying “Hello.”
Now, every piece of machinery, every piece of machinery a preclear has is an invisible
object in an undesirable space according to his calculation ordinarily if it's really butchering
him around. Facsimile machinery and so forth, very interesting.
The byword on this now is get them out and process them. You get that now? Get
them out and process them. Now, how can you get them out? You've two methods of
exteriorization: Accept and Reject Processing which is run only when you have had him do
enough 8-C to know absolutely he's following your orders. Absolutely. No matter if those
orders appear contrary, biased, upset or backwards, just have him follow your orders. I have
never taught auditors to do that but I do it. And some guy – I can run 8-C further, deeper than
I dare anyone else run it, tell you the truth, because it scares you after a while, just the lack of
reason in the action. You keep taking reasons out of the actions.
Now, he's doing 8-C because he expects to get well. Supposing we worked it so far
that even this reason seemed to be missing out of the action. He was merely doing it. That
would be an interesting direction to run 8-C, wouldn't it, hmm?

9ACC

275

16.12.09

HAVINGNESS AND COMMUNICATION
FORMULAS

20

9ACC-13 – 23.12.54

All right. So you can run 8-C in the most weird ways. You can have the guy go over
and put his finger on the stove. Stove's burning. Well, that would burn him, wouldn't it? Well,
you say, 'All right, go on over and put your finger on the stove.”
“Why?”
“No reason. Just go over and put your finger on the stove.”
“I know, but it will burn me.”
“Well, go put your finger on the stove.”
“But, it will burn me.”
“Go on. Put your finger on the stove.”
“It will burn me!”
“Go on and put your finger on the stove.”
“Awwww. What are you trying to do to me.
“Go over and put your finger on the stove.”
“I tell you that it will burn me.”
“I know what you're saying. I understand what you're saying. You are saying that it
will burn you. I know that and I know that you're afraid of this. Now, go over and put your
finger on the stove.”
“It will burn me.”
“I know. Go over and put your finger on the stove.”
“Uhhh. It will burn my finger off.”
“Well, go on over.”
“Okay.”
“Go on over and put your finger on the stove.”
You know how far 8-C will run? He can go over and put his finger on the stove and it
won't burn him. He has as-ised the consideration, if you work it right in talking with him.
Otherwise you could convince him further.
You say, “I'm going to show you. I'm going to show you. I'm going to make you burn
yourself”
“I won't burn myself”
Ooh! We make him resist getting burned. See, that would be another direction to run
the 8-C. A lot of cute things that you can do with 8-C. That's a very extreme one; takes quite
awhile. There's a lot to such a process.
But nobody's asking you to run 8-C to this degree. I just say there is more 8-C to be
run. The only direction that you want to run 8-C is to get absolutely certain that the individual
will follow your directions. And then Accept and Reject or Communication Processing to
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having the body say hello to him. You can vary this, you can have the head say hello to him.
But once you decide on your course of action, follow it through. Follow it through very, very
well. And you will get a considerable change in your preclear in just having the body say
hello.
Blow him out and then don't pay any attention to the body. The second you've got this
boy outside with any degree of certainty at all, forget about the body. Just skip it. I know it's
still sitting in the chair, but don't continue to process it in any way. Now have him go through
Route 1. All right. He starts through Route 1. And this is hard slugging, and so on. Interject
Communication Processing any time that you find the slug too hard. See, just do Route 1;
standard, standard Route 1. Communication Processing can be shoved in anyplace. Very fast
way to resolve the fact that the guy seems to be able to get four feet from the body but can't
get any further.
Many ways you could do that. You could have him simply – you just have him run the
body saying hello long enough to get him out, you see. Let's say that everything is black after
he gets outside or he feels rather degraded after he gets outside or something of this character.
You would simply follow Route 1, this Route 1. But you could get Route 1 over with in a
hurry and then you could start picking up curiosa. Or you could have the wall start to say
hello to him. What do you think this would do?
Now, a preclear will manifest many manifestations and outside of the fact that I tell
you the proper process to run on a preclear after he's exteriorized is Route 1 or the use of
Communication Processing in conjunction with Route 1 – I'd leave this up to your judgment.
We are actually, as a unit, investigating human ability. How do we get there? We got
some set processes. They work. We've got one that works awful fast. Maybe just run Accept
and Reject on him while he's exteriorized long enough, maybe you'd get up to an enormous
stature, you see? How long do you want to run it?
But any trouble that he gets into, you can now get him out of in an awful hurry. Oh, an
awful hurry.
All right, any further questions about this?
Female voice: We now have permission to run 8-C on a preclear?
Oh, yes, yes. I'm just turning you loose. After I tell you, that these processes are best
worked by people who have run an 8-C, of course you have permission to.
Your difficulties with people are run into when you start disobeying the
communication formula in running 8-C if you don't fully fill in all the parts of the
communication formula in running it.
Somebody in the HPC the other day invented step D – it isn't step D but he called it so
– by having alternate orders. The preclear gives the auditor an order and the auditor does it,
and then the auditor gives the preclear an order and the preclear does it, and back and forth
and back and forth.
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You see, he's identified auditing with living. And this might be very desirable in living
but this is a – this is an auditing session. If you couldn't come over – overcome all the
liabilities and quirks of an auditing session with your processes, you ought to quit, you see? I
mean, there's no sense to dramatize life with an auditing session. So it isn't step D. It isn't a
necessary part of it at all.
It just makes – it would make the preclear very happy probably with you and with the
auditing session but there are much more vital things that you can do. He's there to take your
orders. If you can get him up to that point and get him sailing through processes where you
can't closely supervise him and yet you're – know with great security that he's doing these
processes, he's doing them as told and he isn't varying from them, and you suddenly realize
he's deteriorating, he's probably now doing something else, you put him back on 8-C again,
wouldn't you?
Male voice: Sure. Right away.
Tell you another trick about 8-C. 8-C was, by the way, originally invented for an
exteriorized thetan. It's very curious but that was the process. Then we found out it works so
much better, I did, found it out that it works so much better with a body that we pushed it over
into body processing. And that's where it came from. It even works on a body; it must be
good. It isn't too successful while a thetan is exteriorized because most thetans are
tremendously upset about the physical universe. They're afraid faces will suddenly appear.
I ran into a thetan one day who every time he went out someplace and mocked up
something and was going to sit down for a long investment of the area and so forth, a face
would appear. I didn't think anything more of this. It scared him. He was scared of people's
faces and all sorts of things. Aw, he – you could say, boy, could you get causes on this, you
know, you could trace reasons why way back to the beginning of time on it. But I was running
“Invent a game” on him. And it blew. It was the most beautiful little machine you ever saw in
your life. And it stuck up a suddenly visible but hitherto invisible, from an invisible machine,
head or face each time different, machine. Cute machine. He sighed deeply when it went. But
we invented a few more games and he said, “To hell with it.”
I had a thetan – I had this thetan, by the way, inventing machinery. afterwards,
remedying his machinery, and because I'd run “Invent some games” and “Have somebody
else invent some games for you” and so on, because I'd run this in plenitude, his ability on
inventing machines and his inventiveness on these machines was just appalling which gave
me a terrific insight into what some people are using for machinery. Zzzzt.
“There's this machine that every time I start to say hello to some desirable or start to
greet some desirable person, you see, will zap me.” “There's this machine that every time I
think a woman has been insulted will make me angry.” It's a cute one; gets guys in more
fights. He explained this to me.
He said, “You know, that thing would get you into more fights, gosh.” Yeah, yeah,
well, that's a good machine! Okay. You'll find, by the way, a thetan has a lot of
communication lines that suddenly show up. Did you ever run into one of these?
Communication line shows up, apparently he's going off to nowhere. Where's it going to?
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And you have him trace it down and it winds up at nothing. Process Communication
Processing on that nothing.
Just the line to the machine is all that has come visible. But the machine is still
invisible and it's out there and this line goes nowhere and stops. And he says, “Well, isn't that
interesting.” That in itself is very surprising.
The more he processes the more this line shows up. Only it doesn't go anyplace.
“Well, that's all right. We'll just skip the machine.”
I won't tell you who has machinery of exactly that character. All of his machines are
arranged in that character – every damn one of them. He lets the lines go out to nowhere and
then carefully says, “Well, there's nothing there.” You certainly ruined some of his
machinery, you see. Communication Processing would just butcher that poor man's bank. And
he'd have to go to all the trouble of mocking up all this machinery all over again. Good!
All right, any further questions? Okay.
(End of lecture)
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I want to make sure that you know how to run Communication Processing, which is
what we'll call it. Because let's say that anything goes, anything goes in the whole formula of
communication under Communication Processing. But let's take one specific and interesting
part of it and let's discuss pan-determinism as related to having an individual mock up
originated communications.
We discover immediately a fact which I have known for a very long time but which
was too horrible to tell you. That's right, that's a fact. I have known this fact for, oh, certainly,
two years and have simply stuffed it in my back pocket and skipped it until I could lick it.
And that is this: The whole world around you is an automaticity. How can you win? Well,
you can't. You got an automaticity in all directions.
All right. An individual substitutes for pan-determinism, prediction – let's get this right
on the line here very accurately – for pan-determinism he substitutes prediction. When he
cannot predict this automaticity in the world around him, he substitutes confusion –
nonprediction, confusion, same breed of cat, same thing. Inability to predict leads to a
confusion, startlement, amazement, upset. You see that?
All right. Confusion leads to mystery because the individual backs off and will have
nothing further to do with it. Well, now, this parallels games. He does not want to predict the
other side so the end product of any game played long enough is confusion and mystery and
why every society when it goes to hell goes into the hands of a priesthood. And that's true of
Chaldea, it was true of Babylon, it was true of Greece, it's true of Rome, and it's true today.
Every time a government – every time a society – let's go back one step. Every time a
society goes into electronics – which is an unpredictability and a confusion of one sort or
another, terrific automaticities sitting around – you push a button. When you first start out
flying rocket ships, why, you've got eighty gadgets you have to set and sixty plotters you have
to adjust in order to find out where you're going and they finally evolve it into a point where
you push one button that says Mars or Arcturus or something of this sort and you're there. Just
as simple as this.
And this super – automaticity goes boom. into religion. And there hasn't been an
electronic society anywhere on the track that did not work hand-in-glove with a priesthood
and which did not move into the total control of a priesthood and which did not thereafter lose
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all of its technology and so emerged into another stone age. No go – that's very high
technology-a monkey age.
You can only object to this sort of thing when you enter a monkey age and a-and a
priesthood at the same time.
Now, you have government leaders today in the United States and elsewhere using
more and more blasphemy in their talk. They're saying God is this and God is that and we'd
better all turn to God and so on. We have the heaviest crowds turned out in Washington, not
to hear McCarthy, not to hear the president's inauguration, but to listen to Billy Graham who
sounds off on a biased version of the New Testament in some fashion or another. And this is –
this is big stuff, see.
All right. Now, pan-determinism actually goes into desire for a game which
immediately and by postulate cuts out 50 percent of those present, Blues and the Greens, the
Dodgers and the Giants. You get the 50 percent.
And here by the way, in the latter days, I think this was the Byzantine Empire more
than the Roman Empire although they had it in the Roman Empire, I think the Blues and the
Greens are – were looked upon not as racing teams, but as political bodies. And a lot of their
political stuff was settled in the arena between the chariot races and the discus pitches of the
Blues and the Greens. The several near revolutions occurred immediately resulting from the
result of games played by the Blues and the Greens. So about 50 percent of the population
was all out for the Blues and 50 percent was all out for the Greens. You get the idea.
Now, as we look over the picture, then, we see that pan-determinism goes into desire
for a game which splits your forces in half and which makes 50 percent of everything
unpredictable. You don't want to predict it; desire not to predict. As soon as you really begin
to predict you have no game. Or if you predict pretty well and nobody thinks they're playing a
game you can have a whale of a game. But you get the idea?
Now, you see, you could reverse this whole schedule. You could take a whole – a
whole society lying there, nobody predicting and nobody being pan-determinism and
everybody running off on twelve different horses in eight different directions – mathematical
impossibility, but it's true they can. And you get down to a point where all of a sudden in this
mass of chaos and so forth, a group suddenly starts predicting. Oh, why, that's a nasty sort of
game. But, of course, their target and goal is confusion; their enemy is confusion. They
actually are working in the game in order to create a game out of a deteriorated game. You
see?
Game goes all to pieces, there is no game, the barriers are still there, you still have
plenty of confusions and mysteries arising on every hand and a small group could then
become a very much larger group simply by starting to predict again. You see how this cycle
could go? It's never gone that way before, something new under the sun.
We think of Scientology as something that heals people and we think of Scientology to
make the sane insane and irrational so that they no longer agree with the Income Tax Bureau
or something of the sort. We think of it as a psychotherapy.
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We might think of it as an educational activity so much so that I believe that any
Doctor of Scientology is qualified with the right to train, will very shortly be authorized to
have a Master of Education degree. And the name of Hubbard Professional College, possibly
will remain Hubbard Professional College, but something on the order of maybe Hubbard
College of Education, something of this sort. And this will – it's very legal, legal as the
flowers of spring, a DScn knows more about the human mind, and knows more about
knowingness, the woof and the warp of training is knowingness, the woof and the warp of
education is knowingness; you could give cards and spades to any Master or Doctor of
Education in the land and come out top dog. So it's perfectly safe degree to issue and very
well deserved.
All right. You could even say it's an education. But the funny part of it is, that it is the
greatest game on Earth. That is really what it is. It is the game by which even a confusion can
be turned into a game.
Now, if we were to go around and tell people, if they say, “What is this stuff called
Scientology?” Have a big, big squabble on this. I've been in the stores Christmas shopping
and I look-they look on the check and so forth, and it gives my address as the HASI, you see.
And they look at “Scientology” and they say, “Huh-da-huh Scientology?” you know.
And I say, “Well, Scientology means knowing how to know answers.
And they say “Huh.”
And I was in a toy store the other day and a fellow pulls this line, and there was a
young boy who was taking time off from college to do some Christmas clerking, and the boss
called him over – he's a mighty smart young feller, he's taking – he's majoring in
Deuteronomy or something. And he looked at that and he didn't know what that was either,
you know. And I said, “Scientology? You don't know what Scientology is? Why, it's the
greatest game on Earth!”
And the fellow says, it's funny, he says “I haven't had any advertisements to sell it,” he
says “Where can you get it?”
Well, the – you could do a lot of things with the – a know-how. If you know-how
about the guys who are playing the game, of course you have a superior know-how to their
game, any day, don't you? So therefore the way to tell people about Scientology is to find out
what they do and then tell them this is the thing that monitors it. That's the way to tell people
about Scientology. That's the truth.
Of course, a fellow has to be – a fellow has a sneaking hunch that he's – or feeling that
he's lying or something of this sort.
Somebody says “Well, I-I-I'm a salesman.” And “I'm a salesman,” and so forth and so
on. And, “What is this thing called Scientology?”
“Why this, Scientology – Scientology is the science of sales promotion and selling.”
“Is that so? Well, where have I been?”
“Well, it's in a technical bracket you know, of course.
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“Can I get a book on this?” “Sure.”
He's interested, see? The fellow in the toy store, the fellow in the toy store he says
where could I get this, see, greatest game. The salesman – it's the science of sales promotion –
where could I get this? It really means that we ought to have a whole series of books, which I
ought to get busy and write, every one of which says, “Scientology (second line),” you see,
Scientology, The Mathematics of Psychology. Scientology, The Composition of the Hidden
Factors of Medicine – let's see, something on this order. That would be a tough one because I
was trying to think over how you would slow that in so that a doctor, although he hadn't heard
of it, would merely consider himself stupid if he hadn't.
“Oh, Scientology, The Physics of Medicine.” That's right, that's... that's... we need that
book.
Anyone of these oddities – professional oddities which you see as high specializations
– can be kept and monitored by this game. Why? It's because their game has degenerated to
considerable of a confusion. And actually any game being played, having dropped into
something of a confusion, needs some sort of a monitoring science which tells them how to
play this game because they don't even know it's a game in addition to having forgotten how
to play it. You see?
So then they know, however, instinctively that something fits in this bracket that tells
them how to play the game called medicine. They know that something is missing up there
somewhere, see. And you come along and all you'd have to tell them is “This is the archway
that goes over your roadway,” and they're all set.
Well, all right. Now, let's look this over from a standpoint of deteriorated games. We
discover the reason a game deteriorates is because from pan-determinism it goes into division
of sides which is nonprediction, which goes in – of course, that's unwillingness to predict,
they don't want to predict the other side – and then that goes in immediately into a confusion.
If you want to know why modern battles are so confused, realize that they're right next
door at a fast evolutionary rate to unprediction, see. A real smart general using various rules
can predict the other general, you see, to some slight degree. But where you haven't got any
smart generals anymore, you don't have battles you have confusions.
Now, I'm not trying to run down or make snide comments about modern generals –
you couldn't, there aren't any. Last great general went with Robert E. Lee. If anybody's from
Texas – with Sam Houston. He takes fifteen Texans with cap pistols and licks a Mexican
army. He was a pretty good general.
Now, where we have a breakdown then of prediction we enter rather rapidly into a
confusion. And the course of a battle demonstrates well-ordered lines at the beginning of a
battle and midway through this battle you will see these lines are getting less and less wellordered. And the end of many a battle remains a mystery to this day. You look them over and
you'll find out that people go on discussing it and discussing...
For instance, there was a battle which was misnamed a massacre up on the Little Big
Horn in Montana, in which three hundred cavalrymen of the Seventh Cavalry put up an awful
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fight with the Sioux. But nobody ever got the straight story of this. It went into a confusion
fast. It started with a general who was somewhat confused and his officers who were more
confused with no idea of the forces which were opposing him, which was in the neighborhood
of about seven thousand well-armed Sioux – the best light cavalry Earth has known, next to
the Tartars. Seven thousand were being opposed there by a small handful of cavalry and this
seven thousand were very well armed indeed. And Custer went into the middle of all this; we
now have a mystery. People keep on writing about this mystery. Actually there's no mystery
at all about the whole thing. That few guys can't win when equally armed with that many
guys.
It was a fascinating thing to see the amount, though, of mystery and upset and so forth
which came out of that confusion. And it was a very, very badly confused battle, believe me. I
have yet, although I have read practically all the annals and reports of the entire action as they
exist today, I have yet to read one which agrees with another. They don't even agree on where
Custer lay or what condition Custer was in at the end of the battle. He was dead, but some say
he was shot in the chest and some say he had blown his own brains out and some say this and
some say that. But they all agree that he wasn't scalped. Everybody agrees on this and this
becomes a big mystery too. So they invent a big meeting between Sitting Bull and Custer at
West Point – Custer being the man assigned to guide Sitting Bull all over West Point.
Probably never happened, but somebody is trying to go back into the past to solve the
mystery.
Now, let's look at the anatomy of this. They finally get so confused that they invent
somebody that created the whole thing. If you want to see somebody who is confused, it will
be somebody who wants the prior reason why. They retreat from the confusion of the present
to discover in the past some causative point. And this search for causation, when it is dropped
into, is the beginning of the evolution that we call a priesthood. When you no longer have
clear-cut sides, when you no longer have an adequacy of battle, when you no longer have
even confusion – you just get sort of a blur – why, then, people start in – people start in then
to track back to find out where the hell these particles came from. Why do they do that? It's an
instinctive reaction and effort to discover the original location and time of the particle so as to
make a perfect duplicate of it and as-is the game. You see that?
So you see why they get so fascinated with going back out of their confusion and
tracking into the past trying to discover... Then we will get a bunch of boys who will boobytrap the situation.
You know, the between-lives area is one of the cuter engrams on the track. It isn't
described completely in What to Audit. The fact of the matter is, is there was not an entrance
into the MEST universe and there isn't an entrance in the between-lives area anywhere else
but in this universe.
The entrance to the MEST universe was a game which was played by a bunch of
people on people who were in the universe. And they took people who were in the universe
and PDHed them one way or the other, in order to bring them into a belief that they were now
being shot into another universe. This game has been played several times. It'll be something
on the order of you going down, traffic cop hits you over the head and tells you you're now in
Chicago, only it's the same town you were in before. He infers that you have been transported
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some vast indeterminate distance so as to completely confuse you and make it impossible for
you to as-is the game. See how this would work out?
So every once in a while somebody comes up and plays this game and he gives a span
of time and space or universe, or a jump of universe which didn't exist so as to confuse people
utterly about the game. Now, we get how to drive a puppy dog nutty. 1951, I was talking
about this. You hit him over the head in the living room, knock him colder than ice, then you
take him in the kitchen and stand him on his head in the corner. Let him wake up that way.
See, there's something missing.
So, of course, he can't as-is that section of track. Thus we get the popularity of the
engram. People think that they can plot back straight through these engrams – and I thought
so too – plot back straight through these engrams and get them arranged, we would finally
locate origin of particles. We do, we very definitely do. It's however a little harder, longer job
than we care to undertake today.
Question that could be asked now is, “Why as-is the game?” The only reason you'd asis the game is you couldn't make another game out of it. The only reason you'd blow up the
playing field is because you weren't having any fun. If you think nuclear physicists have fun,
go meet some sometime. They have fun; the only fun they can indulge in is blowing up
everything. I mean, they'll sit around and think about this. Blow up the government.
If the government only knew of the actual mood and conversational level of physicists
when gathered together in polite company the government would be scared. It would be; it
would be outraged. It was overhearing conversations amongst them, now and then reported by
hearsay and elsewhere, that got rid of sixty-seven of the top nuclear physicists in the
government. They weren't guilty of communistic practices or anything of this sort. They were
just advocating the overthrow of the government by force and violence directly without any
party line.
They are dangerous men. There is no doubt about it whatsoever because they're not
having any fun. They get disgusted so they say, “Well, let's just blow the debris all over hell's
half acre and then nobody can discover where it went from or where it came to. And that will
be the end of that. Hah! We'll make the law of conservation of energy work.”
See, as long as you can't find the origin point of a particle, the law of conservation of
energy will hold. The moment that you can find the origin point of a particle in time and
space, the conservation of energy does not hold, neither does the conservation of space. This
universe would go whooh – that would be the end of that.
Now, religion, as long as we mentioned this earlier, has gotten us into a very beautiful
booby-trap that way. They say God created the universe; he did it in seven days – six days
and snored the seventh. This is not blasphemy, it's merely the detailing of an untruth. And
then he did all this and that was that. And that's the origin point, and if you don't believe it –
some of the things that have been used in the past – we will burn you at the stake, and they
did. If you don't believe it we will consign you to the galleys and they did. If you don't believe
it you are an heretic and you will be tortured to death in various ways and fed to lions or
something of this sort.
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The Christians have fed more to lions than Romans. Christians, by the way, have fed
more Christians to lions than the Romans ever thought of. I think the total sum of all
Christians knocked off in the ten Roman purges is something insignificant. It's something in
the neighborhood of oh, I don't know – thirty people in that vast purge that we keep hearing
about that Nero undertook. There were thirty Christians knocked off. And I think in all the ten
purges in both Roman empires, of Christians, by reason of the government's detestation for
people who hated everybody – that was by the way the consistent Roman statement, that they
couldn't understand these people who had no tolerance of religion. They didn't like other
people and they hated other people who were different than they were. And so that was bad
for the state. And this was the Roman position with regard to Christianity, nothing else. They
didn't – the Romans didn't even believe in paganism at the time.
All right. We look over this and we find out that there were 10,000, over a period
some centuries, killed by the government for various reasons, one of which in each case
happened to be Christianity. And there were 100,000 Christians killed by Christians in one
single year in Alexandria alone. This is an impressive statistic. That's just one year. They had
that riot every year. Just get the idea – ten times as many in one Christian uprising against
Christians.
So they're emphatic about this, “God designed the universe in one place.” In other
words this is a good between-the-lives area; you've gone to another universe; you are now
completely out of this universe and your time track is now all loused up and now you will go
back and join another life because it's another life. Or entrance point to the MEST universe –
you have now been taken out of the universe you were in and now you have been put in
another universe. You see, that gap, a gap introduced there by postulate only, and conviction.
And we get this additional mechanism by which to intro – these are the mechanisms by which
you introduce confusions so as to keep an as-ising from taking place – you get everybody to
agree on some false origin point. And then you shoot anybody who won't agree on this origin
point. And if they don't agree on this origin point, why that's the end of them. Get the idea?
For instance, in the Bible you get at least one exact date for the creation of Earth. You
get and the – I think that it's generally worked out the total length of time of Earth in this
system and so forth is plotted at something like 7,396 years or something like that. That's the
agreed upon date. Whereas the half-life of radioactive materials demonstrates this area to be
about 3.5 billion years old – this galaxy.
Physics then had to go by the boards early in the Christian activities and they hanged
and burned and did things to anybody who tried to experiment in the realm of science. Why?
They would trip over this lie, you see? They'd keep exploding it. They'd do something about
it.
And people get pretty frantic when you really look around and say; “Hey you, you
know, you could probably as-is this whole thing if you wanted to.” They have been forbidden
to by various lines and so on. However once an individual finds out that he is fairly
indestructible when exteriorized, I am afraid that he would be harder to convince than
previously.
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Now, as we look over the game, anatomy of; we discover then pan-determinism sinks
into choosing up of sides, which of course, is an unpredictability. So we get an
unpredictability; it drops into a confusion; a confusion then goes into a mystery and
individuals sitting around are looking at what amounts to almost a total automaticity. And
they simply blind themselves to the amount of automaticity going on.
I'll give you a little shock here. Have you predicted the makes and types of cars going
past the door in the past five minutes? You haven't? Have you predicted the destination of
these cars? You haven't? How the hell are you going to ever as-is this universe? Do you
realize that just that five minutes worth of randomity be sufficient to sink you. Interesting,
isn't it?
So we get a guy trying to back track in his own past to find particles where they came
from and yet you have been in intimate contact with a great number of particles here for the
last five minutes – good solid ones. You didn't predict a single one of them. That right?
Automaticity. There's nothing like such an automaticity as might go on, for instance, in a busy
city. Go down to Piccadilly Circus some time. That's quite automatic. Everything runs
without asking you. And the next time you're driving on the highway at a more isolated place,
and a Greyhound bus driver stops and asks your orders as to how he should proceed, you let
me know, will you.
Now, individuals get very, very set – fixed on the idea that they have to predict all
these things, you see. They have to be in control of all these things because it's a desperate
and dangerous situation, you see, to lose track of all this. So they have to predict it; they have
to control it. And they start controlling, controlling, holding, so on and then brr-bow, they'll
sit still themselves. You see that they couldn't... This amount of automaticity that's sitting out
there is just too great.
What does Communication Processing do?
It immediately places under control of the individual the most important factor with
which he is associated: his own universe.
It's been a long time since you've heard of Scientology 8-8008, isn't it?
Now, Scientology 8-8008 was a formula. It said: The attainment of infinity (that is the
first eight) is achieved by the reduction of the physical universe from infinity (that is the
second eight) to zero (which is the first zero) and the building of one's own universe from
zero to an infinity of one's own universe. And by that one achieves the attainment of infinity.
Scientology 8-8008 was a formula. There's no particular reason why we have ever abandoned
this formula. It's just a tough one to reach, that's all; a tough one to put into action.
Very, very funny things start occurring when you start to run this formula. You do
various things. You start to take over more and more of this universe. You start to care less
and less that it's going in wild and weird directions. You become more and more able to
change those directions if you wanted to. You finally go into communication with this
universe, not some via system.
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Now, did you ever exteriorize somebody and found he was not looking at the wall, he
was looking at a facsimile that he'd just made of the wall, which was a little bit late?
Male voice: Yeah.
Huh? Now, as a auditor, I have actually changed my position in the chair in some
fashion or another, just changed my position in the chair unintentionally – not intending to
foul up this preclear – and have him open his eyes again and see that I had changed my
position and receive a great shock of invalidation because he had been seeing me sitting in the
other position. Well, I had been sitting in the other position, but I was now sitting in this
position. In other words, he was just a little case of late (as they used to say when they buried
them in Boot Hill out here – still some Boot Hills around with a coroner's report was usually,
“A case of slow”).
Well, this is just a case of a little bit late. The fellow who makes the facsimile and then
looks at the facsimile instead of looking at the wall. It's an automaticity, he's not aware of the
fact he's doing this.
I was processing a preclear one time and got him out in the middle of the Sahara
desert. There was a jackal or something of the sort running around. Or no, we got on a sheep
dog. That's right, an Arab sheep dog. I was along with him and this dog was a perfectly good
dog; I mean, there wasn't any – he wasn't a vicious dog. He had fleas but this hadn't
completely ruined his temper. And this dog was running around as nice as you please minding
the sheep and I was running this preclear on the basis of it. (I didn't tell him that I was there. I
didn't invalidate him or make him think he was under supervision or anything of the sort.) But
the sheep dog was a brown animal with a white ear. And I asked this fellow to describe this
sheep dog and so forth and it turns out that it was a collie with a white ruff. And so I says,
“Well, copy him. Now copy him again. Again. Again. Again. Again. Again. Again. Again.”
We went on like this for about a half an hour, see, making copies of this dog.
And he finally saw the dog. He said, “Yes, I see the dog now.” He said, “I see the dog
very well. It's a brown dog with a white ear.”
Gee whiz! You get the idea?
And yet this boy himself to some degree, had been totally convinced that he'd been
looking at the universe. You see? But he was really kidding himself most amazingly.
Now, why should a thetan who can't be hurt anyhow take a dodge of this character?
Well, that's just because it's so much easier to predict a facsimile than it is the actual
object. As the facsimile didn't run the way you predicted it was going to run you can always
make it run the way that it should have been run according to your prediction of it. And you
don't get invalidated by all this physical universe automaticity. You see how this would be?
It's much, much easier to predict a facsimile, particularly if you made it and are controlling it
and monitoring it.
All right. And by the way, only then was this fellow able to actually get the sensations
and monitor the actions of this sheep dog. Cute gag. I mean, I have a lot of fun, sometimes, in
a session like this. I don't bother with going off into wild space opera, something like this. I
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take something common, down to earth and ordinary, like Farmer Brown's cow. And get the
preclear to run Farmer Brown's cow around the yard and squirt some milk in somebody's eye.
Anything that is fairly routine and ordinary because it doesn't give the preclear a chance to
use his imagination at all. He has to perceive. Just take the most common sort of
environments instead of uncommon ones. He feels much happier in such environments, by the
way, and it runs out and orients his current lifetime, not some other lifetime he's stopped
leading.
All right. If we process the physical universe directly we disabuse the person of the
idea that he has to hold on to so many old terminals and so many old facsimiles in order to
have a terminal to discharge against and so have a game.
But when you process the physical universe entirely, completely, you run into this
factor of automaticity to such a degree that you would give your preclear a good shove in the
face. It's all right to have walls, but don't go down to the shooting gallery and run Reach and
Withdraw from the ducks as they are being shot at by some soldiers. You get the idea? We've
got to get this fellow into a better frame of mind about prediction, about controlling and about
pan-determinism.
All right, then. The origin of communication as mocked up by the individual from
another source than himself is solution. That is solution. That's a truer picture to him than the
physical universe would be and you are in a controllable sphere which doesn't then invalidate
the preclear immediately.
The odd part of it is that processing in the physical universe works at all. This is a
weird thing that the processing has any workability in the physical universe because of all this
automaticity and these skips back on the track and all of the twists and the lies. 'And the
universe was made by old man, says the Blackfoot. Don't think the Christian has a monopoly
upon this legend of unit creation: manitou, some of the tribes; Old Man, some of the other
tribes. The Apache – the fellow who made Earth and the birds and so forth, according to the
Apache was a fellow by the name of Black Hackton. Yeah, even the older Apaches have
forgotten Black Hackton. But you jog their memories and you go around and get some
toothless old crone sitting there and she's chewing away on some snoose or something of the
sort, and she finally will up and tell you, “Oh, yes, my grandfather... we used to have some
tribal rites... yeah, yeah, and he used to impersonate Black Hackton making birds and making
men and so on. Oh, yes, yes – Black Hackton.”
They've even lost the lost point. But they attribute the creation of man, birds, Earth,
everything, heavens, skies, stars, so forth, to one individual, which is the same trick.
Many times you get an actual individual moving into an area. There was evidently a
Norseman who did a circumnavigation of the globe, probably around 400 or 500 A.D., of
whom we hear today in various parts of Earth. In the Central Americas he's known as Bowtan.
And a little further north he is mixed up with the god Quetzalcoatl. And he is war and
agriculture. God of war and agriculture. He had a flaming red beard; he sailed in from the
sunrise and after a long sojourn he departed into the sunset and said he would be back.
Norseman who had evidently crossed over very early. And we discover this same god under

9ACC

290

16.12.09

PAN-DETERMINISM

11

9ACC-14 – 24.12.54

the name of Bowtan in the Marianas Islands who had a flaming red beard and who sailed in
from the sunrise and who was the god of war and agriculture and who left into the sunset and
said he would be back. And then we move into South China and we find the god Po-han who
had a flaming red beard and who was the god of war and agriculture and who sailed in from
the sunrise and left into the sunset and said he would be back.
I don't think the boy ever made it all the way around because I have heard of no legend
about him in middle Asia. But it's fairly easy to track the line, he taught them almost exactly
the same thing in each place. He gave them exactly the same thing.
Well, now, this man, according to the legends which pursued him, actually created war
and created agriculture; he created all the growth of everything. You get the idea? So here
was an actual individual and they perverted the story so as to make this boy responsible for
everything.
All right. But you recognize that if we don't make something else responsible
according to the axioms; if we don't say something else built it or something of this sort; if we
don't introduce some kind of a lie into it – it won't last at all.
Well, there'd be several ways of doing this, several ways of doing this. Enforcing
people to introduce this lie or just letting people introduce the lie.
Well, we get this kind of a condition. The kids are not permitted to introduce a lie to
make things persist for themselves. They can't go out and say – come back in and say,
“Mama, there's the biggest battleship out in the yard you ever saw in your life, beautiful, big
battleship.”
And Mama says, “Where?”
And... “On-on the lake in the backyard.”
“Now, Tommy, you know there is no lake in the backyard.”
See, what did she do, she just made him as-is his lake and his battleship. And so he
finally despairs, after a while, of ever making anything persist. So he goes out and he buys –
he buys a ready-made lie, which is that it all was made in one point at one time by one person
which, of course, takes away from him any responsibility of having made any part of it. It
wouldn't be here at all and it wouldn't be visible to you and it wouldn't be visible to me and it
wouldn't be visible to him if we all didn't have a hand in making it – the truth of the matter.
We'd just never see it unless some of it was of our own creation. It just – we'd have nothing in
common with it. Here's two thetans. They start putting out anchor points to each other and
then they ball up the anchor points. They do it on purpose. Two thetans appear, they start
swapping anchor points. One thetan pushes the anchor point to the first thetan and then he
gets one. Then he says the one that he got back was his own anchor point. Boy does it last! It
really lasts.
But you wouldn't be here at all if you hadn't had a share in the creation of this
universe. Anybody who enforces it upon you utterly that somebody else created the universe
simply disenfranchises you and makes you an owned property. It takes you out of the
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category of being a player and puts you in the category of being a pawn or a broken piece.
That's the way it's done. See the mechanism involved here?
So we get the combined anxieties of every person and living form. We get these
combined anxieties which are that it will all stop somewhere or somebody will as-is it – that's
an anxiety; that it will all go on – that is another anxiety; that it will approach me; that it will
go away from me. And we get the state of mind which we call anxiety. And that's about all
there is to it.
Now, in order to keep these things from happening they introduce various lies,
fictions, implants, all sorts of things in order to get rid of some bad condition – something
they characterize as a bad condition. You see? They say, “This condition's bad.” Then they'll
invent something to get rid of the bad condition. And life kind of goes this way.
Once upon a time in Martinique they had a great many French planters – they founded,
more or less, Martinique. First, I think it was British, but then it became French. And when
the French took it over the French did an interesting thing. They imported an enormous
number of – well, the British had imported white indentured servants, field hands and so on,
and then imported Negroes. The French imported a lot of Negroes. And only the Negroes
could survive, but I'll be a son of a gun if they didn't get some of the more warlike slaves.
Evidently Martinique wasn't very rich and it would take the few warriors that hadn't been
bought in islands further north, like Saint Kitts and so on, by smarter better monied planters.
And there finally got to be quite a lot of African warriors centralized in that particular
area and the French began to have trouble keeping them on the plantations at all. Martinique
is a pretty rugged place. It's very precipitous and its topography is quite confusing to walk
across; it has a volcano on it and there's lots of places to hide. So somebody got a big idea, he
got this wonderful idea. What they would do would be to go over to Africa and they would
get the fer-de-lance, which is a big, vicious, very poisonous snake, and they would bring him
over and they'd plant him in all the swamps. And they did. And after that they had field hands
bitten while they were at work but less field hands wanted to go into those swamps. Of
course, the fer-de-lance – I don't – not quite sure where they got the fer-de-lance – but, the
fer-de-lance in his native clime is very poisonous and vicious as a snake, but in Martinique he
became as lazy as a French planter. And he stopped biting people unless he were immediately
stepped on. But he did form a nuisance which the French wanted to get rid of.
So having planted the fer-de-lance, they went out and found mongooses. They
imported mongooses in large numbers to kill all the fer-de-lances. And one of the favorite
Sunday sports down there is to turn a mongoose against a fer-de-lance – a great big fer-delance and a little, tiny mongoose about the size of a squirrel. And the mongoose will play with
this big sluggish snake for a while and then finally do a back somersault, just like a circus
acrobat, and midway in the somersault grab the fer-de-lance by the back of the neck, just up at
the spine, and with the remainder of the somersault flip so as to break the fer-de-lance's neck.
And that is the end of the fight. And the mongooses began to run all over the island.
I remember one time in a street at Saint-Pierre, I saw a cur dog walking down the
street. He was just a yellow dog and he was minding his own business. And all of a sudden
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there was this ball of fur came out from the side of the road, hit this cur dog, whap! bang! and
we had a dead cur dog – mongoose.
The French are paying a bounty on mongooses now.
Once upon a time, the white men... White men started scalping in this country by the
way. It's quite an interesting fact. They paid bounties on these scalps. And they had bounty
hunters, white bounty hunters down here in Arizona who were supposed to kill off Apaches
and they got so much a scalp. And they had the awfullest time hunting down these bounty
hunters. Because the bounty hunters would go into a farm or something like that – Mexican's;
couldn't tell the difference between a Mexican scalp and an Apache scalp – and they would
collect the Mexican scalps and kill all the kids and so forth. And any brunette white settler
was not safe and so on. And so they had quite a little war down here getting rid of fellows
who were supposed to get rid of ...
Do you get this chain of action? Well, do you realize that this chain of action has been
going on for about seventy-six trillion years?
It's the most fascinating thing you ever saw in your life. Life is always doing
something weird like this in order to give the game a new twist. They make a game and then
they have to have a game to remedy the game that they just made; then they have a game to
remedy that game.
And why do they do this?
Because each time the game goes into the cycle of confusion. See? It goes down into
confusion so they invent a new game to solve the old game. And then this new game they
invented goes into a cycle of confusion and then it goes into solve the old game – and the new
game goes in to cycle the – and there we go, see. “Where are we now!” It's the most fantastic
thing in the world – the most fantastic thing that we sit here with a process that will solve this.
Fantastic! I mean, it's incredible. Couldn't possibly have happened. But it did happen.
This process regains pan-determinism by doing one of the more interesting things. It
simply takes ideas, which is all what it is in the first place, and has the individual control
ideas on the communication – two-way cycle of communication pattern. And that's that!
Actually, that's about all there is to it as a process.
Unless some eager beaver auditor introduces masses and has the individual mock up
energies and tries to get specific on putting these things on the Know to Mystery Scale, it
works. But the moment he goes in and validates all this tremendous quantity of complication
which has resulted from inventing new games to end old games, the moment he goes into
masses and diverges from positional ideas, the moment he starts insisting that it be in sonic it
stops working. And you get one of the most arduous processes you'd ever wanted to confront.
Now, let's see how far we could theorize on this. Let's do a little theory here. Let's look
at a man who is in bad condition with regard to women. He thinks he has to fight women or
something of the sort, you know? He feels himself suppressed or repressed, exceedingly, by
women. All right. Obviously this person could be found to be – have done a misduplication
often enough, you see, to object to it. We could say that a baby is the result of the effort for
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men and women to duplicate each other. The pleasure in sex could be the twist on this
inability to duplicate. See, we get a sudden duplication of one kind or another or something of
that sort. All right. And we say then, “The fact of the matter is this man loses his manhood
because he keeps emanating on a stuck flow and never gets it reversed.”
So, let's be real clever as auditors and let's have him mock up men originating
communications to him sexually. You see how this would work out in theory? See, that's a
very nice theory. Obviously, we'd get a duplication then, wouldn't we? Obviously we would
get an origination of communication which would be a duplicate of the communication on
which he's a stuck flow.
Let's say the man has become impotent – our preclear, you see. So obviously, he's on a
stuck flow so that sex has become unreal to him. Well, let's then have him mock up men
approaching him sexually – get it to unstick, see? Or even women approaching him sexually.
And we process it in this fashion. And we process for an hour and we process for two and for
three and for four. And our preclear is amazingly uncomfortable. He is getting some
interesting changes in a sort of a solid, crushing sort of way. So we let it go to the next session
and we process him for four more hours tomorrow. And then we process him four more hours
on the next. We process him for four more hours on the next. This is – I'm actually reporting a
research to you – and we found out that we may have – we may have done a lot of good
auditing, but our preclear at the end of twenty hours is an awful mess still. See that? We just
about ruined him. Mocking up masses. The communication of a mass to him, you see. Even a
mass with an idea, it didn't matter.
And then we set the same preclear down and we simply have not a man, not a woman,
not a dog or a cat or even a thetan, but just a point of life out there saying, “Hello. Hello.
Hello. Hello. Hello. Hello. Hello. Hello. Hello. Hello. Hello. Hello. Hello. Hello. Hello.” On
and on and on. No acknowledgments. No answer. Nothing of the sort. But just a point saying,
“Hello.” And we suddenly find out he's no longer impotent – in an hour or so.
Which tells you what?
Well, for one thing it tells you Hubbard's right. But it tells you basically this: That life
is basically a consideration and that it proceeds and emanates from a postulate; and that
energy exists to the degree that we believe it exists; but that energy believed to exist is not
illusory, it exists; because all that exists and everything that exists is a result of a
condensation of; you might say, an additional consideration of a consideration.
And if we process ideas on the communication two-way cycle, we're processing the
entrance point of any difficulty anybody ever got into. The mass was the difficulty; the
significance was the difficulty. The significance was the game he originated in order to
overcome the game which got confused. Follow this? When we process a mass, when we
process a significance, we are simply processing fer-de-lance by introducing mongoose or
Apaches by hiring bounty hunters. And we just keep going back through this kind of a mass
arrangement, you see. Gaah!
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See, it was the mass which was invented to solve the mass which was wrong. Which,
before that had been invented because an earlier mass had been wrong; which, in its turn had
been invented because – and so on.
So we're not at – we're not processing, then, life at all. We're processing the end or
byproduct of life's anxiety to have a game and to get out of the confusion resulting from. So
with all this we process ideas and considerations: the idea of communication; the idea of
hello. Not even a sonic hello – we don't tell the fellow not to make it sonic, we don't tell him
to make it sonic. We just ask him to put that idea out there, “Hello.” Or put it behind his back
– the idea “hello.” Or the idea “okay,” or the idea “I did it,” or the idea “all right” – any one
of these things and we just grind on it.
So the masses fly off in all different directions. Naturally they will. Because the only
masses that fly off are the misarranged communication lines he is intimately and immediately
concerned with as a body right where he is at this moment and as a thetan with a bunch of
hidden and enmassed machinery.
And that is the way you process Communication Processing, actually, and why you
process it that way. And it's a very lucky thing that we have it because it can establish,
directly, pan-determinism. The whole point behind all of this is the fact that he has never
controlled anybody else's conversation. He left it random. And never having controlled
anybody else's conversation it's a total automaticity all the way back. So we have to process it
to make him take control of something he has never done before. He's really never done this
before. It's something new. And it completely knocks apart all the masses and everything that
he gets mixed up with because they have all been introduced to solve this automaticity of not
being able to predict what the other fellow was going to do or say. Okay.
Thank you.
(End of lecture)
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Thank you. Any questions?
Female voice: In this process you gave us yesterday the “Have the body say hello,”
Vaughn and I ran through some quite interesting things. Started off by having a mock-up,
which of course was mass, and that didn't work. And so this morning I had her just get the
body to say hello to her. I think that was one of the processes you gave.
Um-hmm.
Female voice: Now it's only the idea of the body saying hello is all that's needed.
Um-hmm.
Female voice: Well, I know, since you brought this up, I was run an hour and a half
before, on just a spot in space saying hello; and, my gosh, that's when just everything
happened. And that was the time I felt so horrible the next day and all the stuff had gone by
and all sorts of things happening. But with this other deal using mass it didn't produce that at
all. I mean there was some stuff going on, but not...
I see.
Female voice: ...what went off was just using the space.
Well now, you'll find that there's a hollow spot in back of the body. And if you will let
one of those hollow spots – at least – there's at least one – if you'll let it say “hello” backwards
– you know, have a – have a spot in back of the body say “hello” backwards – you will
discover some of the more interesting spaces.
You get why that is? A thetan has always come in on the body on the back, you see,
and nobody has ever said “hello” to him.
There's quite often a machine pulled in there, which is one of the more interesting
things you run into with this process.
Big, big juicy machine with valves, tubes, endless belts and every other thing.
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Male voice: I got to report one thing this morning in processing, I said, “What's
happening?” And she said, “I just discovered that that ridge out there in back of me, isn't a
ridge. It's the hemisphere of the Earth.”
No kidding!
Female voice: I was having a lot of trouble with my mother though, speaking, and
she'd been stuck three fret back of my head. And, finally, I got her going away and going
away and going away until I got her located, actually, just saying hello and so on, located in
Denton, not Denton, Somerset, and I thought, “Well what the heck is this ridge?” There it was
and then it dawned on me it was the Earth!
Trying to as-is the Earth, here, all in one process! If you do that again and you're
trying to as-is some part of Earth, why, make sure that it's probably Washington. Will you?
Female voice: Yeah. Okay.
Washington or Moscow or something like that are very legitimate targets because
they're trying to make a target out of everybody. So overt act motivator sequence to give them
a two-way communication flow would only be the humane thing to do.
Well, there's another gag on that which has been passing, is very amusing, is put out a
remote viewpoint opposite every electron in a small area of wall, and then have the remote
viewpoint in each case trace back to the point of origin of that electron and make a perfect
duplicate of it.
You'll leave a hole in the wall if you do that. There will be a hole that somebody else
could come along and put his finger through. Of course, there are an awful lot of electrons in
the wall, but that's one of the preventers that has been erected to keep people from as-ising the
playground. You get the – you get the fact now, you should, more clearly than ever, the
introduction of significance and so forth into this as well. You make any damn thing say hello
if you want to. It's of no importance. The mind's automaticities on which we have depended to
a marked degree an oddity, the mind's automaticities shouldn't be counted upon by the
auditor. In other words it – he shouldn't count on the – some automatic machine suddenly
turning up a lot of aberrative locks. It would be silly. Why should you do that? See.
Male voice: Might find original cause.
That's what the machines are trying to do. I imagine guys have all kinds of machines
sitting around. You're right, to do just that, find original cause.
We had – we've had more cute cockeyed machinery here lately.
Female voice: I came across cockeyed machinery, sat on the top of my head, oh, two
or three months ago. I couldn't think what the red light was flashing on and off. And I took
another look and it was a machine, had a fabulous setup, with a little sort of cup, like an egg
cup only larger and a glass screen like it, and then a thing on top with four prongs and the red
light flashing on top of that and this thing could have gotten tied up to my teeth and head, and
I worked it out and put it onto the carpet behind in the room, and it was frantic, the light was
flashing on and off I saw the other lead had lights on it, so the auditor says, “hold on, take a
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look” and we ended up somewhere along Venus and there was a whole blinking card system,
and this card system had another light series and the one which I saw was mine was flashing
madly. So I took a look at that, and I didn't see the photograph, that was the – seemed to be
the place for a photograph. But it was a wave then, which was very clear, and then the thing at
the bottom which I saw in English, it said, “Due to report back, 6th of June 1954. And this
was 28th of May or so – so I blew that whole old lot sky high. That will show them.
It's a cute thing if you see some type of machinery of that character, the frailty of it is
such, and the energy from which it is built is so flimsy, that all you really have to do is have
the preclear make it say “Hello” or “Okay,” preferably “Hello,” for a while. And this is
something that an automatic machine never says, and it will just blow wider and faster and
harder than anything you ever saw. When it's – when you find a preclear with a line going off
to nowhere, and he is unable to tell you what is on the other end of the line, you happen to be
curious, just no other reason, why, just have him make that missing end of the line start
saying “Hello” or “Okay” or 'All right” or “I did it,” or anything you want to make it say, and
the next thing you know it'll come into view and explode or come into view and melt or start
to tear apart or the line will get very, very active. All kinds of strange things will occur. But
that's not the point. You just have the guy go on making it say “Hello” or something of the
sort.
Actually, a person only gets into this complications and games to end games and so
forth, when he's been denied a lot of games. You stop and think of the number of games you
were probably denied when you were a little kid, probably denied a lot of games. And so you
finally had to buy the standard game. This we call sanity.
In running somebody exteriorized, remember you can use the communication
processes very easily and use them with considerable benefit. However, if you get somebody
exteriorized and continue to direct communication processing at the body, the fellow will yoyo quite a bit and flip around and he gets unhappy about the whole thing.
We're processing an impossible dead-in-six-months case as I have mentioned to you
before. This person is exteriorized sitting on easily during the session, sitting on the roof of
the house and running the processes, and so on. But he still has very solid lines down to the
body, and he's – when he jumps around, the body really jumps around. If you ask him to turn
around, why the body will twitch in the direction of turning around. You never saw so much
lines in your life. Well every once in a while, you'll get somebody running the body with
lines. This is an old one. He'll just run the body like mad. You'll think the body was a horse
and he had to have reins on it. You'll sometimes tell somebody to be three feet back of your
head and find he'll pull his head back this way. Find he'll pull his head back. Matter of fact,
quite commonly that is a way to look at a person, tell whether or not he's going outside. He's
just stretching these lines, you know.
And they'll go on out. And then...
Male voice: Slingshot effect.
Yeah, they'll stumble, they'll do something and this line will recharge. Because those
are tractor beams. Now, when you energize a pressor beam, it means that it gets longer. So it'd
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push him further away. This is doing a bunk. You've simply energized the fellow's pressor
beams and he goes out, zoom, you see. Compulsive exteriorization as Jack called it.
Now, tractor beam activation is an entirely different affair and when you activate or
put some juice into a tractor beam it goes pown, see, it contracts. And a thetan has
continually, earlier on the track, victimized bodies with these darn fool tractor beams. He'd
put a tractor beam on a tree and around a guy's head, see, then back off and energize it. And
the guy would come right on in the tree or something of this sort.
One of the more interesting overt act-motivator sequences I ever found in anybody
was a fellow who had made a habit of finding girls around some cave age on some planet or
another, he'd find a girl bending over a fire and would bang her face into the – into the flames.
He had been very worried about his mother, and very worried about his wife and very worried
about all sorts of things. When I got him exteriorized and ran enough drill to get rid of a few
lines, why, these doggone facsimiles were pulled in tight against his own face, naturally. His
concern about others was dictated by an overt act-motivator sequence. He was unwilling to
experience the communication which he himself had originated.
Who hasn't exteriorized yet in this unit? One, two, oh, you. Now, I'm going to say
something real ornery and real vicious, but I make a practice of trying to say in front of
people's faces what most people say behind people's backs. Every time you take a pretty girl
and you try to yo-heave her around on exteriorization, she's got a valuable mock-up.
Female voice: No.
Yes.
Female voice: I don't agree.
And so she isn't going to do anything really active about moving out of the vicinity of
this mock-up at all. Because she knows very well that somebody else will come along and
pick up the mock-up and throw it in the river and muddy it up just to pull a gag on her if she
happens to walk out of it. She knows an awful lot of things. But these things as they exist,
exist into this. I know that's not true.
So therefore you process a girl under this condition, so forth, one of the ways to
process somebody under that condition is to get enough origins of communication so they're
not sitting there waiting for some other arrival of some kind or another and they get over their
anxiety about it. Origin of communication. They'll put it into all kinds of phrases. They'll say
it's a – they're waiting for a compliment or they're waiting for this or they're waiting for that.
But, they're waiting. The actuality is they have a very desirable mock-up and you have to
exteriorize them practically with a brickbat. And you run into this more darn times.
I processed a very, very beautiful young man one time. He was a very nice looking
young guy. We found out in his last life he'd been a hunchback. He wasn't going to let go of
that mock-up. No sir!
Yes.
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Female voice: Well, if you want to process, process getting the answers from just a
spot in space, wouldn't that exteriorize just as quickly as getting an answer from a body?
Seems to me.
I've been running a test on this, and I find out that where exteriorization from the body
has been very, very successful, it was actually a spot picked just back of the body.
Female voice: Yeah.
With the, as I told you earlier, the communication sent in that direction.
Female voice: Sending communication out.
Yeah, communication further back. Although your preclear is sitting there...
Female voice: Yes, you practically do.
Huh?
Female voice: She'd have to get...
Male voice: She can't find it.
Did you?
Female voice: I don't know. Well, have a spot just back of your head say hello to a
spot about twenty feet back of your head.
Female voice: I know I want to. But, I want to...
Come on, do it.
Female voice: Well I can't hear it from my back.
Nobody cares whether you hear it or not, just have a spot say hello, hello, hello, hello
from about two feet back of your head to a spot twenty feet back. You do that easily? All
right, now be the spot twenty feet back of your head and have the spot two feet back of your
head say hello to you.
Female voice: Sort of.
Hmm?
Female voice: Sort of.
What's happening?
Female voice: I don't know it's there.
Two spots out there.
Two spots out there.
Female voice: Uh-huh.
One saying hello?
Female voice: Uh-huh.
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All right, now be at the spot twenty feet back of your head and have the spot two feet
back of your head say hello.
Doing that?
Female voice: Well, part of me anyway.
Good. Good. A little bit rough to do?
Female voice: Oh it just gets my head throbbing.
Female voice: Depends on hard, it's hard to get the first spot to say hello.
Well, just have it say hello some more. See, we just add too many significances to it.
It's only necessary to get that spot saying hello backwards, further back. You get the idea?
Female voice: Yeah.
You can make it do that.
Female voice: Yeah. I can – I think surely if I had a while to just concentrate on all the
same spot without having to say hello.
Eventually be back there looking at this spot saying hello in order just to get the
communication.
Female voice: I'm out three-quarters.
Female voice: You can even try to see the mock-up.
You can get to – any time you add too much significance to any of these processes,
you slow down the process in general. How to slow down a process – get significant. It
doesn't mean – significance actually applies to well, let's see, what could you call it exactly. It
would be an untruthful rationale. That is what we mean by significance more than anything
else. Or an unnecessary rationale.
There is actually a rationale. Don't let the fact that significances don't process bar you
off from the fact that rationales don't exist – they do exist. The rational plot of this universe
and the rationality of a thetan are quite true. There's nothing wrong with these things at all. I
mean, he did enter a certain role, you see. He did go through a certain series of agreements
which did wind him up in a certain state. This is ne plus ultra rationale. Now, the closer we
can come to the basic agreements, the less we have to worry about these – the outlying
agreements, see. The workability of SelfAnalysis, by the way, depended upon this process,
Communication Processing. But, look how crudely it's done. Very crude with putting masses
in there and we're doing all sorts of things. Furthermore we're not having the mock-ups talk,
you know. There's more holes in the process. And yet even that crudely, it works. Well, we're
getting closer to an actual rationale by processing just spots, spots saying hello and spots
saying...
By the way, you know you have a thetan just mock up spots around about the place
and quite often his vision will clarify or he will exteriorize. This is the first time he has ever
had anything he can duplicate. He's duplicated somethingnesses for so long.
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Now, as far as handling machinery, I gave you the process. You just have the boy
make the machine say hello, and so forth. There's nothing to handling machinery. If he finds a
communication line or feels one or suspects one, and that seems to be getting in your road and
you want to get that significant about the whole thing, well, have some part of it start saying
hello or okay or goodbye. And having consigned your process to that function, for God sakes
keep it there. Don't go changing your mind about it. Maybe you were wrong. Well, that's
tough on the preclear. It's tough on you from the standpoint of time.
Very often you say, “Well, now, let me see.” You're unthinking about this whole
thing, we'll say, “Well, we'll have this fellow's nose,” you see, he seems to be having nose
trouble so we'll have this fellow's nose say hello. You know, you're just dull that morning.
You didn't get your coffee or something. And all of a sudden ping-pong and he's out in front
of his face. Very confused and quite upset about this whole thing, unable to get back into the
body because of a pressure flow. Of course, you could ask him to mock up a beam, grab hold
of the back of his hair and move – and climb himself around to the back of his head. It's quite
– quite interesting. It works. You can get the guy, you've at least found him.
Male voice: The astonishing part of it he knew where he was.
If I could – if I could train you to capitalize even on your own errors, I'd really be a
happy boy. You can do some wild things with processing without damaging the case today.
The thing to do is know the right things to do, you see, before you go off doing the wrong
things. But having done something wrong – you'll occasionally do something that's a real booboo and you'll say, “I wonder what the hell got into me,” you know. The guy kept standing up
and screaming and it was 2:00 in the morning, and you've already had a warning from the
police. Such a weird situation has occurred. The relatives are just about to storm upstairs
again and bust up the session or something of the sort and you will always – all of a sudden
give him some command which is a real boo-boo, see, real dull, you just skid entirely. Well
don't be afraid of doing that, to hell with it. So you did!
You say, “All right. Give me some places where your mother isn't screaming.” You
suddenly recognize, insight, he's sitting in birth, see. And you say, 'Anything to stop this
damn screaming,” you know. Only he started screaming on an entirely different process, you
know and he – that hasn't been run yet at all. Oh, he looks around and he gets kind of
confused in directions and that sort of thing. And your mistake could be to go on to some
other game to remedy the game you just unremedied, see. For Christ sakes, peg yourself at
some game and finish it, see. Walk out of the game you got into before you go on to another
game, otherwise you're just paralleling the MEST universe confusion.
In other words, if you told him to find some places where his mother wasn't
screaming, although this interrupted some things you had – were having the door say hello or
something. And all of a sudden he started screaming and you said to him in desperation, “Find
some places where your mother isn't screaming.” It's a wild shift, see, something of this
character. You did it, it's late. All right, so you did it. Now don't, doggone it, go on and find –
go on and start lock scanning the Auditor Code break or the something. See, that would just...
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All right, now let's just lock scan that. Now, you're once, twice wrong. Don't keep
making yourself wrong all the time. Another thing is the aplomb with which an auditor ought
to be able to sit up and run an error straight through right according to process. They should
be able to run an error with the greatest aplomb you ever saw. Straight out of the textbook sort
of aplomb you know. Just exactly the thing to do at that moment.
You reached over and tapped your preclear on the knee when he was in a boil-off. He
immediately stands up and screams at you. So you scream at him, with aplomb. Completes
the screaming session. Say, by the way, talking about MEST universe processes, processes
which process the MEST universe by dramatization, by walking and so forth have a very
limited workability. You'll understand this if you don't already, someday when you try this
out. But there is a process which is apparently a very dangerous one, which an auditor would
rather think up – they seem to come by this easily. They have so often process – they have so
often in their life taken a screaming, screaming victim and tried to shut him up, that the
suppression on screams is very great, and once in a while – practically anybody will come up
with this sooner or later – the way to process a preclear who is having a bad time is to take
him out in a deserted place and have him scream. This is an interesting idea. Well, I thought it
might be profitable to take a check over some of the cases that had done this. One
redeveloped some migraine headaches that had been cut off by Straightwire. One developed
laryngitis. And none of them got Clear.
It seems to be – it's one of those processes that sounds good. Sounds good.
Male voice: Sounds good if you started yelling.
If you said start screaming, you'd have – you have an offbeat process, you see.
Female voice: It's going the other way.
Oh, brother is it going the other way. You're winding him up every time he's ever
killed somebody and been killed and you're asking the preclear to as-is Lord knows how
many masses in how many forgotten locations across how many between lives and entrance
to MEST universe bridges and through how many priesthoods and, oh man, this is a rough
deal.
Let me give you another slight caution here. You'll find that a preclear occasionally
stops making a spot answer. And he will start, I don't know – let's see, what's the name of
those miller's wheels, that roll round and round – he'll start milling energy. He'll just start
rolling it around. All of a sudden an energy mass showed up, you see, and now instead of
going on making a spot saying hello, he will make the energy mass move in some fashion. He
just starts making it move in some fashion, as an actual greeting or something.
And he becomes – he's unaware of the fact that he has stopped the process. He's
unaware of this fact. Therefore we still want to find out from the preclear every now and then
what he is doing.
It's something that sneaks up on him. He wouldn't do it by malice aforethought. It
becomes a very interesting process, but it's not a process at all. It does...
Male voice: ...bad time by being first in one location – another – or another right
around him.
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Yeah, yeah, yeah, it's a – but he'll just start milling around energy without any idea in
it or anything of the sort. He's just pushing around energy. It'd be as therapeutic to go out –
oh, it'd be more therapeutic to go out and have him push around some rocks, or stir some glue.
It'd be more therapeutic.
The other caution is, is let's not forget – invent some games. Invent a game. You can
run the guy clean out through the bottom of a barrel on his games. And he becomes very, very
sour. You might not recoguize scarcity of games without a little bit of very sharp observation.
It mahifests itself in an abandonment of something, or “I don't have to care so much about that
now, do I.” Or, 'Actually you don't need other people at all, do you.” Or “Well, I guess life – I
guess you can live peacefully.” The fellow makes some sort of a – starts making some
offbeat, little bit sour consideration about life. You've at that moment run into a scarcity of
games, bang.
(End of lecture)
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I will not make any straight talks to the students, throughout this week, as usual during
a congress, but of course everybody will be, at the congress, you'll be at the congress, and
there will be a specific set of seats for you. The reason for this is to – so I can look over, at
this particular battery of seats, and find out whether or not you're still alive, or bored to death!
And to present a little unity at the congress.
[The Unification Congress lectures were given on Dec 28 to 31 – Editors]
Now, the people, who will be there, are for the most part, entirely sold on the idea that
they know something about Dianetics and Scientology. They believe this. If they believe
anything, they believe this. There will be a handful, one, two, three dragged unwillingly from
Milwaukee, or someplace, by big brother, who have never read anything and who know less,
anyhow, but, there will be others who for the most part believe utterly that they know
something about Dianetics and Scientology. Want to give you an idea here, of the people who
come to the congress. The most part – these people have not been trained in Dianetics and
Scientology and an amazing number of them have been trained, are former students, and so
on. But those who have not been trained present one of the most interesting pictures that you
and I will ever behold. And I want to talk to you just for a moment about that person, because
you'll meet this person all the time.
There's nothing wrong with this person. It's just that he's in a delusory state. He is
slightly hallucinatory. He thinks he knows something about Dianetics and Scientology. And
that is delusive.
He will present a problem to you for this reason: You will think he knows something
about Dianetics and Scientology, too. And that is really the only reason he presents a problem
to you. That is what is peculiar about this. The professional auditor is met everywhere by this
person. A person who tells you glibly that he knows all about Dianetics and Scientology. We
have heard many times of what we call “Book Auditors.” I've straightened out enough Book
Auditor cases to know that Book Auditors exist.
What I have not at any time ever bought, one hundred percent, the idea that all
somebody had to do was read a book, and immediately became capable as an auditor. I've
heard people doing this, I've heard people say that they have gotten remarkable results. I'm
sure they have. We have to pursue our even tenor of our ways, by going on and admitting that
people can do this sort of thing. But the truth of the matter is we have had Book Auditor after
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Book Auditor in at the Foundations and here, and examined them hopefully, extending to
them a certificate, with no strings attached. All they had to do was pass an examination. And
they would have immediately been given an HDA or an HCA certificate. That's all. Because
they had done good work in the field.
Although you haven't probably heard anything about this for a year, that is still a fact.
Still a fact, we've always got to keep that door open, that somebody somewhere has read all
the publications, knows his stuff, Simply walks in, passes an examination, gives an example
of good auditing, and gets a certificate, just like that. No training or schooling involved of any
kind whatsoever.
And we have examined, sincerely, exactly in the frame of reference that this person
has studied, and remember, the – well the – one of the area examinations that Doctor Steves
has is based entirely and completely upon the fact that somebody has heard some of the
earlier tapes and read some of the earlier publications and there isn't a single examination
question in there that hasn't been adequately covered by the materials easily available to
individuals. And these people walk in to take this examination and you would weep. You
would just weep! This is the person who has been expressing his opinion so gorgeously, and
so enthetesquely, all over the field. This is the person who has been having such wonderful
results with auditing.
And just thee and me could say, in a snide sort of way, “Oh, yeah?” What is the
dynamic principle of existence?
Male voice: Survive.
You know, because you've been trained! But how about the guy out there, who passes
this Book Auditor's examination? He doesn't pass it. Because he leaves it blank! Name the
buttons of the Chart of Attitudes. If he'd just name a couple, we'd be happy! Name the – name
the basic definition of an engram. If he'd just say “pain and unconsciousness,” we would
again be happy! Name – what is a secondary? If he just wouldn't say it's what comes after a
firstary, we would be very cheerful!
I'm not running this person down! Don't get the idea of that. But I'm trying to tell you,
a professional auditor, in training or already long since trained, that your activities are to a
very marked degree influenced by this individual who believes he's an auditor and can audit,
and I'm here to tell you, amongst us girls, that he can't.
Now, I, the – a lot of people come along and say, “Well I really know this subject. I
can't put it down on paper but I really know it ...” I'm not looking at anybody right now. “I
really know this subject. I can't put it down on paper. But – I can't pass an examination about
it, but I really know it.” “All right, if you can't put it down on paper, let me ask you verbally,
what is the dynamic principle of existence?”
“Huh?”
“Give me the cycle of action of the MEST universe.
“The what?”
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All right, I'm being maybe catty by talking this way, but remember, all I'm telling you,
all I'm giving you, is the experience on the part of Foundation and organization examiners,
who kindly and pleasantly, and sweetly, and without any strings attached, would have simply
handed a certificate out, swish! If the person could have passed the examination.
And their experience has been that an awful lot of people think they are talking
through and with Dianetics and Scientology, and these people are talking through their hat!
That's about all you can say about it. How they get results, Lord only knows!
A beautiful little piece of work, which a fellow did out of some of the work in one of
the clinical courses, Issue 31-G, of the Journal of Scientology, has gone completely begging.
It is stacked on our shelves many, many feet deep. We would be very happy to roll up bundles
of them and send them out to people, if they would simply sit down and start into the first
one, “Give me something that you might be able to think had some reality vaguely – we're not
forcing you – connected with it, in the environment.”
Now, if – it says any two people can do it. Do you know that there are enormous
numbers of people out around the country and around the world, who buy these publications?
They don't buy that one! Now, they will buy one on either side of it, you might say. They will
buy later ones, and so forth. But that particular one is so devilishly specific, as a straightwire
situation. You know, it's all set up. Boom!
Now, the funny part of it is, 'ole Self Analysis, in its most unworkable form, went like
hot cakes. You know, it's just Self Analysis. Self Analysis in Dianetics is a later revised
publication. Self Analysis is the name of that first Foundation publication. Well, that is a
peculiar publication. It has been used a great deal. Well, some – I should think somewhere in
the neighborhood of about forty thousand copies of that thing have been circulated through
the United States and the rest of the world. And when it was revised and became extremely
workable, twenty-five hundred copies of it were sold. Peculiar, isn't it?
The acceptance level of the world at large of a complete and positively working
system, and organization of axioms and procedures, which alter and change the condition of
human existence, is something that doesn't. The only conclusion that we can draw from this,
the general acceptance level of terrific effectiveness does not really exist, as a good
acceptance level. They would much rather go down the street, to a bucket shop, and buy some
psychoanalysis at ten thousand dollars for two years' worth.
Every once in a while, by the way, just as an aside, an auditor feels embarrassed by
suddenly saying to somebody “Well, it'll cost you five hundred dollars to get enough
processing for me to do you any good.” We realize he probably should have said “Three
thousand dollars,” you know, he should have said this much. He shouldn't be embarrassed.
The only other therapy available anywhere is psychoanalysis, two years' worth; conclusion at
the end of the time: being careful. And the individual's brought in a condition where he can
now be careful. He has to walk on eggs. This is the frame of mind that is arranged usually – a
review of such people. And it is costing ten thousand dollars. Nine hundred – on the average
this is what it costs him; it's cost him nine thousand, four hundred and thirty-six dollars and
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forty-nine cents. That is the exact figure, calculated from the returns and receipts and taxes
and income tax reports of psychoanalysts.
He spent nine thousand five hundred dollars, you might say, for nothing. For nothing!
Because I certainly would not call the company of most analysts I know anything! All right.
And an auditor's going to work with this person for three, four, five weeks, and at the end of
three, four, five weeks, why, this person is going to have come to some conclusion about
existence. He will be in better condition, and he will be able to front the world like he has
never done before, he has also had as an added bonus, usually, the fact that he can't be killed,
which is quite a relief to most people, and he has had good company during the period. So,
remember, remember then, that three thousand dollars for a processing series would be very,
very slight. It's just one-third of the nothingness that psychoanalysis hands you for ten
thousand.
All right. The professional auditor – that's just an aside, something I'll probably forget
to mention again – the person who believes he knows something about Dianetics and
Scientology, believes he knows something about auditing, is usually predicating his
conclusion upon the study and practice of some other therapy earlier. He knows that he can
have some conversance with human beings on the level of psychology. And he then and
thereafter evaluates Dianetics and Scientology from the standpoint of psychology. Or he
knows he has had some luck with people in the field of chiropractry. These are quite – these
are occasionally workable things, you see, I mean it's not a total blank, like psychoanalystanalysis is. And, psychoanalysis might not be if they practiced it – by the way he had the
same problem, they practiced it like Freud taught it. The end of one of his books says,
“Nobody ever practices this like I taught it!” “And therefore it's going to flop.” He says it in
very scholarly German, but he says it!
And this person, this person, believes he knows something about this, and actually
would absorb a tremendous amount of data on the subject without being cognizant of what
that data is. This is a most peculiar and baffling thing. The communication of livingness and
life. Communication on the subject of livingness and life is so intensely restimulative to the
normal individual, whoever he is, is so intensely restimulative, that this individual cannot
absorb the data.
And you say to him, “Say! We've really got something here, the dynamic principle of
existence is survival!” And this fellow says, “Gee, that's real interesting! Hippocrates once
said” – relative datum – “that a patient had to tell about his operation five times before he was
really well.” Relative datum:
“The worship of the sun god Ra was accomplished by going forth at dawn and saying,
'Oh, Ra, thou in thy glory.'“ Comparable datum: 'All the fish in the ocean mostly have tails.”
Comparable datum: “You should never eat watermelon pickles after you have drunk beer”
Comparable datum. You get the idea? A=A=A=A.
Here you take a scientific fact that's got the deadliness of a ray gun. See? And they
say, “Well, we know all about that fact!” Cap pistol, cap pistol, water pistol. No
differentiation.
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Now, you today, have no – none of you, have any real difficulty with comm lag. We
ask auditing questions and we do processes, which are intensely interesting from the subject
of comm lag. Because they can produce comm lags on practically anybody, you know. You
ask them the question, and the guy – he knows he hasn't got a communication lag when
talking to his fellow man, and he says, “... (gulp) ...” So, here – here we have this – this
interesting, this tremendously fascinating thing called comm lag. And, if you were comm
lagging around to your fellow man, in the normal course of human existence; he walks in and
he said, “How would you like to go to a show tonight?” and you were to say, “I don't like the
coat you're wearing.”
Today, at your state and level of processing you couldn't imagine yourself doing that,
could you? Well, that's normal! How are you going to feed this guy any data, in addition to
this A = A = A comparable datum, ray guns = cap pistols = a kitten sneezing. How are you
going to feed him any data if you're also going across – which is part and parcel of the same
thing, a comm lag? An incoming comm lag? An outgoing comm lag? A reproducing comm
lag? All these comm lags. You know, we're so used to them in auditing sessions, we laugh
about them so much, they are so amusing in general, that we don't get around enough to find
out that they're normal as hell!
I went down to a fellow the other day, and he was busy, shuffling some Christmas
presents and so forth out to the customers, and so on, and I said, “Have you got something
here for a two-year-old child?” And this fellow looked at me and he says, “Well, how old is
your child?” And I said, “Well, have you got something for a two-year-old child?” And he
said, “Well, is it a boy or a girl?” and I felt that was sequitur, you see. And, he says, “Well,”
he said, “now, how about this, over here?” and shows me an Erector Set. And I said, “Well
isn't this for an older child?” “Yes,” he says, “but how old is your child?”
It wasn't that we were talking too quietly! I actually asked him the question by count,
because I was counting it like this... And I exhausted my fingers, and I had not yet gotten an
answer! But just as I was leaving the store, not having bought anything, he looked at me
rather fixedly, and he said, “You know, all of our stuff for two-year-olds is in the back of the
store.” It had started to leak in. And I'll bet you if we'd cross-questioned him we would have
found out that he thought that was his own idea! That some inspiration had just occurred
there, which gave him a hunch! A hint would have been the next step on the gradient scale, he
would have realized that I'd given him a hint! All right.
As we look over the comm lag situation, as we look over the data, as we look over the
fact that people are very often deeply rooted in earlier therapies of one kind or another, which
to them have given them a lot of wins, or a lot of loses equally detrimental, that they're
evaluating from that basis, and that they're saying they know about it simply because it is not
the thing to do to go around saying you're stupid! And if we look at it from that basis, we
realize how very, very few people in the thousands and thousands and thousands of people,
who have some cognizance of Dianetics and Scientology – we actually recognize how much
they really do know about the subject. We have, remember, examined the best, and we have
been willing to give them a certificate, and the certificates are still here, and they have never
been given away.
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Merely because the fellow had to get a passing grade on the basic examination. He
even could have come back and taken the examination. I mean, any kind of an arrangement
you could think of, and yet he did not get his certificate. Well, I can tell you that if he did not
get his certificate then he did not get his results with Dianetics and Scientology, and we don't
know then what he was doing! See? We wouldn't know then what he was doing!
All right. The very fact of interest in Dianetics and Scientology is in itself a very good
manifestation as far as somebody is concerned. He gets interested in this, it shows that he's
looking for a way out, he's perfectly willing to be open-minded about it. Let's not credit him at
the same time with complete wisdom on the subject. So, you, as professional students, during
this coming week, are going to run into an awful lot of people who are really sharp! You
know? They are really sharp! They're not professionals, but they're really sharp, you know?
They know all about it. They've gotten terrific results. The last time – the last time they told
this fellow's id to regurgitate and so forth, they got the most “asponding respondo” that you
ever saw in your life.
That's how much sense it'd make if you took it apart. Why am I telling you anything
like this? Why should I? Why should I be this snide about people? Mostly because the years
have made me so! You see no faintest trace of bitterness in this, but you do see a little bit of
care! Care to be taken with an auditor under training that he doesn't get out without knowing
what he's doing. If he knows what he's doing, believe me, he can do fantastic and wonderful
things! If he knows what he is doing.
It is a shame and a crime to educate anybody in the field of Dianetics and Scientology,
you know, to bring them that close in to really knowing what they're doing, without actually
giving them the information. Without actually getting through to them, how to do it, what to
use, and so on. That is a shame. We saw this, by the way, in an Advanced Clinical Unit a
short time ago – a fellow who had been going round and round in Dianetics, but had –
actually never had gotten very sharp on the subject of Dianetics. Never had. Actually went
through the Unit. And, for six weeks there, was very anxious for data, on a sort of a relay
basis. He himself was not picking up the data, but he was putting it down in such a way that
he could give it to a student, or something like this.
The data was not for him. He was not available, really, while he was being trained.
And we gave him processing, and we brought him quite a little way up the line, was in a lot
better shape, he knew a lot more when he went away, but it was actually a shame that this
individual went away not knowing that the materials he had, really worked. That was a
shame, that this occurred.
However, this fellow was in a hurry. There was not such a thing on schedule for him
as retraining, there was not such a thing as hanging over in a Unit, until he himself knew, and
none of his fellow students knew how terrible that guy's case was. The guy was an interesting
mock-up, which was doing the rational and sane thing. He, as a person, was actually almost a
circuit. And where he was, it was pretty hard to tell. And the six weeks he got of processing
were not enough to break through this. And I think they were not enough to break through
this because his fellow students were for the most part fresh in Dianetics and Scientology.
They were very fresh. They had – they had not been with it very long, see? They had no great
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coguizance of cases. They didn't have an evaluation of this sort of thing. The fellow sounded,
and sounds today, so rational.
Of course today, he has some slight feeling like there is something more he should
know. He does have this feeling, that he ought to go out and use it this way now, and, maybe
something – well, we don't know, but it might – of course it would probably work better if we
varied it, well, no, no, we will work it this way, you see. We've at least got him faced up to
the probability that he will work 8-C, for instance, as 8-C. We've got him faced up, that far.
And if we've gotten him faced up that far, he will not be able to work 8-C for three or four
months, on various people, and so forth, without getting a lot of it himself. And the next time
we see that boy, he will be in pretty good shape.
All right. Now, here is something of great interest. Something that nobody has entirely
recognized, even if you're told it. And that is that case level depends upon the ability to
express a pan-determinism across the field of human ability and aberration. If an individual
can exert a pan-determinism over any field, believe me, it has not the ability to worry him. If
you remember – you... now, you might have a modern car which has occasionally given you a
bad moment in driving. You know, it's occasionally given you a bad moment. You took the
corner, and you took it all right, and you landed upright at the other side of it, but it almost
two-wheeled around the corner on you. You know this sort of a feeling.
That's because you don't have a complete pan-determinism over cars. You might be
able to handle that particular car, but you go down the road, and you see somebody pull a
very fine boo-boo with an automobile, and right away it tells you that you don't have
complete control over cars, you know. That's why they get the second cross of death after
they get the first one. That first cross simply tells the motorists, “Look, you don't have control
of your automobile.” See? It's saying, “You don't have pan-determinism across cars.”
All right. And if this is the case, if this is the case, that pan-determinism could actually
bring about death – you can get this view a little bit more when I ask you whether or not a
tricycle worries you particularly. Do tricycles worry you? Hmm? They don't worry you at all.
Well, you probably have pan-determinism about tricycles! You got the notion? You see what
this is?
All right, do spoons worry you? What is the essential difference between a spoon and
a car? They both move around, and they both are under somebody's control, hmm? But a
spoon doesn't worry you particularly. But a car might. That would be simply a matter of pandeterminism across spoons, wouldn't it? In other words, nothing can worry you, which you
can change, start and stop. That's all it boils down to. Nothing can worry you, really, that you
can start, stop and change.
And if you as an auditor can take other minds than your own, and start, change and
stop them along various lines; if you can make people have abilities which before were pretty
smothered, or they didn't have at all; if you can make people well; if you never got a
moment's processing, you would all of a sudden blow Clear one day. This is a certainty. You
see, you are exerting pan-determinism, continually, pan-determinism. The only thing bad that
could happen to you is you would run into people who would consistently and continually
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resist auditing. And you might start eventually auditing a little bit compulsively, because so
many people have resisted. But what do you know, communication processing shows this up
as one of the first things that happens to an auditor, when his case is audited on
communication processing. Now, how interesting. I mean, the resistances people put up to
auditing, and how he has a cute little ridge, by this time, that's sitting right here, which is very
ready to audit him! See? Click, click!
Now, this is simply an individual's inability to exert control in one particular field
which flips back at him. Actually, today, because of two-way communication processes you
have, this happens much less often. You can bring a person into auditing, and bring them into
a session, so easily, that a lot of times, if you really wanted to be covert about it they would
never know they were being audited. If you just went on working upon the basic principles of
Scientology, you went right ahead, working on these basic principles, and you simply audited
them, at the same time carrying on a two-way communication with them, it'd take some very
clever doing, but you might wind up – somebody all of a sudden might tell you, a few days
hence, all of a sudden say to you, “You know, it's a very funny thing, I used to have lumbosis,
and I don't have lumbosis anymore! I wonder how this could have happened? It must have
been the Salicilusilic Silly Acid!”
Here's control over such things. If an auditor is a good auditor, if an auditor is a good
auditor, he never has to worry much about aberration. He can control it. Why should he worry
about it? It makes a nice game. Therefore, if you start somebody into auditing, you should
train them all the way across the boards, shouldn't you? It would be a mean thing to do to let a
student get away without at least coming up to a point where his training would continue. By
this I mean, he would use the processes he had been taught. He might not himself have
tremendous conviction on these things, because he hasn't seen them work on somebody, very
drastically. But he at least knows them well enough, and knows well enough that he should
continue using this process, and knows well enough when to use this process, that he will use
it, and will arrive at that certainty. Now that's the least we'll settle for. The very least we'll
settle for under any level of training, today. He knows the process, knows how to use it. He's
certain enough about it so that he will use that process, and this will at least produce results
for him, and these results themselves will bring the aberration, psychosomatic illness and
disabilities or inabilities which he faces, will bring these things under control. And if we
could do just that much with everybody this would be terrific, but if we do any less than that,
we have done a very, very grave and terrible thing.
See what we've done? We have brought the person up to a point of where he doesn't
know that he knows but he now feels that something in this particular field might possibly
work, but he doesn't know that he has the answer to it. See where we're going here? And so
the unfortunate part of it is that although – this is an – a sad thing – although you have to
release materials, make them broadly available, keep people advised, who are interested,
although you have to do this, one of the reasons why you have to do this by the way is so the
material itself will not get stashed. Or only be in the hands of a few people, so it'll still be
alive, so it'll still be sitting somewhere, regardless of any catastrophe or disaster. That
material can still sit there. You've got to release this material. You've got to place it into
people's hands, you understand? Now the idea is to place it into their hands well enough, or
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smoothly enough, so that they can achieve some benefit from it. In spite of the fact that you're
not training them.
And that is one of the oddest problems which we face in Scientology. The placing of
materials in hands which are not trained hands, which very likely, in the absence of auditing,
and the absence of good, clear practice of the exact principles which are laid in their hands,
will alter and vary the material in such ways and directions that it will not produce results for
them, and when it doesn't produce results for them we have actually condemned somebody to
a very, very bad state of beingness. We have demonstrated to him that he could not control
human ability. Whoa, what an overt act!
All right, my shoulders are wide! I'm responsible, mea culpa. But, it has to be done.
There isn't any solution for it that I have at this time, except maybe to write more simply, to
write more directively, to write more communicatably. And so, by doing that at least make
more data arrive in peoples' hands than would have before. Just from a standpoint of how
much communication was accomplished by the piece of writing, by the formula given, so
forth. In other words, try to accomplish communication in the absence of training. To date we
have never accomplished it. That's what I meant to tell you at the beginning, we have never,
never accomplished this. It's almost impossible, to preserve an individual's self-determinism,
at least, to let him think over the information he is given, to throw this information to him,
adrift in an enormous sea of facts, and hope that it hits one way or the other, so as not to give
him discouragements and failures which will decrease his determinism over psychosomatic
illness and human aberration.
That is the problem that is faced. And it is by these congresses that we attempt to solve
this problem. And that is what we're heading for. A congress never under any circumstances
could be considered to be a solution to training. Under no circumstances whatever could it be
considered as a substitute for training. Just because somebody has come to two or three
congresses does not mean he has been trained. But some odd and peculiar things happened in
the June congress.
I gave a talk which was off the tape, informal, and off the record. This was evidently a
highly acceptable sort of a – of a way to address the people, I more or less walked down front
and I told them about spotting spots and remedying havingness. Was the last hour. It wasn't
even a part on the tape. You wonder that this one hour seems to have gone home. The one
hour went home. Because it was preceded by about twenty hours of pound. They remembered
that one hour. And I got letters all over the place. I got more doggone letters from people who
had been to that congress, saying they had used this process and something in the – in the – in
the seventeen or whatever ho – many hours preceded that last hour's talk had given them
some notion that when you said do a technique it should be done that way!
They'd gotten this – this feeling, you see, out of it, sort of intuitively. And when it
came to that last hour's talk, they used it, they applied it, and they went back and they started
picking up people's psychosomatic illnesses, and doing things to redemonstrate their own
control over human aberration.
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And a lot of them did it. And it was very successful. But I wouldn't say that these
people who were using that were very conversant with Dianetics and Scientology. I really
wouldn't say they were. But they were a lot more conversant with the human mind than
anybody else in the country! You understand? They were a lot more conversant with the
human mind. Almost anybody in Dianetics and Scientology is more conversant with the
human mind than anybody – anybody in the field of psychiatry. And anybody in the field of
psychology. You see that?
So, this puts them way up here, see? When I tell you they aren't anyplace yet, you
begin to appreciate it after a routine course of training or something of this sort, you all of a
sudden run head-on into a case which is going “Glnk! Glnk!” and they say, “Ron didn't say
anything, the Instructor didn't say anything about somebody who's going 'Glnk! Glnk!' and
every time I try to process this fellow all he does is stand and look at me and say, 'Glnk!'“
Wasn't covered in the textbook, take some desperate and extraordinary solution in order to
solidify this.
And then, so you fool around with it, and you do this and that, and you get very
desperate about the whole thing, and you do this and that, and the fellow does – and is still
going “Glnk!” at you, only this time he's doing it at a high-pitched scream. And you'll finally
get the idea – you finally get the idea, conclusively, that, perhaps, it might be a good idea if
you went into two-way communication with him! And you did that, and you say, “Well, it
might be a good idea to get this gibbon to do some step A of 8-C, with him. Might be!” So,
here we have the problem of getting a person into the threshold of doing something that will
tell him that he now knows. How do we get a person up to that threshold? That's a rough deal!
You've almost created Homo Novis, or maybe you have, at the moment he just gets his toe
vaguely across this threshold, see? He gets his toe – “You know, maybe if I do it this way this
result will occur.” It's this sort of a certainty will come through to him, maybe you've tipped
the scales right at that point.
Well, we have our first and foremost idea, then, back of congresses. And that is to take
people who are not trained, or who will not be trained, and because of their conversance with
data, still give them enough information so that some of them at least will put their toe across
that threshold, and in doing so will employ the processes more or less as given, to achieve
enough results to make it very definitely worth their doing, you see. In other words give them
some control over pan-determinism so the liability of having put the information in their
hands doesn't boomerang on them or on us. That's the first purpose of a congress. The second
purpose is to take people who have been trained and straight across the boards give them the
hot dope, and bring them right on up to date, if possible. See? As far as possible bring them
up to date of where we are in research and investigation.
Now, writing and investigation will continue, this is inevitable, but our – it is at the
most fantastic point today, that I ever thought could be reached. I couldn't envision this sort of
a point of certainty. And at this forthcoming congress during this week, I'm going to take the
materials which have been developed to date and I'm going to cover them rather rapidly. I'm
going to cover them punched up enough so that some of them will at least hit home and stay
there. And, I'm going to cover them rapidly enough and yet I hope simply enough, so that
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these two goals can be accomplished at one and the same time. One, to take the person who
doesn't know anything about Dianetics or Scientology, and thinks he does; to bring him up to
where, maybe a little closer – he knows something about Dianetics and Scientology, you see.
He really comes in to where he might know something about it. That's a gain, you see.
And the other one is to bring old students, graduates, and so forth, up to a level on
research and investigation. And a third one, a third one, to try with a little group auditing,
simple or complicated, to bring peoples' case level up a little bit higher. And a fourth one, to
continue the training of yous guys. All of you. See? They have to have all of these things,
otherwise it would not be a successful congress.
Now, there are odds and ends that I will be going over in a congress that I would never
teach you in class. But more important, when I go over this material, before a congress, you
will see, I hope, possibly, methods of presenting it. Frameworks in which to fit it. Which
would serve you very well in trying to talk about it to people at large. And that is the one
thing which I wish you would keep your eye on during this coming week.
If you look at it now, Dianetics or Scientology; You look at Scientology now from the
standpoint of how do you communicate it, I wouldn't set myself up as a paragon of virtue on
how to communicate it, although I'm the only one that has, to any great degree. There's still an
enormous improvement to be made. You will at least know how to communicate it a little
better to groups of people that you will be intimately connected with and who will be partially
informed. These people particularly – the partially informed, trying to bring them up so that
they're less partially informed and more completely informed, you hope! And, also you will
see these talks hitting the basis of, telling it to the streetcar conductor. You see, this – these
frames of reference. Now all of those frames of reference will have to be there, or I will
simply not be communicating to the congress audience at all. You see?
Now, you will observe, if you please, I will ask you to observe, during the breaks, and
that sort of thing, observe the people. Observe the people around. And find what – this is a
little research project, it isn't for your education, it's for ours, all of ours, yours and ours, see?
And find what datum parked where. What were the communicating data? This is a fascinating
field of research. It has more randomity in it than anything I know of! Lots of randomity!
What was the communicating data?
Now, day after day we worked here in Operation Phoenix, trying to find the
communicating datum, that Phoenix would buy. And, fantastic! Just fantastic! They'd missed
this one, they'd missed that one, they'd miss another one, they'd miss another one, they'd miss
another one. Uh! And finally, I got this hot idea about good roads and good weather.
Everybody's in favor of good roads and good weather.
Said Christ spoke of immortality, good health and wisdom. And that's really all he
ever talked about. And during the church sessions on Sunday afternoon, the pastor has rather
uniformly thrown these data at people. And when there were new people present, their ears
went up like these emerging antennae that come out of these new cars, you know? Vwop!
And they went away with this tremendous onslaught of data carefully parked in their medulla
oblongata. This was news!
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Where do you communicate? What do you communicate about? There has to be some
agreement before you can communicate. The communicating datum. The communicating
data. In Operation Phoenix, the most communicating to date has been something on that
order. It's been on that order, and that communicates. Let's collect some more of them on the
congress level, hmm? Let's find out what data communicated or what data does communicate
to the people who come in here. Huh?
We'll set this up as a little private project between thee and me. And when the
congress is through, let's you have a list of them, huh? Let's turn them in, and let's see if we
can break down a common denominator so that we can at least write a Journal that will have
appeal, and will be of assistance to you as a professional auditor. 'Cause what'll we put in this
Journal? We'll just repeat the data you've collected. Get the idea? Because we found out that
communicates! Well what communicates?
So, you've got a week's research project which would be intensely beneficial. And I
hope that on next Monday you will have, next year, that you will have a list of the data that
you thought communicated or discovered, by talking to this one and that, that you thought
communicated out of the lectures to the people there, or – this is two categories of data, and
category B, the data which you thought you were able to communicate to the people.
Remember that category B – you might have communicated better than I did, you
understand – but category B finds you as a participant in the game, not an observer. And it's
probably less accurate. You depended upon the suddenly startled look on the person's face.
Well, they might have just remembered they left their electric iron on. The data which is
relayed by myself to that audience will find you in the advantageous position of being able to
discuss something in the absence of participants, you see? In the absence of one of the
players. So, what was the communication that went on? What did they communicate, what
did register? We're very interested in this, we'll expect it from you Monday morning. Okay?
There will be a lot of data, which we will then coordinate, and we'll give you the
results on sometime later in the week. Because it has to all be added and multiplied and
subtracted, you know? And, we will then know. Now, for heaven sakes, confine your listing
to a few words. See, confine your listing. These people are really struck with the idea there
was a difference between win and lose.
You know, you're in for a little adventure! You're in for a little adventure. Because you
are going to be flabbergasted, I know you will. Here and there, you will be fascinated by what
communicated. But more particularly, with what they didn't know! Something has just been
around, gathering mold. It's just been hanging there, you know? And nobody's been paying
any attention to it at all for years! And it just comes in as a piece of the stuff which was
relayed to demonstrate something else, and all of a sudden somebody is terribly struck with
this; that an individual has a mental image picture which he sometimes looks at. Now, that is
awfully interesting.
Well, I'm being a little bit sarcastic here, and my ARC is not very high, it's at this
level. Because I face a good, hard week's work. Good, good hard work this week. I don't
much look on it as work, it's a lot of fun, because I don't know how to work anyhow. I never
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bothered to learn. No, all I learned was how to get things done occasionally. That's a different
thing. I had a fellow one time, try to teach me how to work, but he kept sitting down all the
time, while he was trying, so I abandoned studying at his heat.
Now, wherever – where we have a great many people together – and this is the other
mission I wish very much that you could accomplish, and help accomplished; where you have
people gathered together, who have come from far and disrelated spots in the country, you'll
find that these people are bringing in a great many pieces of misinformation, which
misinformation individually fitted together collectively by all the people present becomes
misinformation!
They want their engrams run out. They want their communication breaks with me,
with you, and with the organization, run out. They want to get rid of that horrible Auditor's
Code break. That horrible letter break. They want to get this point clarified and that point
straightened out, one way or the other or they simply want to spread more misinformation.
Now whatever the mission there, during the days of a congress, you will discover the most
amazing number of misinformations and rumors and so forth, extant the first day. But not
much communication on them. They don't begin to burst forth till about the second day. And
then they fly around in a very fancy fashion but on the third day, everybody – although the –
all these things might be true or might not be true, everybody's coming up in tone and they
feel a little better about it all. About the fourth day, to hell with it. Everybody's happy, and
ARC is good and high, and that didn't make any difference at all. Whatever that was, you see,
it's rehabilitated to a very marked degree.
Never fails to happen. Why? Because of the amount of communication present in a
congress. That all by itself, all by itself solves its own problems. So may I ask you not to get
terribly upset with people? When they give you the wild pieces of data which they'll give you.
And don't bother to spend too much time explaining them. Right! Just talk to them. Don't
bother to explain anything to them, just talk to them. Make more communication in the
middle of the congress. You understand? Just make more communication. Whether you're
talking about good roads, good weather or the hardness or the softness of seats in the course
or the horrible Auditor Code breaks which are pulled by... I don't care what you talk about
one way or the other, for God sakes, talk! That's the amount of it. Now we'll – we'll just make
lots of communication in this congress, you know.
It's an amazing thing how much flies around, but there can always be more. I swear,
that if enough communication could be circulated at one of these congresses everybody would
go home Clear. And the only reason they don't go home Clear is because not enough talking
was done. Now one of the reasons that happens, is the people themselves don't get an
opportunity individually to talk back to me, and I spend an awful lot of time talking to them!
Well, this in part is not totally bad. Because remember most of the people present have
gone downhill simply because they did all the talking and somebody else originating
information is merciful and decent and a pleasant thing to have happen. You see, it sort of
balances the books. Furthermore, they've been looking for answers for years, and have gone
into apathy on the subject and I seem to be able to give them lots of answers.
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So, they are very happy about this sort of thing. Their – they've been looking for
Mama to say “Okay” for all these years, and I come along and I say, “The dynamic principle
of existence is 'Survive'“ and this they know is an answer. See, all they've been looking for is
an okay, and they get this one, so, they're very happy about it. I'll even say “Okay.” You
might – I won't even vaguely try to describe to you what the program and so forth will go on
at the congress or exactly what the outline of the lectures is. I'd be very happy to place in each
one of your hands a complete outline of the lectures but I don't know from Adam what they'll
be! Beyond this fact, beyond this fact: The book in charge of the congress will be Dianetics
1955! Dianetics 1955! will be the textbook of this congress. And I to a very marked extent am
going to cover Dianetics 1955! from cover to cover. The data in it, in those lectures. And
that's all I'm going to cover. Now a couple of you were sorting this book, and let me take this
opportunity – let me take this opportunity right now to thank all of you for your very very
good work on the book. You know that book wouldn't even vaguely have been here or have
been produced for the congress, if you hadn't pitched in, when you did, and worked on it. So
thank you very much, from me to you. Come on, say “You're welcome.”
Audience: You're welcome!
Okay, that's better, that's better.
(End of lecture)
[The students of the 9th ACC went to the Unification Congress of Dianeticists and
Scientologists in Phoenix, Arizona from December 28th to the 31st, 1954.]
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If you can move, you can audit. That's all there is to it. If you can breathe, you can audit. If you're still slightly warm, you can audit.
And as far as actual cases level is concerned, your case level will be as good as you
can control, handle, regulate and pan-determine the minds you audit. And when that factor is
real good you won't have any more trouble with aberration. Now, we've determined this time
and time again.
There are two types of Clear. One is the fellow who is processed into Clear. Remember that man always has a god: his auditor. Here we have a case of one – well, “Bud,”
anyway, is a long way from what you would consider an optimum case along case behavior.
And yet Bud has pushed himself up to a point in case level by auditing an Operating Thetan
that is utterly fantastic. He has an Operating Thetan case, one Dillingham, who was out in the
Los Angeles Foundation real early and we sent back to Kansas City to open an office.
Dillingham, back there in KC, gradually went to pot and Bud picked him up and got him
outside, polished him up, put him in good condition. Dillingham is doing beautifully in the
world as far as MEST and so forth is concerned, but casewise has become an Operating
Thetan through the auditing.
Well, Bud – as we all might know, some of us old auditors who have audited most of
the guys around – was not a black five but a black five cubed.
Well, Bud's in excellent condition. He's really in excellent condition. And this is on
no-auditing; this is the auditing of Dillingham. He is doing some fabulous things with this
Operating Thetan. He's picking up people around town who are spun in, sick, this, that, the
other thing and they're straightening them up without these people knowing anything about it.
So that Mr. Glumph will come out in the morning without his arthritis and so forth. It's real
amusing. But they are having a lot of fun, a tremendous lot of fun.
And Bud said to me, he says, “You know, I can't understand this,” he said, “Here this
man – here this man is right up there next door to a full Operating Thetan and I am auditing
him; and I am having no slightest difficulty auditing him at all.”
Well, here you have experience, training – Bud has been, from one time and another,
he's been in practically every functional position you could be in. I don't know that he's ever
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been in instruction, but he's been in research, investigation; he's been in processing. He's done
practically every kind of an odd job you could do around the Foundation – this man has a lot
of knowledge, tremendous amount of knowledge. Now, in putting it to work he is finding, one
after the other, that this knowledge is not just an analytical ball of something or other that he
guessed was right; he's getting more and more and greater and greater certainty. And of all
things, Bud is coming on up toward Operating Thetan and he isn't getting audited! Now, the
other type of Clear, of course, would be one who audited himself up in that direction.
Now, this is no curve I'm pitching you. It doesn't mean that an auditor should have no
auditing. This is not true. An auditor who has no auditing has no subjective experience on the
phenomena of Dianetics and Scientology. To get that subjective experience actually requires
auditing. And an auditor gets audited for the subjective experience of the phenomena
involved and gets Clear by auditing.
Now, this is an entirely different thing than your preclear that somebody walks up to
and says, “Be three feet back of your head. That's fine. What are you looking at? Copy it,
copy it, copy it, copy it, copy it and put it all together pull it in. All right. Now, let's...” And
then we go on through Route One. This is an entirely different proceeding.
All right. 'Cause that person, of course, is – gets subjective awareness entirely of all
the phenomena involved. He sure gets subjective awareness of it. He gets to be real bright. He
gets all over the place, and so forth.
But there is a difference of level when the final end result is in. This individual has no
objective experience in the handling of Homo sapiens. That is an entire missing chapter in his
career in existence. And always, to some degree, the body will continue to be – from a standpoint of somebody else's body, you see, in handling it – will always continue to be a little bit
of a mystery. Because he's been created on another level.
Now, it's true that he can go around and unmock somebody's energy, disconnect their
machines, do all sorts of odd things to bodies, but he's doing this all as a thetan. He feels,
“Now, look, if I were really in and spun in and, you know, I was in a body and so forth, and I
ran into one of these people...” He wouldn't know what to do.
Every thetan actually has an instinctive ability, you can say, to audit somebody if he's
exteriorized with wonderful perception and good control of energy. There's nothing to this,
you see. He can audit people while exteriorized and in this condition. But he will never know
completely that he could be utterly dug in, pounded in, cemented with blacktop and still make
other human beings function. And that's something he would never find out.
So you see there's some big differences around here. They really do show up, but the
place that they show up is actually in experience. This is not theoretical data I'm giving you,
this is straight data. Now, one of the remarkable things we have noticed is the difference in a
course with this difference of philosophy. Our first difference in the course was noticed when
we had a bunch of bad cases in a course and we decided that we had better clean up these bad
cases so that we could teach them anything. Now, that's the most reasonable thing you ever
could reason yourself into, isn't it? That if you have a bunch of bum cases in a course and the
course is not proceeding, that the best possible thing that you could do would call yourself in
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some DScns in the area and say, “Hey, audit these boys, get them in good condition and then
we will teach 'em.” And that is an assumption which we have made since 1950.
And it is an incorrect assumption! What's fabulous, what's utterly fabulous is that this
did not work. We had made these individuals doubly into an effect: One, the effect of instruction; two, the effect of auditing. And they were not getting a chance to relay – to act as a relay
point and put out what they were pulling in. You get the idea? And boy, you talk about digging people in, we sure did.
So, we turned around right away and adopted the opposite pole. According to Aristotle
everything swings between the two extremes. So we swung. And we swung clear over and we
said to these people while that – when that course had advanced pretty well – we just could
see that we were just getting nowhere – so we started to say to these people privately and
individually, say, “We have decided that in your case, if you are slightly warm you can audit.
Now get in there and audit.” And we stopped validating, on an instructor level, any slightest
beg-off on the part of the individual, because you know what happened? Nearly everybody in
that unit was begging off from auditing anybody else in the unit.
So we just turned it around completely and said, “Get in there an pitch.” And all of a
sudden we got some smiling faces and so on.
Now, because the processes do work, these individuals – if the processes didn't work,
this would be an impossible thing. And maybe if you had to instruct in very, very complicated
processes, this would not come about, you see? But in view of the fact that the processes do
work and they are relatively simple, you can almost drill an auditor into line on this like a
private soldier. I mean, just almost. And then all of a sudden he starts to come up and
suddenly he will pay some attention to the data and he'll get out of the woods.
But what happened in this particular case is every single individual that had been able
to learn nothing up to that time suddenly began to pick up the information and the data. And
we all of a sudden realized that we had been committing this sin: We had been making the
student into a total effect – the total effect of auditing; the total effect of instruction. And there
he was unable to get rid of this outflow in any way, shape or form. So we turned it around and
the student then becomes a relay point.
Now, the only facsimiles that you've got that are in bad condition are those you've
never been able to dramatize. You know, you got shot and then you couldn't shoot anybody.
You had a lot of things stolen from you and then you could steal nothing from anybody. So
the facsimile of having had a lot of things is just right there, see? And you just say, “No. No.
No, I can't do that.” And you've got this facsimile, you see? Well, it came in and unless you
can put it out you'll never get into a winning valence.
So these people were never in a winning valence. See? They were just put, perforce, in
the losing valence all the way on up the line. “You got to know this data. You got to know
this data. You got to know this data. Now we're going to audit you. Now we're going to audit
you. Now you've got to know this data.” And there wasn't anybody to – for them to turn
around to and say, “You've got to know this data. You've got to know this data.” And – and
nobody for them to audit.
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Well, actually the inflow of the data can be handled by an outflow of auditing. There's
nothing wrong with an inflow of auditing; there's no particular balance you have to achieve in
this.
But, a student under instruction is in much, much better condition if he is operating
upon the philosophy: If you're warm you can audit. If they stir slightly when kicked severely
they can audit.
All right. So much for that.
Now. Let us look at the exact condition of an individual in life. We find out that he is
holding to his bosom a great many illnesses which he cannot master or handle or does not
want to master or handle. Now, this is the condition in which you find that person walking up
and down the street out there. That person is unable to handle or unwilling to handle the
things that are wrong with him. And so he will go down the street gimp, gimp, gimp; and he
will do all sorts of odd things.
And an auditor comes up to him and says, “How would you like some auditing?”
And the person says, “Oh, no!”
Well, you have run into an unwilling to handle or an inability to handle. He either
knows that an auditor could not handle this illness – great subjective reality on this because
he's been treated so many times with failures – or he is unwilling to get rid of that illness.
Now, some of the people are unwilling to get rid of these illnesses and this is demonstrated by the fact that the second that you get rid of one illness for them they will find and
pick up another illness.
All right. This in itself is the primary obstacle between the auditor and the public.
Well, if it's an obstacle in between spreading of affinity, reality and communication, if it is an
obstacle between the auditor and the preclear, if it's an obstacle there, it must be one between
the organization, the HASI, and the public – right? – as two groups. And therefore, must be a
considerable obstacle between two races: we get war. And must be a considerable obstacle,
then, between species on the fifth dynamic, and so we get war there. And so we have life trying to stamp out life in all directions.
Now, let's look at this again. Recognize that the anatomy of war and the anatomy of an
auditor trying to process a preclear are very much the same thing. There are two nations involved here and these two nations are in disagreement with the basic purposes of each other.
And each nation considers that many things are wrong with the other nation. And therefore
these wrongs must be corrected.
If you could convince the American public, utterly, that the Russian people were being
castigated, chastised, ruined, mopped up, stepped on and NKVD'd – no – Gay-Pay-Oo'd sufficiently, the American public, regardless of what Russia was doing to the United States, would
probably go to war with Russia to free the Russian people. Get the idea?
All right. Before this could occur, before war could occur between these two countries, one of these countries would have to believe there was a great many things wrong with
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the other country. Well, maybe these things really are wrong with the other country. Then
why the hell doesn't that country clean these things up? The nation which is the stand off nation, which, simply, is the one that's going to go to war, then cannot conceive that the government of a country is competent if it will permit this many wrongs to exist within the
boundaries of that country. So it finds fault with that government. And its effort is to replace,
transplant, alter, change or improve that government. You understand that?
All right. Now, let's take the auditor and the preclear and discover that the auditor
takes a look at the preclear and here's the preclear gimping around; here's the preclear coughing; the preclear is saying nasty things; unable to build things; unable to work or simply nasty
to his relatives. And the auditor says, “Look at that. That government is incompetent. Let's
improve it.”
The police look at it and say, “That government is incompetent. Let's destroy it.”
But the auditor says, “That government's incompetent. Let's improve it.”
And so the awareness of awareness unit becomes the immediate target of the auditor.
The auditor can at first try to straighten out these wrongnesses without straightening
out the government of the preclear. You see how that would be? It's a kind of a covert approach. He straightens out these wrongnesses and doesn't straighten out the preclear.
Well, actually, this was Dianetics. We straightened out the wrongnesses without particularly straightening out the government. We simply took enough wrongnesses out of the
way so that the government, we hoped, could then function.
Well, Scientology has an entirely different approach. And that approach is: we
straighten out the government. We tell them, “Be three feet back of your head. Copy it, copy
it, copy it. Do this. Do that. Something else. Drill. Drill.” And all of a sudden the guy looks
around and recognizes that there are some things wrong with him and he can patch these
things up if he wants to. And this is about the way we go in Scientology. You see this? We
straighten out the government directly.
Now, it is absolutely true that the society at large could run at a much higher, better
level. It is also true that no organization or government on Earth today has the right to destroy
either your beingness or your possessions, your land or your pocketbook. This is utterly right.
There is no organism known as a government which has the right to exert the power of life
and death over an individual because governments are not alive. Governments do not bleed
when you cut them.
Now, this is not a revolutionary speech or statement. This is not revolutionary. It happens to be something that's been true for an awful long time.
Unless we consider the whole state as an organism – if we consider the state as an organism, then, we see we are dealing with a preclear. And just as we object to a psychotic preclear so would we object to a government that insisted on destroying its own members. Just as
we would see no real sense in this madman running up and down the road cutting his fingers
off, so we see no sense in a government executing its population.
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We see no sense, for instance, in Stalin killing 10 million peasants. He did. He even
talked about it and wrote statements about it. It was too bad. And so on. But this is Russian
level of operation; 10 million peasants, poof! Population of 200 million, he had 190 million to
go.
But we see some objection to this type of operation, just as we would see an objection
to a psychotic preclear.
All right. If we are to grant any beingness at all to a government, if we are to grant any
beingness at all to a government, we would then have to consider that it is going to behave
more or less as a preclear and it would have to be straightened out more or less in the same
fashion that a preclear would have to be straightened out. Right?
All right. Now, therefore, it isn't really an easy thing for an auditor to walk into Russia
or Germany and suddenly see that this condition and that condition and some other condition
in that state is at fault and is bad and decide to straighten up each one of these conditions
without even vaguely consulting the government.
Do you realize that we're doing that – this – at this time with the United States of
America? But this is our country and by consent we have some share in the government. And
we are told many times that we are the government, so we either are doing it without the consent of the government or we are the government. And in Great Britain we have practically
the same type of philosophy extant. The country belongs to the British people and the British
people, therefore, have a perfect right to correct and alter the wrongs and misplacements and
social conditions they object to, presently. The British people have a perfect right, they feel in
themselves, to alter these situations. So, they either are the government or they are operating
inside the country without the consent of the government. Do you see this?
Now, if they are operating inside the country without the consent of the government,
they would be practicing Dianetics. If they are operating as the government, they are practicing Scientology.
There is a very intimate difference. Here is a very intimate difference which you can
envision immediately. The running of engrams exactly approximates going down and
straightening up the number of hungry men on the south side of the tracks in town. The
straightening up the condition of; well, the poor condition of teachers in the schools; straightening up this or straightening up that; it's like running engrams, isn't it?
All right. The oddity is, is they're two different types of auditing. These are two different types of auditing. One is an auditing with a very, very high level of responsibility and the
other one is an auditing with a more covert level of responsibility – but still a considerable
level of responsibility.
Now, people who want to throw you over and make nothing out of you try to tell you
that you have no business interfering with the woes and horrors of the world. They tell you
this. They say there's something weak and bad about you if you would object to other people
being in bad condition. This is merely an effort to make you fold up and become a speck
without power or ability. You've got that? I mean, there's nothing wrong at all with your
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wanting to straighten up or square up a situation. Nothing whatsoever wrong with this. It is
highly unnatural not to.
Actually, today, the two highest toned countries on Earth, from a standpoint of the philosophy, of their people are Great Britain and the United States. There we have the populace
taking responsibility for the action of the government and still conceiving themselves to be
the government of the country.
Now, compare this to Spain. Although the population of Spain runs on its own social
strata, as far as the government is concerned it has dropped markedly in responsibility. The
government passes so many laws that nobody under the sun could possibly do anything to
follow all these laws. So they say, “Well, the guardia civil is down there and they're there,”
and the fellow says, “Well, they might not notice us,” and just walks on by. In other words,
the government of Spain, bad or good – it doesn't matter.
The communists, by the way, in Spain would certainly alarm the Russian communists.
The communist in Spain has a definition for communism that has nothing to do with Russian
communism. Here is a word getting perverted. By the way, a British communist doesn't even
vaguely know how wildly and widely – or maybe he does – he is departing from the party line
of the Kremlin, what tremendous differences there are. For instance, Spain, the communist
has a very fascistic, class-conscious outlook. Now, how we could get a communist conceiving
that he was superior to so many and had so many superiors and that these levels in the society
inevitably had to exist, and how we could make this compatible with Lenin or Marx, we're not
quite sure.
But I talked to a communist in Spain and this communist said, “Oh, yes, we should
have communism. It would mean better, better conditions for the working classes and so
forth.” And this mechanic went on and on. Well, this fellow was a master mechanic, that is to
say he had charge of a general repair unit. And we walked down the street shortly after that to
repair a car I had stalled down the street. And he took along one of his workmen. And that
workman did not speak unless spoken to; said “sir” very carefully; walked six paces exactly
behind his boss and had himself a helper that he did not speak to at all but which helper had to
have all of the tools. And we had this little parade going on and the man who was leading the
parade was a communist. Oh, yeah?
So we use these words and we get way off because the practice is one thing and the
word is another. The word may be the same, the practices change.
All right. We take, then, this country of Spain and we find that the people of Spain are
no longer taking responsibility, actually, for the conduct of their own government. They
elected a government by popular election in, I think, about 1935 or 36. They elected a government, you understand, just as we in this country or in Great Britain would elect a government. And this was a widespread – a majority opinion on the part of the people of the country.
And a guy jumped up with the support of a church and a couple of dictators and hired himself
some mercenary troops and went in and conquered a nation. Just like that. That's what happened, you see.
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And the people of Spain did not particularly object to this. And the government of
Spain today is not bad. But they know that they are not the government. They've been taught
this: They are not the government of Spain. And so they do everything they do to better Spain
on a completely covert level. They will run out a little engram over here by going and making
the tree planting in the park a little bit better, you see, something like that. They carefully hire
the poor to do odd jobs around the house – there's no social security program – and you'll see
somebody of about ninety-nine years of age up on the roof washing clothes at a slow rate that
you'd think that you were looking at a slow-motion camera, but this person is making a peseta
or two and will get a loaf of bread.
You see, they're taking care of the poor very covertly. And all of these activities engaged upon are done in this fashion and not through the government. See that clearly?
Well, the philosophy of the Scientologist is to straighten up the government. But now,
we're not asking a Scientologist to work on a national scale; we're just talking about the preclear. He says, “Now, look,” he says, “there's no sense in running out all these engrams. Let's
just straighten the guy up so he can handle these engrams and pat him on the head and let him
go.”
Well, this requires a much higher toned outlook. This requires a far, far higher toned
outlook because it requires some confidence in the fact that you are the government. Get what
it requires – that you are the government. You at least have a lot to say about the government.
So, therefore, Scientology has a concept known as pan-determinism: The ability to
control two or more parties, whether or not opposed; two or more, whether or not opposed.
Now, that means that we don't have to fight everything. That means that we could just
as soon be the other side, too. A much broader outlook. This actually is tolerance. The willingness to control two or more entities whether or not opposed.
All right. This is the case, then; we are not looking toward the wrongnesses of the person. We are looking toward the ability of the person to correct wrongnesses. Follow me? We
are looking toward the ability of the person to correct wrongnesses.
That tells us that each and every one of us, then, must be totally confident in our
ability to have as many wrongnesses as we please.
As long as a Scientologist believes that he has a scarcity of wrongnesses, he will
attack the wrongnesses of the preclear and he will keep his own.
And so we find the government of the United States attacking Russia. And we find
Russia with lots of problems. And we discover that the United States has not solved its own
problems at all.
It's sort of cheating, you see, it can go over a field and solve somebody else's wrongnesses because that person has an abundance of wrongnesses and the cutting out of these
wrongnesses will not undermine one's own store of wrongnesses. Do you see that?
So that we have in these organizations a condition which very often arises of the individual whose own department is in a horrible mess but who is attacking other people's de-
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partments and getting all the things wrong in other people's departments. But his own department has tremendous numbers of wrong things in it, but he won't correct any of these.
Why won't he correct them?
That's because he has a scarcity of wrongnesses.
Now, let's see how a scarcity of wrongnesses comes into existence. You're a little
baby, you're crawling around on the floor and you, all of a sudden, decide that the very thing
to put in your mouth is the safety pin your mother just dropped. Well, boy, would that be
wrong! You're liable to swallow it or get it in your lung channels or almost anything's liable
to happen.
So Mama comes over and she says, “Ah-ah-ah-ah-ah-ah. Little precious lambkins
mustn't put 'em safety pin in his mouth.” She takes the safety pin away from you.
A little bit later you're walking around and you see this beautiful stove. It is the nicest
shade of cherry pink you ever saw in your life. And so you decide to pet it. Nobody will let
you pet it. You know, actually, that you'd get burned if you pet it, but you feel like you could
use a burn at that moment. It's something to have, isn't it? And so nobody lets you pet the
stove. So that's another wrongness that you can't have.
And then you go somewhere else and you decide that – you're in your teens by now;
you've had thousands and thousands of incidents of each one of these character – and you're
in your teens and you get this jalopy. And it is a terrible looking old jalopy. But that's all
right, your acceptance level might be much higher, but you've at least got this jalopy, you
see? So one day you decide to let it have a flat tire. And it sits outside with this flat tire. You
even decide maybe you'll run it on this flat tire, you see? And there's Papa, and Papa says,
“You know that the tire on your car is flat?”
And you say, “Is that so?”
And he says, “Well, we will fix it up.”
You can't have a flat tire. You see that?
And then you've gone through your teens and you're in your early life and you decide
that – this, by the way, is the big wrongness which sometimes turns up for a girl, less often for
a boy, but occasionally, and is a very upsetting wrongness – you decide to marry the wrong
girl or you decide to marry the wrong boy. And then the family manages to talk you out of it.
And that's another wrongness you couldn't have. That's a big, serious one.
And then you go on and you're sorting envelopes in this company you're working for
and you decide to make a mistake. And the boss comes along and corrects it. He shows you
that all those envelopes in the center pile are turned upside down and he turns them right side
up.
About this time a person goes into apathy about wrongnesses. But all the way along
the line he has an enormous backlog of scarcities of wrongness.
Now, remember that significance amounts to practically nothing; we care nothing
about significance, really, in processing – significance of things. But we do have factors like
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good and evil, right and wrong, win and lose. A person is driven continually to only win. And
everybody takes his losses away from him. And he begins to believe that a loss is more valuable than the win and so he starts going through life losing. But he only dares lose in those
areas that nobody else will notice – loses which can't be taken away from him.
And life could be said to be a structure of loses which can't be taken away. Life could
be said to be a structure of wrongnesses which are sufficiently covert to be let survive.
Now, remember that a scarcity of anything is a scarcity. And what the thetan objects to
is a scarcity. This is what a thetan objects to – a scarcity. I'll say it again – He objects to a
scarcity! Not a scarcity of anything. But any scarcity is objectionable.
And when one loses one's ability to create wrongnesses, he begins to hold them because the whole society is manic on the idea of grabbing away from you every wrongness that
you have.
And you, as an auditor, come up to a preclear who has already been robbed deaf,
dumb, and blind of all these scarcities – you see, I mean, it was already scarce and he got
robbed even of the scarcity, so he doesn't even know that it's wrongness that is scarce that's
holding him there – and you walk up to him and tell him you're going to take some more
wrongnesses away from him and he, of course, shies away from you and says, “I don't want
any auditing.” You're about to make him right again. If there's anything he detests, it's to be
made right again.
There's evidently a tremendous abundance of rightness. His mother kept carping about
it, his father kept talking about it, there's evidently, from his viewpoint, a tremendous number
of rightnesses. There's the rightness of God and he's everyplace. There are all these
rightnesses in all directions and no wrongnesses that anybody can have.
And, boy, does he get covert. He sets up circuits, he sets up invisible engrams, he sets
up all kinds of odd and weird and bizarre things that nobody could have or take away from
him.
An auditor who has an insufficiency of wrongnesses will start solving them in the preclear and picking them up himself. Most gorgeous thing you ever saw. And we have the
mechanism of transference noticed by Sigmund Freud. And this is the exact mechanics of that
mechanism of transference. The auditor – the psychoanalyst, in his case – had an
insufficiency of wrongnesses and so when he could take a bellyache away from the person he
was working with he, of course, got it himself because, by golly, there sure is a big scarcity of
bellyaches.
Now, Freud tried to read into this some terrific therapeutic value, saying that the somatic had to transfer in order for any good to take place. But this was an earlier thing. This
was spiritualism. The spiritualist goes around and/or the faith healer goes around and, laying
on of hands, takes the illness into his own hands and so forth and then throws it away. Only
we find him practicing quite a while and he's no longer throwing them away – he's got them.
He's merely fulfilling, almost on an awareness level, his scarcity of wrongnesses.
Now, here we're looking at the – at the basic phenomena concerning the mechanisms
of restimulation. And we are looking at the basic phenomena with regard to preclear resis-
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tance. And we are looking at the basic phenomena here, which makes an individual put
wrongnesses into facsimile form and hold on to them. Nobody else can get at them.
But being a mean, wicked, cussed fellow – I got a lot of methods together where you
could get at these things. Fascinating, huh? We could tear them to pieces.
Well, now actually, all that is wrong and all that is right is what we believe is wrong
and believe is right and what we say is wrong and what we say is right. This is pretty reactive
on a computational level. Nevertheless, there is this thread of logic going through it: That
there is a scarcity of wrongnesses and an individual to have a wrongness has to be very covert
about it and it had better be a very covert wrongness.
So, as we look over the problems of human behavior we discover that individuals are
trying to get more and more covert and that any effort to heal is like an effort to stop war; any
effort to heal is met by an objection to losing any of these wrongnesses and we get individuals
so goofy that they will actually start piling up wrongnesses and no rightnesses at all.
Now, on an analytical and rational level you can have rightnesses. There can be a difference between right and wrong. But reactively there is no differentiation between these
things.
All right. Let's take a look at something else and discover that we have laid bare the
anatomy of fighting. The rationale for fighting is, the reason why for a fight is something is
wrong with one's opponent and, therefore, one has a right to fight an opponent.
Let's take somebody here that pulled an overt act in the community. He made himself
an outlaw by shooting somebody. A private citizen thereafter could take a rifle and hunt this
fellow up and hunt him down. He actually could.
Let's say that there is some known murderer in the community here and he is slinking
around from alley to alley and so on. And suddenly a private citizen recognizes him and
whips him down with a pistol. Do you think the police or the public are going to say anything
to this fellow who whips him down? No. They're going to say, “Public deed. Here is a small
tin medal.” Get the idea?
So here's are – is a person who has enough wrongnesses so that he can be fought. Anything by one rationale – and the rationale and the set of agreements on which we're aligned is
that you can't fight anything unless there's something wrong with it. If there's something
wrong with something, then, you have a right to fight it. But if it's all right, you see, we really
don't have the right to fight it at all.
You have no right to get out here and pound on the side of a brand-new Jaguar or
Oldsmobile with a hammer. Do you? But you've certainly got the right to pound on one which
has been wrecked. Let's say it's been ditched.
Well, it's got a lot of things wrong with it, hasn't it? Ah, so you could just pound it to
pieces, can't you? Get the idea?
But if it's all right and running perfectly, people – your best friends – would say you
were utterly insane if you went out with a sledgehammer and knocked in its doors.
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Yet you could do the same act after it was wrecked and nobody would think a thing
about it. Think you were a little sore at it or something, maybe. You understand?
But they would consider that you had a right to fight. And what is this thing called
right to fight? It's a rationale which permits a contest or game to take place. The right to fight.
A contest or a game can take place and a right to fight can exist when a wrongness exists.
How do you win in chess? You win in chess not because you're smarter – chess is a
very precision game – but because somebody else made a wrong move. If everybody made a
completely right move in a chess game, it would probably never finish. Fortunately, it's a sufficiently limited game that the mathematics of the game itself put a period to the game after
such a long period of time. After you've moved two pieces in exactly counter position, one to
the other, fifty times or something like that, well, you call the game off It's a stalemate. But
unless there's been some wrong moves, usually, in chess, nobody wins. And the effort is to
get less wrong moves than the other fellow. And so you win.
Well, I know people who play chess that play to lose. But they never tell you about it.
They're pretending that they play to win. But they will avoid every coup d'etat that sits on the
board and they will make some sloppy move the second they should make the good move.
Why are they doing that? They're trying to replenish their wrongnesses.
So you see you could have another kind of a game entirely that would still be a game.
See, another type of game which could run sub rosa.
Now, you'd look to this, if somebody has to make a wrong move in order to get a win,
you would look for this to invert after a while. “In order to win I've got to lose,” sort of a
computation. “So that in order to win the game I am playing, I've got to have some wrongnesses; and if I don't have any wrongnesses, then, I can't win the game I am really playing,
because it depends on losing. How artistically can I lose?”
And with a whole society ganged up in your teeth, so to speak, to keep you from
losing – and lose is impossible, really, to obtain. A thetan cannot lose. He can forget. But he
can't lose.
We have the thetan going up against a possible absolute. He sees this possible absolute
of an absolute win and he keeps striving in that direction. Most fantastic thing you ever saw in
your life.
Now, this is a reactive computation; but what is a life form but a reactive form? That's
what it is – it's a reactive form.
Now, there's a little process goes along with this. It actually makes up a big class of
processes. There's a big class – there are several classes of processes. One old one, rarely
used, still in Route One but less used than formerly, is the “is not” class, that type of question.
“Give me some places where your illness is not,” and so on. Of course, this is processing toward truth because the illness really doesn't exist anyhow and it'll key out just on that process
– the “is not” class.
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All right. There is the “Spot Spot” class. You can do all sorts of things with this class
of process. You spot a spot where this or that happened; and spot a spot here; and a spot
where this or that happened; and a spot here. And so on and so on and so on. You see?
And there is the class of processes which have to do with touching material objects to
which belong Opening Procedure 8-C and Opening Procedure by Duplication. But just if we
classify this as a class of processes and we say it's a class of processes whereby material objects are contacted by the individual – you make and break communication with material objects – you see how – at a fantastic number of processes we could evolve from this basic process?
All right. There's another class of processes which work directly in the direction of
creation, which moves a person earlier on his cycle of action. And that is the class of processes known as “invent.” You act – make the preclear create something. Now, all Communication Processes, actually, intimately belong to this class of processes. If you make a spot out
there say, “hello,” now you're actually running a Spot Process, aren't you? But you are up
there in creative spot processing. You see?
Now we could conceive of a process which said, “Make a taboret or make a book or
make a bottle. Now pick it up.” You see, we could have objects in this if the individual could
make them. You see? He'd have to make them.
Now, we have this “Invent something.” Now, there is Expanded GITA which is the
same breed of cat, Step Four, SOP 8; in earlier GITA, Step Four SOP 5. And we have with
this the effort to remedy the scarcity of things. And we do this by mock-ups of wasting – having the preclear waste, in brackets; accept, in brackets; desire, in brackets; enforce things, in
brackets – belongs in there too. And we discover that we remedy the scarcity of things with
this type of processing.
Well, there is this “invent” class of processing which is just senior to, but infinitely
better than, Expanded GITA.
And anything which you can run by Expanded GITA – you look at the enormous lists
of Expanded GITA – anything you could run there could be run over as an Invent Process.
Now, Invent Processing can also be run with a bracket: Have somebody else invent for
somebody else; have somebody invent something for you; you invent something for somebody; or you just invent something. But, actually, it balls up into just this one process, which
the master command of it would be simply, “Invent (blank blank).” See?
Now, a very blunt statement of it, run by Expanded GITA, would be “Invent some
money.” You get the idea? So that it doesn't quite dovetail and it's nowhere near so specific.
But where it works it works out the rest of the Expanded GITA lists. “Invent a game” is the
master of these processes. That is the key process. Now that stands, really, right up there
above SOP 8; is the Step Four of today, you might say. It would be the total of Step Four. All
of the tremendous significances which were formerly in SOP 5 and SOP 8 under GITA and
Expanded GITA are all covered today under “Invent a game.” See? We just – this is the process, we just keep on running this and running it and running it. It's just a discovery that this
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makes the individual get in there and pitch and recognize finally, that he can remedy any scarcity he has simply by the process of invention. This is true.
He's the only one that's ever going to remedy any scarcity he has. If he depends on
other characters or factors to remedy his scarcities for him they won't be remedied. So, therefore, somebody gives him a brand-new watch or something like that and his scarcity of
watches really isn't well remedied at all. You see? But you'll find this kind of thing
happening. Somebody gives him a watch. For days he looks at this watch as a strange thing
that he really doesn't recognize, you know? And he'll kind of be careful of it because it's new
and all that sort of thing. And gradually as he wears the thing he'll gradually accept it and he'll
kind of forget where it came from and he'll sort of get the idea that it's his watch. Well, he
gets along with that he probably created it too. He now owns this watch so it does, to some
degree, remedy his scarcity. Now, when it disappears he will have that scarcity – the scarcity
of a watch which has been given him.
But that watch can be taken away because that watch was given him. Something
which he created could never be taken away simply because he could merely create another
one. That would be the simplest thing under the sun. Couldn't possibly be taken away
because, you see, he could always replace it. You could always say it was the original item,
too.
You could only lose those things which you acquire from elsewhere. And you really
don't own them so it makes a silly look here. All right. Let's be very, very specific, intensely
factual about a process here. And we discover that if you want to solve games on a person
who's having a very rough time with games, you've got to solve a different kind of game. And
that game is the game to lose. And if a preclear is hanging up in any way, shape or form, you
must assume immediately and instantly – now get this carefully – if a preclear is hanging up
in any way at all on processing, you must assume that this preclear is playing a different kind
of game. He's playing the game “To lose.” That's your immediate assumption. I have never
had evidence of any kind to demonstrate otherwise to me. No evidence I have ever run across
demonstrates otherwise than that this preclear is playing to lose.
So you ask him to invent some games – now get how tricky this is – you – as it says in
Dianetics 1955! you get him to invent some games (which shortly will be Scientology 1955)
you ask him to invent some games. And this individual cannot tell you what he is doing. He
knows you wouldn't accept it because the greatest pattern of life that he has is nonacceptance
of his losing game. They won't accept it, they won't let him lose, nobody lets him lose. So he
goes on and tells you games that could be won and it doesn't remedy his scarcity of games.
You get this little bug that gets into “Invent some games,” then, see?
Now, possibly sooner or later, this would occur to him and work out – possibly. But I
have already run too many cases long enough on, “Invent some games,” to know that it takes
them an awful long time to get there. And that's a waste of time in processing.
So the way we shorten this up and the way we shorten up any case would be “Invent
some wrongnesses.” It's just that auditing command, no other. No bracket, nothing. Just “Invent some wrongnesses.”
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And all of a sudden this individual will come into complete subjective reality on the
fact that if he doesn't have a wrongness anyplace, he has no right to fight. And it is the lack of
wrongnesses which keeps him from fighting and which suppresses him below fighting and
thus away from pan-determinism. And it comes in immediately to a scarcity of fighting because there's a scarcity of wrongnesses.
You realize that these traffic cops out here were actually a bunch of bums if they murdered babies and so forth, you would be perfectly licensed to carry a gun in your car and
shoot them down wherever seen. You realize this. Why? It's because they have a wrongness,
see, so that makes it possible to fight them.
But supposing these cops are paragons of virtue who never do anything wrong. And
they gave you a ticket, you've got to take it. You are not justified, in other words, for an
action or a fight. You see that?
So that people have to invent things wrong with you as an auditor and tell you and
other people about them in order to give them any right to fight you at all. They have to go
around inventing horrible things wrong with you. Otherwise they would have to agree with
you utterly. They'd be yours. And the only thing they can possibly do to keep from becoming
utterly owned, they feel – this is not the case – is just invent enough wrong things about this
auditor and then they don't have to do exactly as he says. So they sit up and tell you that you
have broken the Auditor's Code with them. They tell you all sorts of weird and incredible
things. But they invent some wronguesses for you.
And that is the only bar there is to auditing. And that is the only thing which creates
war. And that is the only thing, actually, which sits there and keeps a fight in action.
So let's look at it as a process, recognize that any case that is hanging up is playing a
different kind of a game – the game of being wrong and of losing. And if the preclear is playing this game of lose because he can't play a game of win – he can only play it satisfactorily if
he has a lot of wrongnesses himself; which is just your inversion. The way you get him out of
this rat race and this spinbin sort of a computation is ask him, “Invent some wronguesses,”
and keep on asking him to invent some wrongnesses and invent some more and invent some
more. He'll learn more about himself and his own reactions in a half an hour of auditing than
he's ever known before, because every wrongness he invents will be an actuality for a long
time. He'll struggle and struggle to be original and actually invent one.
Okay. That's the process. And that's also the basic thing you have to know about
Scientology and auditing.
Thank you.
(End of lecture)
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You process a preclear up, you get him into a certain level of speed, and you know
very well that he's going to drift back somewhat from this level; somewhat. He might go
halfway back to what he was before, so on, unless you bail him all the way up and out with
your processing. Just a handy little tip here: Process a preclear rapidly, get him up as high as
you can get him in the short space of time that you can get him and then knock it off and
arrange to process him again in three to six months. You got the formula, hm?
Now, this is definitely a formula. Your preclear is going to go out into the society.
He's going to get himself slowed down. He's going to be running at a high rate of speed, going
to be in pretty good shape when he gets through with your processing. He's going to be
perfectly willing to fly at a jet plane speed in the society, and he goes out and he finds out this
society has not yet got up to burro back. Speed's slow, real slow. And he will average out
fairly well the difference.
We're talking now about speed, you understand? Speed is a factor in processing. If you
were to process a preclear and you were to say, “Um-well, um-well, give me another one of
those.”
“Okay.” “All right. Uh – can you find another place?”
You're going to be amazed at the fact that the fellow is not going to make much gain,
you know? That's the speed factor. In the first place, time in its most basic condition is
instantaneous for the preclear. And you start processing him, you say, “All right. Give me
another one of those. Yep, all right. Another one. Okay. All right. Another one. All right.
Another one. All right. Another one. All right. Another one.” You're still up a little higher
than his tolerance, but he will come up to you. Always lead him a little bit in speed, always.
And you can count on the fact that after he gets out of the processing, the intensive,
after he's left you as an auditor, he's going to move back into an area where the speed of
auditing which I've just demonstrated would be a high-pitched screaming chatter. See, I mean,
“Well, I don't know why you want to, but uh ...” You know, high-pitched conversation, just
terrific tension, dynamic pressure in this society is just wonderful. I was on the telephone the
other day and while as a – while a salesman, who should certainly have known better, was
trying to sell me a piece of machinery which I didn't think much of and told him so two or
three times, and in the length of time that this individual was trying to sell me this piece of
machinery, his comm lag, his delivery and my prediction of what he was saying were such
that I actually dictated two letters while I was talking to him on the phone. I just kept one
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hand over the mouthpiece and kept dictating with my foot on the foot pedal. It didn't disturb
me any, because he certainly was, at that slow rate of speed, was no obstacle. He was so
predictable.
That's another thing you can't ever quite forgive this society for after you've gotten
processed up along the line. It gets so damned predictable. You just know that when the guy
walks down the street and stands there for a moment, he's going to remark – damn his soul –
on the weather. This high, quivering, dynamic excitement is probably too much for the
society to stand because it tries to slow even that down. All right.
So, you know your preclear's going to drip-ping-flop-drop-skid back toward this
speed. But the actuality is he about halves it. You know, you bring him out brrrrrr and the
society's going putt-putt, and he gets it about poppita-poppita poppita-poppita, see. Even
though he went out of auditing brrrrrr; he'll still drop down to poppita-poppita poppitapoppita, see? The only trouble with a society of this character is that it imposes such a
tremendous strain upon communication. There's just too little of it. The number of unit – the
number of communication units per minute of time in this society's conversation is not
enough to keep anybody Clear. You get how that would be?
All right. Let's say the society is talking this many communication units: “Hello-hellohello.” Do you see that there is a waiting time in there greater than the communication time?
All right. Here would be another one: “Hello, hello, hello, hello, hello.” Now, you see that
there's communication units, you might say, for that same duration of time, overpasses those
intervals of silence, see, intervals of silence.
Well, now, what slows people down isn't anything very esoteric. It is simply this
interval of silence in relationship to the communication unit. The interval of silence in
relationship to the communication unit.
How many unit – communication units – this is just a word just to communicate with
you concerning it. Let's say that we have a rate of ten communication units per hour. Well,
this would just be almost certain to spin somebody after a while, you see? It's just not enough
communication.
Now, I'll give you some sort of an idea on dictation on a tape recently. Some of those
tapes have five hundred communication units per minute, if we think of a communication unit
as a word. Now, this is quite speedy. Well, therefore, there's a lot of communication per unit
time. But let's not get all mixed up with this thing called “time.” Time simply is the change of
position of particles in space. All right. We could define time as the absence of
communication because in the presence of communication you don't accumulate any. You
accumulate nothing, get it, in the presence of communication.
Now, if you get a lot of communication, it's just going along boppity-boppity-boppityboppity-boppity-boppity-bop, boy, time passes. See, it's zing-zing, you're not conscious of it.
But when the too few communication units occur, why, then we get conscious of this thing
called time. So you could say that time comes into being to the degree that the number of
communication units drops. You got the idea? So, with no communication units, you'd get a
forever. And that's MEST. See, that's no communication units.
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For instance, that wall doesn't have any communication units. You can come along
and impress a form or an idea on it in some sort of shape or at all, but that, remember, is a
wall. That is one communication unit, and that is going to last that wall – just as far as even
impressing the idea on it, you see? It doesn't have any itself, but we're going to impress one
on it. And let's say, “It is a wall. It is a wall at 401A East Roosevelt. It is a yellow wall at
401A East Roosevelt,” and we've just about done it. We could trace the property classification
down here in the zoning regulations and we could get the owner of the property and so forth,
but this is a transient sort of a communication; it isn't intimately connected with that wall –
not intimately. We've got its time and location. Well, what is its time? Its time is one
communication unit: wall. Get the idea?
Now, it's a – it's a wall. You see, for – I don't know how long it'd last – twenty-five
years. See? That one unit has got to last it, got to last it for twenty-five years. Get what comm
lag is? Hm? One communication unit's got to last the wall for twenty-five years.
Now, don't be surprised when Joe Blitzkrieg out here gets awfully speeded up and is
able to do all sorts of things, if Joe Blitzkrieg, being in contact with a wall which is one
communication unit for twenty-five years, slows down. No, don't be amazed that Joe
Blitzkrieg, after he finishes getting processed by you, slows down a trifle from the level he
attained while under processing. Also, don't be surprised if Joe Blitzkrieg does not speed up at
all if you insist on processing at the rate of ten communication units per session. Get the idea?
Now, actually, time enters in as communication enters out. Get the idea? It's a sort of
a silly thing. It's – it's the absence of something makes something and the more absence there
is, the more it is made. You get that?
Well, it's a very, very amusing thing; it is tremendously amusing. Wherever we find a
preclear who is having a hard time in life, we have a preclear who has not had enough
communication units. Not per anything, that's the horrible part of this. He's just not had
enough communication units. Well, what determines how many communication units he
ought to have? His own expectancy. That's all that determines it.
Guy – he now – this'd be the test. If you were to get somebody and you were to say,
“You know, you ought to be talked to more.”
And the fellow says “Why?”
“Well, I don't know. Company, companionship, you're liable to get lonesome. You
should be talked to more.”
“Oh, I don't know. Why should I be talked to more?”
“Well, it's just the fact that you'll be lonely. In your old age you don't want to be
lonely. You want to get married to some nice girl so that in your old age you will have
somebody to talk to, see?”
“To have somebody – what do I want somebody to talk to for?”
“Well, because you ve got to have somebody to talk to. That's all there is to that.
Because people are lonely, you know,” and so forth. And actually, he just needs a good
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talking to, that's what he needs. “And the people are awfully lonely, and – and they should
have a lot of communication, you see. And if they don't have a lot more communication...”
and so forth.
And the fellow says, “You mean this? You mean this? You know, I wonder if that isn't
true. I wonder if I shouldn't be talked to more; I wonder if I shouldn't talk to people more.
Let's see. Yeah. I ought to talk to people. I actually only talk to about one person a month.
Maybe I ought to talk to a person every day, huh?” A big idea, see?
Well, now, he expects to talk to a person every day, so he misses a week. And he's
created, by his own consideration, a starvation. You get the idea.
All right. Now, the liability and danger of teaching people about communication is
that they have an expectancy increase. Then they expect people to be in good shape if they're
talking all the time, or something like that. See, they misapprehend this. But you've got to
have this factor in there, too; this factor's got to go right along with it. It's the expectancy of
how much communication the fellow ought to have. Now, if he expects a lot of
communication why – and he gets no communication, he's unhappy.
Now, let's take Joe Blitzkrieg, and he didn't expect a letter from anybody; let's make
this even plainer. He didn't expect a letter from a soul. He didn't expect any letter. He went
two months and he didn't think anybody was going to write him. And then he – his girl goes
off, you know, and she's gone down to Bide-a-Wee Summer Camp or something like that, to
two-time him, and she's gone down to Bide-a-Wee Summer Camp and she doesn't write. See,
she doesn't write. “I wonder what could be wrong. I wonder what is – what's this all about?”
You see? Here he expects a communication and he doesn't get one.
Now, here again is an absence of communication leading to franticness. The first
absence of communication led simply to tranquility. He didn't care whether anybody wrote
him or not. But now he has a reason for somebody to write him and he knows that he ought to
be written.
Well, people get this computation on wrongness. They think that if they don't hear
from somebody, something is wrong. They get all sorts of odd things. But whatever it is, here
we have expectancy. How many communication units do I expect to have? And it's just as
though a fellow invented time and waitingness in order to force people to communicate.
Waiting is so horrible, you see – and he can explain this thing to them, you see, that therefore
they ought to communicate more. Follow me?
You see, he invents waiting to make them communicate more. He says, “You see, this
is so horrible, you being down there at Bide-a-Wee Summer Camp for all three months, and
you didn't write me a letter? Those three long months you didn't write me a letter.” See, he's
invented the horribleness of waiting, and at that moment he has invented noncommunicational
track. He has invented time interval by saying it would – had no communication in it, but it
existed. And this is your first and primary lie on the track, and it leads to walls and things like
this. See how it is?
Well, he invents at once the communication and the time interval. He invents the fact
that she's going to write him. Maybe she can't write. Maybe she went to Vassar and she can't
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write, and so on. He doesn't take any of these things into consideration at all. He's invented
this letter, hasn't he? Has he? He's expecting a letter which isn't ever going to exist, so he
must've invented it. She isn't going to invent it. It isn't what is expected of her or anything
else. He has invented a letter. And then he invented the waiting period. And so we get the
interval, this silly looking picture of communication units per unit of time. But the time itself
is being expressed on a clock which is an invented waitingness. And we get this total lie:
mechanical time. And we get time as being the action of particles, the action of masses, an
action which takes place in spaces; and none of these things can exist unless one expects a
communication that isn't there.
It's not real hard to unravel this. If you look over it real carerully, you'll see at once
that both of these things are an invention: The communication unit is an invention, which we
agree upon and so it exists; the interval when there is no communication is invented by the
expectancy of the communication which is not answered. Get this very clearly, that the next
moment, by agreement amongst us, is invented way back somewhere – there is no way back,
you see – but it's invented by the fact that we agree it can occur.
Okay. I'm going to say something to you in exactly five seconds...
Now, what did you suppose, that something was wrong with my watch?
Audience: No.
Here, I was merely giving you a demonstration. But did you get that? Get the fact that
there's some oppression starts to enter in there. You got that? Well, that oppression is put
there by the fact that you were expecting a communication five seconds from there which
didn't occur. But here's the trick: The trick is that blank period – the blankness and the period
is an invented thing on which we have agreed. It's total invention. And it only exists anyhow
because of an expectancy.
We've invented an interval when there is no communication, and boy, that is – that's
an invention. That's a terrific invention. It leads to a whole universe, an interval in which
there's going to be no communication. First you would've had to invent the idea that there was
such a thing as a communication, you see? And then you'd had to invent the idea that there'd
be an interval when there would be no communication. And when you've got these two things
nicely boiling on the back burner, why, you're all set, then, to consider an existence and time
span.
And then for the measure of this time, there being no communication, you've got to
juggle some particles around to say, “Now, look. These two particles move from here to here
all during this time. And we get motion. Motion takes place in the absence of communication;
motion does not take place in the presence of communication.”
Let's look at it on a higher theoretical echelon. ARC, total ARC, gives you no triangle.
You see the affinity, that affinity sitting there? We've got everything coincident with
everything, haven't we. It's all sitting on the same spot. So we have no triangle, which is all
triangle. You see that? So, we're all sitting on the same spot very neatly, and believe me,
there's no universe.
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Now, the proof of this is an entirely different process. We ask somebody, “What
things wouldn't you mind occupying the same space you're occupying?” And boy, we start to
boot him right on up-scale on the affinity corner of the triangle, of course. Now, it is lack of
affinity, it is lack of communication; get the idea, see? Any thing we say about one corner of
this triangle, we've said about any other corner of the triangle. So when we have lack of
affinity for the environment, what do we have? We have a triangle there, anyhow, don't we?
We've at least got two things occupying different spaces, so there must be some lack of
affinity. So communication itself, in word form, must express some – to some slight degree,
coming way down scale from the – from the terrifically high theoretical. Just communication,
just talking to somebody, no matter in what friendly voice, is really a lack of affinity, and
demonstrates a lack of affinity. Do you see?
Now, this is so marked with some people at certain portions on the Tone Scale, this is
so very marked that they can talk together, two people can talk together for a very short time
and they wind up in an argument. You would say, “Well, now, here, wait a minute. This is a
violation of this triangle.” Here you have, you say, “This communication – the more
communication there is, the greater affinity there is.” Not necessarily true, because you can
invert on this darn thing, and you can actually get two people talking together in the
friendliest way and have them wind up in a screaming fight. You see how you could do this?
Well, that would be when the individual's expectancy of communication was “No
communication expected, thank you. I'm happy with these here particles and all of this
waiting time. This waiting time is fine. Wonderful stuff, this waiting time. It's just what we
need, more waiting time,” you know? Well, you don't – you don't quite click unless I say
“What we need is more havingness.” Havingness, waiting time; same difference. Same thing.
Mass, waiting time; same thing. You'll understand it much better if I say space, waiting time;
same thing. And don't tell me that space isn't waiting time. You ever had to drive across the
United States? Well, that's waiting time; that's waiting for it to – for an arrival to take place.
See, waiting time. Space equals – is waiting time. Particles, motion of, may move in
some uniform rate, but we don't care what uniform rate they move in, it's waiting time, you
see? Pyramid, waiting time. Packard car, waiting time. Buckingham Palace, waiting time.
When you get around a large amount of mass like Buckingham Palace, I'm sure that you
would be made to wait, too. Get the idea?
Mass, space, energy: communication lag. Communication lag: waiting time. So I've
been talking all this time about communication lag, which is simply absence of
communication. Well, when I'm talking about absence of communication, I'm talking about
space. When I'm talking about absence of communication, I'm talking about particles. When
I'm talking about absence of communication, I'm talking about mass. When I'm talking about
absence of communication, I am talking about clock faces, which of course are just particles
moving in space. Clock faces are particles moving at a uniform rate in space.
And in the absence of communication, and in the absence of affinity, in the absence of
coincidence, you get the goddamnedest universes all out of these two inventions: I expect a
communication; I'll invent a wait to enforce its arrival. You made me wait for this
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communication, see, so therefore you're a dog. So we have space, time, universes and so
forth.
If you can break down this ARC triangle you will see that it becomes no triangle,
whatever, as soon as affinity becomes total because no space exists with total affinity, total
reality, and total communication. See, we don't have a triangle; we don't have a universe
either. We don't have particles. We don't have masses. We don't have waiting time either. In
fact, we don't have any time at all.
But there's an inversion of this. Individuals trying to dramatize the truth of this get
down to the bottom triangle, which is an enforcement of the communication of the reality or
an inhibition of all, or some thing of the sort, and nothing is quite coincidence with anything
else, but boy, are they held tightly together. You see, you've got everything compressed.
Everything is gorgeously compressed. The distance is still there under terrific duress. And
there's the bottom of the triangle. Now, this sounds very odd, but there is no silence at the top.
See, there is no silence at the top. Silence is an invented thing, see? Silence is an invented
thing. You have to invent an absence of something to prove that the something exists. So
there is no silence in a totality of triangle, but boy, is there silence at the bottom. You see, we
go down scale, we run into silence.
Now, silence would be this communication unit per moment of wait in a tremendous
ratio. One fellow in one billion years has uttered one word in this space. Begins to look
awfully permanent, doesn't it, huh?
All right. Well, the tests of these things are: “Give me two things that could occupy
the same space, or “Something that you wouldn't mind occupying your space,” or anything
like this. You could go on processing in that direction and you'd get somewhere. There's
actually a faster way to get there. Faster way to get there; it's just on communication itself
Let's increase the number of communication units per the expectancy of the boy's bank. Well,
we'll just take the expectancy of his wait – you know, the wait – for granted. There's a lot of
wait there, and we'll see him dramatizing this. We say to him, “All right. Now, give me some
things you wouldn't mind having touch somebody you didn't know.” You know, some mild
process.
And he says – “What was the question?”
Now, what this boy's dramatizing is the waiting period. So, it means that his
expectancy of communication has been violated. Just doesn't mean any more than that. It
doesn't mean that he has a lot of time in his bank or it doesn't mean anything else. It doesn't
even mean that he has any real masses around. But it does mean that his waiting time, his
expectancy of communication, has many times been violated.
He went in and he said, “How are you, Mama?”
See, he expects this communication to occur, and it doesn't occur. In order to get
Mama to answer, he might even explain to her, “Do you realize that you're making me suffer
by standing there.”
Now, what he's done is a very simple thing. He's given over some of his responsibility
for communication, exactly 50 percent. He is only willing to occupy one end of the
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communication line so he is less pan-determined by 50 percent the moment he says, “How are
you, Mama?” and gets no answer. So his expectancy is that some other-determinism will
enter into conversation. This is an expectancy which creates masses and actually creates time
itself. Expecting somebody else to take part in his communication is 50 percent less
determined than taking part in both sides of the communication.
Could give you an example of that. It's an old Unit 1 demonstration. You have a fellow
sit in a chair and say “Hello,” and then go over and sit in the other chair and say “Hello.” And
then in the other chair, he says, How are you?” and goes over to the first chair and sits down
and says, “I'm fine.”
And the – a fast way to run this would be to simply have the individual stand there and
say, “How are you?” then have him go over and face the position where he was standing and
say, “I'm fine. How are you?” And then go back to the first position and say, “I'm okay.
How's tricks?” And have him go back to the first position – the second position again and say,
“Well, they're fine. How are your tricks?” You know, just any kind of verbiage that you could
throw in making him change these two positions, one against the other.
It has a considerable efficacity, but it does not bail out the preclear. See? I mean, he's
tremendously amused; he gets very relieved; it has undoubtedly great therapeutic value. But
it's slow freight because you're making him bust in, while he's at the lower part of waiting
time you see, into lots of communication and both sides of it. And he gets pretty confused
because he has a tremendous number of considerations he has to undo before he can do that.
A much faster method would be to have somebody sit down for ten hours of
processing and simply have him tell – tell you things he wouldn't mind occupying the space
he's occupying. And he goes on and does this. Now, you see, you have worked there the R
corner of the triangle, spaces you wouldn't mind occupying. But both of these methods – one
because R, reality, contrary to the expectancy of everybody in 1950, reality was not the key.
More people have come up to me and have said to me, “Ron, do you realize that the reality is
the most important corner of this triangle? You know, the way I look at it is that reality is the
most important corner, and the other two corners are, you know, just there to supplement
reality. And reality's really the important thing.”
I never bought it. I never made up my mind which corner was really the most
important corner. I might have skidded once in a while and said that possibly one was or one
wasn't, but the fact is that communication is the important corner.
Well, all of these processes have the liability that they don't hand out enough
communication per unit of waiting time, see? Now, the processes I was giving at the congress
will tell you rather rapidly – with the amount of masses that moved around and so forth – will
tell you rather rapidly that having something out there which chatters at you – and – you
know, you've got something that is talking almost incessantly, you know: “Hello, hello, hello,
hello, hello, hello, hello,” is violating this mass-waiting time ratio, you see. And boy, the
masses start flying in all directions, and the person's idea of what he can do per unit time
changes. I haven't taken any survey of the congress; I don't need to. But I know that
everybody who was there, and did run the process, had at least a small and mostly a fairly
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large change in the number of projects or activities in which they were willing to engage. Had
a change in this, you see?
Well, what changed there? The R changed like mad, didn't it? Reality did change.
Well, now, what would happen if you had a process that changed the R and the C at the same
time, and which gorgeously violated the A at the same time by giving people their proper
acceptance level of A? What is – what is the acceptance level of your preclear on affinity?
Real bum.
If you were to walk up to a preclear and tell him that you were very, very fond of him
and that you had a great deal of affection for him and so forth, he'd probably get upset. You'd
say, “You know, I really am very fond of you and I like you very much and...” and so forth.
He'd think something was wrong here, see? He'd assume this. He'd get embarrassed. This is
one of the first reactions he would have – just an emotional reaction.
All right. Now, we take over – we take a look at this – at this A and let's find the
proper level for A in this process, and then let's get an agreement going of one kind or
another, see, to get the R. And then let's throw lots of C to it. And if we did all these three
things at once we would theoretically have quite a process, wouldn't we? Theoretically. And
there is such a process. This process I gave you yesterday leads right straight to it.
Now, I told you to run it; I told you to run it in a particular way. Just have the preclear
invent some wrongnesses. I told you to run that in a particular way, didn't I? Well, actually,
that is a good test flight. Did you use that process on anybody? Hmm? You did. All right.
Now, that takes all three corners of the triangle and includes in it acceptance level, but
it has a difficulty when run in that fashion, is it can get hard on the preclear.
Female voice: I certainly did find that out.
Did you find that out? Well good.
Trying to give you some subjective reality. All right. Now, you understand that
“Invent some wrongnesses ...” Let's get – let's get real factual here. This would go up, straight
on up scale, just “Invent some wrongnesses,” because you've got some A, you've got your A
identified, but it'd be rough on the preclear because A, as distance enters into it, drops. See, as
distance enters into it there's less and less A, right? All right.
Absence does not make the heart grow fonder; it simply permits her to find another
guy. This is not – not a workable maxim.
All right. We get a faster entrance. Now, did you get subjective reality on that
process? You did. All right. We get a faster entrance into this process with “Make somebody
else, have somebody else or create somebody else invent some wrongnesses, right there.” It's
a faster entrance. And then you will swing, of course, into the other one. Wrongnesses
become fun after a while.
Well, now, did anybody have an automatic machine go brrrr and start inventing
wrongnesses like mad? Did you?
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Female voice in audience: No, but I had a preclear and she said, “My God, this is the
first time in my life I've had the privilege of making a mistake!”
Oh, yeah, yeah. That's right.
All right. Now, for a case that is having any rough time or difficulty at all I mean, with
processes, if you would just start it in – “Have somebody else invent some wrongnesses,”
you'll find out that you get a much smoother run at it. Why? Because you've detached the A's.
Here, let me see some hands here. Who did run this process on a preclear yesterday?
And who had it run on him – same way to?
Now, I want you to get a subjective reality on this because you'll see the modus
operandi of existence – very clearly. And the process, the indicated process for an entrance –
you've always got to do it the hard way, you understand – but the indicated process for an
entrance on a case that is having any real difficulty at all is “Have somebody else invent some
wronguesses.” And you will occasionally run into a machine – it's more than occasionally –
you'll run into a machine that is inventing more wrongnesses with the preclear than you could
shake a stick at.
Now, why has he got to have wrongnesses? That's so he won't close terminals with the
whole universe; so he'll have something to fight. Only he's gotten too good at it. A constant
flow of wrongnesses has been hammering and pounding him, lo, all these years. And he's
fought them all, and by resisting these wrongnesses, he has accepted them. That which ye
resists, ye shalt accept, indubitably, inevitably and horribly.
Now, something else that you will run into in running this process – I'm going to point
it out to you, because I don't want you to miss it – when a person is no longer permitted to
invent wrongnesses to hand out to his fellow man so as to keep space stretched apart and the
universe in action, he begins to represent them in solid masses, forms and actions. When he
drops from the permission to invent wrongnesses, he keeps insisting on it and wears them,
acts them and wears them. Get the idea?
A little boy, little boy walks up to his mommy... By the way, I was at a swimming pool
one day at a very swank country club and there were a couple of gay, gay, gay matron-class
couples there, you know. I mean the – not quite grown up enough to be older folks, you know,
and not young enough to be considered juvenile delinquents; just hanging in between. And
they had some kids and so forth, and they were in the gay, gay social whirl. I think you know
the kind: tremendously shallow people that go on doing everything because they're supposed
to do it, but it's the gay thing to do, you know. You know, they never have any fun.
Anyway, they were at this country club and they were having a little bit of sport with
me. One of them had accidentally found a copy of Dianetics and had probably picked it up
upside down and had tried to read it and had noticed something in it about prenatal. And was
saying, “This is the most nonsensical – we've disproved this years ago, you know,” and so on.
And this little three-year-old kid, little three-year-old kid was standing there looking very
serious about this and listening to this conversation, and started to frown a little bit. And
Mama ran on and on the subject. “Why, you know that a child can't remember anything at all.
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Now, Johnny, could you remember – you couldn't even remember yesterday, could you,
Johnny?”
“I don't know, Mommy. I remember when I was in-inside you, Mommy, and you
screamed at somebody and you hurt me, Mommy.” Eek! Kid was able to recall at that early
age a prenatal. Horrible violation of reality.
All right. Let's say this little kid got this hammer and pound of “You can't remember
that, you can't remember yesterday, and you...” Of course, now, I imagine he got it for the
next year or two “Now, Johnny, it's just a hallucination, you really can't remember that, can
you, Johnny?” this sort of thing.
You know what he'd do to communicate? He would wear the prenatal. You got that?
You got that? In other words, he's not permitted to say, “Mommy, when I was inside of you,
you knocked hell out of me,” see? He can't tell her a wrongness, so he wears it; and that's a
deterioration. That is the entrance of the waiting moment in the absence of the
communication, you see? So that we start to communicate in masses what we cannot
communicate straight as communication, see, so, that a mass becomes a covert
communication.
I imagine the fellow who invented and builds cars, let's assume he's one fellow just for
the fun of it, this fellow who invents and builds cars could be said – we could describe this
this way – is not permitted to tell people about automobiles. Got the idea? So he expresses it
in mass. When restrained from communication, you get mass. That's the mechanic of it, you
see? When expectancy of communication is there and then you can't communicate, you will
still communicate in mass. And if you're restrained from communicating too much, you're
liable to go mad and start communicating with bullets or something, you see what I mean?
You start communicating in masses. You get the idea?
So what is – what is this engram in restimulation? What is this advancing age factor
that people have? I mean, they grow older; this is nonsense, they shouldn't grow older. It's just
an insistence on the pact that they're old enough. Not “to what,” but they've had the first
twenty-one years of not being old enough, and they finally get so they insist on being old
enough. And this factor is so constant in society that they – you get a constancy of aging. Do
you follow me? You can – you can remember immediately insisting that you were old enough
or that you were grown up enough; you can remember this instantly, I'm sure, if you think it
over.
And what is this but representing in mass what you're not permitted to communicate.
So that we have a law – and I do mean it's a law – operating, is anyone who is representing
something in mass forms – has been prohibited from communicating it in any higher verbal or
thought level. So that anyone who is talking – such as I am talking to you, or you think I am –
actually has been restrained from communicating as a thetan to a point where he puts words
into MEST form. You follow this?
Any time you see a mass, you know that you have a restrained – of a communication;
somewhere there's been a restraint of communication. There's a chair: therefore, there's been a
restraint of communication somewhere. Get the idea?
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All right. So this preclear has a goiter, so we know there's been a restraint of
communication. You get the idea? You come along as a thetan and pick up a body and push
this body around, we know very well that you have been restrained as a thetan from creating a
body. But we know that you would have created a body only if you had been restrained in
communicating as a thetan. You get the idea? In other words, the body would be a protest
against being restrained in communicating. You see how this works out?
You could just take this as a law, see, that any time you see a space or mass, it must
have been preceded by a restraint of communication; just like that. Follow me? And the only
way people can keep spaces really stretched apart is by inventing wrongnesses so as to cut
down the affinity enough so that they can be separate from somebody.
The only way you could get an individuality would be to explain to somebody how
bad he was. Get the idea? You'd have to explain to somebody how he couldn't communicate
in some fashion or another in order to get him back there eight or nine feet away from you.
Otherwise you'd be occupying, to some marked degree, the same space he's occupying. But in
view of the fact that an individual can control his postulates when he's in pretty good shape,
he of course could occupy the other fellow's space with the greatest of ease, just like that, and
unoccupy it again with the greatest of ease. So is – therefore, you see why we want people to
exteriorize easily and not be afraid of interiorizing after they've exteriorized, so they'd be able
to go in and out of bodies with the greatest of ease?
Well, how would we accomplish this, to put them into a position where they didn't
have to push forward a mass every time they turned around? We would accomplish it simply
by reestablishing the number of communication units per waiting time, according to the
expectancy of the preclear. And therefore you audit fast; therefore you audit in terms of
communication. And because the individual's basic effort is to be separate and distinct, to
some degree or another, you could very well have this process, “Invent some wrongnesses,”
“Make somebody else invent some wrongnesses” solve all these purposes simultaneously.
Okay. I want you to examine this, because by examining it I am sure that you'll come
into a possession of – by auditing it, by getting it audited on yourself – you will come into
possession of more data about life and human behavior than you ever thought possible. But
more importantly, you will come into data as to how to regulate, control and live life than you
ever have before. Yes?
Female voice: Ron, would that fit in with the with the attempt to communicate with
God – no return of communication to the masses?
Sure. You're going to show him there's a mass there. You're going to show him there's
some space there, is the first thing you're going to show him. For instance, there's a restraint
on communication on the subject of religion, very definite restraint; I – you mustn't
blaspheme is the first, most obvious restraint. You mustn't say, “God's a bum” and you
mustn't build this and that. Furthermore, it restrains people from building images, which is –
they needn't have put that law in there at all. They couldn't possibly have gotten the law
obeyed. It never has been obeyed. People build images in religion constantly and
continuously, because they are restraining communica_tion. If you just said, “You must
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approach this God reverently” so forth and so on, you've just restrained communication to the
degree that sooner or later you're going to impose a lot of waiting time there.
Then in the absence of a direct communication from God, why, you're really in
trouble. Now, now we're really in trouble because he obviously doesn't think you're important
enough to talk to. If you believed somebody was there, ready to talk to you, and then didn't
talk to you, he must therefore be ignoring you. So your expectancy of a communication is
terrific, isn't it? So you get a mass. And so all churches, sooner or later, go into tremendous
masses.
Our idea, for instance, of a center for the HASI has to do with quite a bit of space and
very little in the way of very solid buildings. Enough to air condition, is about the extent of
the buildings. The idea behind its structure is that you have lots of space and darn few walls.
You get the idea?
Yes, Peggy.
Female voice: Ron, there is – there's a story written by one of the leading writers about
a woman who went out of communication with her lover; and she got fat and fat, and she got
to be 350 pounds.
Say, I have an interesting example of that; I have an interesting example of that. I
know of that happening, and never thought about it before. I wondered why this girl pushed
herself on up to almost 400 pounds. She did, though. She was a fairly slender girl, and in the
space of two and a half years of absence and no communication – which, by the way, she had
broken off – she had gotten up to this terrific weight and was trying frantically to reassert
these communication lines. Fabulous.
Yeah, that's right. That... that...
Female voice: One of Faulkner's stories. It's one of the big stories in the... She kept
getting fatter and fatter. She was a belle. She was slender and charming and beautiful. Then
she just got well up to 350 pounds in the story. He doesn't tell you why, but I mean, he starts
out by saying...
Well, we've gotten – we've gotten a tremendous insight into Freudian work. If a man
were to work on the sensation particle of sex, as a therapy, we would get nowhere. We'd just
get nowhere.
Therefore, we start to push around flows as such, you see? And a man can just... I
know this. We've set up a couple of little tests on this. But a guy can just push around flows
just endlessly. It's about the most fabulous thing you ever heard of. And they solve rather
rapidly in the presence of communication.
Well, all of these things are very very explanatory, very illuminative of exactly what is
going on. You – wait'll you run across one of these automatic “It's wrong” machines, though,
on some preclear. You might not have any present. If none have triggered so far, probably
none will.
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Female voice: That seemed to work two ways. In one case, there would be a
resounding repetition of resentments, inverted. And then the other way would be a complete
prevention of something that was in existence. Mm-hmm.
No, you'll watch these various shifts in tones, and the old communication – pardon me,
the old Tone Scale of Dianetics never behaved more reliably. There are some very
interestingly pat ways in which you can exactly reverse this process, that is to say, making
somebody else invent some wrongnesses and have the preclear invent some wrongnesses. It's
not terribly – it's not terribly vital that you follow this by rote, as I told you yesterday. They
get stuck and various peculiar things occur. It becomes too arduous. You get a – you've
actually run into a stuck flow. The easy way to get out of a stuck flow is simply reverse the
line.
Now, we take boil-off. Boil-off starts to occur, the actuality is all boil-off is, is a flow
going too long in one direction. That's all boil-off is. Here this fellow has been outputting his
mock-up around the society all day long. Naturally he's going to go to sleep for hours.
You know what you can do to conquer sleep? Just reverse the flows in which he was
engaged that day, with communications. And all of a sudden he'll be bright and wide-awake.
This sleep is your automatic process of so much outflow, sticks, sleep. And then it kind of has
a tendency to rebalance itself, and the guy gets up the next morning, too much outflow or
there's, for that matter, too much inflow and then, see, he would... But we know that the
person is asleep or is tired because he has engaged in too much directional flow. He has
outflowed too long or inflowed too long, and so he is sleepy.
Well, there's one of the most fascinating examples of this in my own life. When I used
to pound a typewriter at tremendous rates of speed, with great quantities of work, I finally got
on a stuck mechanical flow at this damn typewriter. And I was at a point one time, back about
36, I was at a point where actually, I could only write for about an hour before I had to lie
down. That was all there was to it; I would just knock myself out, just literally and actually,
write for about an hour and knock myself straight into a boil-off, see? I'd write for another
hour and knock myself into a boil-off, and write for another hour and knock myself into a
boil-off. I didn't know what the hell was wrong with me.
The number of communication units which I was putting out, actually, were terrific,
but these things were being put out in mass form. I was advancing masses, and I was shoving
masses out. You know, words, pieces of paper, symbols and so on, and of course, this made a
stuck flow to end all stuck flows.
I finally skipped it and went on a trip. And it's got rebalanced and so forth, and I didn't
pay too much attention to it. Started doing a lot of dictating after that, and that's much easier,
much easier.
But here's-here's an example of a stuck flow. Sleep and that sort of thing is from this.
Now, as far as the invention of wrongness, you possibly need a word on the mechanics of
running a technique. If your preclear is doing anything that you consider off-beat from what
you've said, you make him tell you what he has been doing. You will – this is understood, you
see. But to make him tell you every wrongness that he has invented or had something invent
out there in front of him is simply to cut down the actual amount of communication time and

9ACC

350

16.12.09

TIME

15

9ACC-16A – 4.1.55

make him verbalize it. You see that? In other words, you've cut down the amount of
processing you do by having him tell you everything of which he has thought. You follow
me?
But if you have the least, faintest suspicion that this boy was not quite tracking, you
would immediately bring him up standing by asking him, “Oh, all right” just
conversationally, you know, “What did you invent that time? Now, what did the person invent
that time?” and anything of this character, you see, which would make him then tell you what
had taken place. And if he hasn't been doing what you told him to do, you will run into the
fact that he has said... Here's the infallible sign: you've said, “All right. Have somebody else
invent some wrongnesses.”
All right. “What did the person invent?” And at this moment you get a comm lag. He
wasn't doing the process. You get where that – where the – the comm lag is there. Now, he
possibly is doing the process. You say, “Now, have somebody else – make somebody else
invent some wrongnesses.”
“Yeah.”
“Now, what did you have that person invent?”
“Oh, he in – “ see, “he invented some shoes that people wore on their heads.”
See? You see where the comm lag goes. The comm lag was in the actual invention,
not in the relay of it.
When you ask somebody to relay you a communication and he's been slow about it,
why, bat your ears as an auditor, because the possibility is this person is wool-gathering,
wandering, doing other things. Very often a preclear will get into energy chewing.
Stenographers chew gum, preclears chew energy. You know? He isn't going to get anywhere
chewing this energy. And he's got himself a fabulous, fabulous amount of off-track. You
know, he's not doing what you said.
And when this sort of thing occurs with a preclear, it's quite often that it's not been
malicious or willful on his part. He's just simply had a machine flip 'em, you know, or he's
just gotten too involved or he's – so on.
Now, on this boil-off, if your preclear started to boil off you've just had him invent –
let's go back to Self Analysis in Scientology, some of the remarks in
there
–
you've
simply had the preclear invent – you've had him make somebody else invent some
wrongnesses from in front too long. You know, he just starts going nyah. There's no sense in
wasting any time on boil-off at all; it's just simply the wrong – the flow has continued too
long in that direction.
Now, it is so thoroughly mechanical, the boil-off is so thoroughly mechanical, all
you'd have to do is have him make somebody invent some wrongnesses behind him. It's just
as simple as that. See, he – you had him have a person out here – it wasn't a mock-up or
anything; but just the idea of a person or a thetan or whatever you wanted to fancy up out
here, but it's better not to get too fancy. Just some idea coming in from here and inventing
some wrongnesses that – he's going to convince you that you had two left feet. That was what
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he invented, you see. And so – and then all of a sudden your preclear starts to look just a little
dopey and he's getting slow. It's another manifestation than direct comm lag; it's boil-off.
So, if we were to then say, “All right. Now, have a person behind you invent some
wrongnesses,” why, you'd find your preclear pick right up and become alert and bright. For
that reason, when I lecture to you, why, at the... It doesn't occur, by the way, if you're not
creating masses to amount to anything. When I lecture you for a short time and I feel myself
not particularly alert, I simply turn myself around as a thetan and use another face, and it
works exactly the same way. I'm actually flowing in exactly the opposite direction, but as far
as you're concerned, I'd be flowing the same direction. You see? I just turn around, and what
I've been using for a face faces the wall back there, you see. But then I start talking out, you
might say, through the back of my head.
Thank you.
(End of lecture)
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I look around and I see preclears who are getting hours and hours and hours of auditing. And then I get the same preclear – it has nothing to do with altitude, believe me, because
some of these preclears are antipathetic, they don't want to give up some of these pet
problems and they know damn well that I'm not going to give up on the subject as far as this
altitude is concerned, you see; so, if anything, they fight me a little harder quite often – and I
process these people for twenty minutes, twenty-five minutes, something like this, and all of a
sudden the guy can remedy his havingness and his perceptions are up and he's got sonic or
something like this, you see. And I look over the auditing history of this individual and find
out he's had quite a bit of auditing; and he's had quite a bit of auditing and remained static in
this state that he's in.
Well, then there must be a certain attitude toward the preclear, a certain freedom of action in the auditing which I'm giving – which is not off the record or is not off the processes
or anything which must have been lacking in this person's auditing. See? The auditing he was
getting must have been lacking something because look how many hours this fellow has been
ground on.
Now, it doesn't have too much to do, today, with intuition, but it has an awful lot to do,
today, with just plain orneriness on the part of the auditor.
Now, I can tell you, I can tell you endlessly, “Now you do this and you do that and
you do something or other.” But it might look an awful lot quicker if you simply knew the
theory and saw it in action. And this, very possibly, would be a much faster relay and no via,
see?
I was particularly struck with this because in the last couple of days I have audited local, that is, HASI preclears. And this is no criticism of auditors: the boys who did this did
quite a bit for the preclear. We're not arguing about this; they did quite a bit for these two preclears. But the weird part of it was is the obvious points on the preclear's case had not been
addressed, which is to say, we don't know what was happening, we don't know what was going on, particularly, with the auditor; but we do know that this preclear could not remedy his
havingness while exteriorized, see? And the complaint about this preclear was that he simply
had gotten exteriorized and his case hadn't advanced from that point. And he had been audited
for twenty hours with his case not advanced from that point, with no change of case. And I
thought this was a very curious thing indeed.
So I took the preclear and audited her for a relatively short space of time, just bingitybing. And I checked over the obvious things that a preclear should be able to do.
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By doing what?
By doing Route 1. All I did was standard Route 1. And before I'd ask this preclear to
copy anything half a dozen times, I was aware of the fact that this preclear could not remedy
havingness while exteriorized.
Well, of course, this person's case was hung up, see? The most obvious thing in the
world, see? And yet, evidently, for twenty hours nothing had happened.
Now, there are some other little things that we sometimes overlook. Although we have
Six Basic Processes, remember we've got four years worth of processing. There are all kinds
of processes on the track. And the basic axioms which appear in Advanced Procedure and
Axioms have not necessarily been departed from. The only stress difference between axioms
in The Creation of Human Ability and in Advanced Procedures and Axioms is the fifty, you
see, that have to do with the origin and structure of a thetan and the behavior of energy, and
the others – three hundred axioms, apply much more intimately to man in his conduct and
evolution. See, they apply much more intimately. And the principal difference is the fifty axioms in The Creation of Human Ability stress pan-determinism and the earlier three hundred
axioms stress self-determinism. Difference. Considerable difference in direction.
Nevertheless, this doesn't mean that the fifty axioms have now superseded and the Six
Basic Processes have now superseded each and every one of all these materials, so that we
have an old one called gradient scales, the old axiom on gradient scales.
And it kind of made my brains creak a little bit how anybody could have missed this
case. But I suddenly realized that I was doing it on gradient scales. I didn't tell this particular
person... Today we say, “Give the preclear wins.” Well by that we mean give him enough to
do so that he can win, don't give him so much to do that he will lose. Well, what is this but a
gradient scale? The basic behind that's a gradient scale.
All right. So I said to this preclear, “Be three feet back of your head. What are you
looking at?”
“Back of my head” is not an unusual reply, but certainly we have to ascertain this.
So I said, “Well, all right, copy it. And copy it. And copy it. And copy it.That's fine.
Now, how many copies have you got there?”
And she had all of her copies. Where? Pushed into the back of her head.
Now I says, “No. Let's get the idea now. I want you to put a copy alongside of the
back of your head. You see? And then a copy on the other side back of your head. And then a
copy a little bit further out. And then another copy on the other side over on this side. All
right. Now, can you do that? Now you go ahead and do that.”
“Oh, yeah. Well that was easy.” You see?
And I said, “All right. Now pick up one of those copies and eat it.”
“I can't,” she says.
“Oh,” I says, “Well, now can you consider that copy a pie?”
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“Yes.”
“Well, now take a small, tiny slice of the pie. Eat it.”
“Yeah.”
“Take a little bit bigger slice of the pie.”
“Yeah.”
“Eat it now. A little bit bigger slice. Okay, take the rest of that copy.”
“Okay.”
“Now take the next copy and eat it.”
“Okay.”
“Take the next copy and eat it.”
'All right.”
“All right. You got any more copies around there now?”
“Well, there's two sitting over here, left over.”
“All right,” I said, “clean those up. All right. Now what are you looking at now?”
“The back of my head.”
“All right. Copy it. Now where'd you put that copy?”
“I put it right over here.”
“All right. Copy it. Where did you put that copy?”
“Right over there.”
“All right. Copy it again. Copy it. Copy it. Copy it. Copy it. Copy it. Copy it.Copy it.
Copy it. Take two of the copies and eat 'em. Take ten of 'em and eat 'em.” Get the idea?
“All right. Now,” I said, “clean up anything you've got there now and put ten thousand
copies out in this room.”
She said, “That's an awful lot.”
“You don't have to count 'em. Just put ten thousand copies out there.”
She said, “All right. I did.”
“All right. Push them all together.”
“Okay.”
“Eat 'em all.”
“All right.”
Bong!
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The preclear's lines on the body which had been keeping the preclear from – no further
than two feet, you know, from the body all of a sudden let up and she went out there to about
hundred feet.
And I said, “Now make up a great big mass out here at a hundred feet. Now get in it.”
“Yeah,” she said, “that's nice.”
I said, “Okay. Eat it. Now make another great big mass. Get inside it.”
“Okay.”
“Eat it up.”
And we remedied havingness. But you understand that the basic theory of Remedy of
Havingness had not even vaguely been breached. But I wasn't necessarily using the exact
English to get this havingness remedied.
Why? Because I was trying to talk to a preclear who was not accustomed to Scientological terms. I was trying not to do more, you see, than get the preclear to do the exact action. I knew the exact action the preclear had to perform. Now, how to coax and by gradient
scale get this preclear to perform this action was the whole meat of the auditing session. Now,
that auditing session, that was only about ten minutes of this auditing session and her havingness was remedied. That is to say, she could do this because – pardon me, I did a little more
on that, and I said, “Make a great big mass now and just throw it the devil out of here. Get rid
of it. Make up another big mass. Throw it away. Can you do that?”
“Why, sure,” she says. “Another big mass. Throw it away.
In other words, remedy of havinguess is making them be able to accept and throw
away at will. It isn't just bringing in masses.
All right. This person's havingness was remedied. That is to say, this person could or
couldn't, you see?
“Now,” I said, “Invent some wrongnesses.” And knowing very well she must be stopping something, you know.
“Let's see, wrongnesses.”
This preclear, by the way, had a bad thyroid.
“Invent some wrongnesses,” she says. “Uh-umm-um-well, I could run around in this
room.” This was a wrongness, see. “I could run outside on the street and run up and down the
street. I could stand on the front porch and jump up and down. I could go out back and walk
around the yard.”
And I said, “What's your profession? What do you do in life?” And she says, “I am a
dancing instructor.” You get the idea?
And this person had an enlarged calcified thyroid. You see, the wrongnesses in her life
were the wrong motions people would make, until all motion had become wrong to this person.
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Naturally, the best way to turn off all motion would simply be to turn off that gland
which monitors motion in the body, which is the thyroid. That is the thyroid, that is its function. Now, you don't have to know that particularly. But this would have worked right on out
without anybody knowing anything more about this.
And “Some more wrongnesses. And some more wrongnesses. And some more
wronguesses.”
And she did it with just a little bit of comm lag, one way or the other, and she was
spitting them out at a vast and swift rate here in a very short space of time, you know. I mean,
in four or five minutes after I'd asked the question, she was spitting out wrongnesses without
comm lag. But they all continued to be in the band of motion, but they became sillier and sillier motions. Like: “I could run out front and jump a hundred feet in the air, see. I could race
all around the city screaming.” See, we were really getting things that are more agreed upon
as wrong. And “I could run from here to Detroit in the middle of summer.” And just this sort
of thing, just recalling what she was bringing up, more or less. All right. Then she says, “I
could sit still and worry,” as a wrongness.
I gave her three or four more times on the auditing question. And I said, “What's the
wrongest thing ...”
You know that's not proper English, but it's proper Scientology. Wronger, wrongest.
The dumbbells that invented grammar believe that wrong and right are absolutes and so they
cannot be modified: you can't have something that's more wrong. You can't have anything
that's more accurate either. I think that the boys that invented grammar were crazy.
And I said, “What's the wrongest thing you could do?” She says, “Make a misstep in
dancing.”
“What's the wrongest thing that one of your students can do?” And, she says, “Move.”
And she blew into a line charge on the thing and that was that.
And I, of course, said goodbye to her and – see, just this brief third of an hour, something like this. And I said goodbye to her. And of course, you understand this preclear was not
nutty, just working a little bit poorly. But I said, “Well now how's your thyroid now?”
And she said, “I don't know. I suppose it'll be all right. It's burning hot right now.”
Well now, of course, you might consider we should have continued the process. Well, I
merely had the precaution of having an auditor check up with her a few hours later.
Naturally when something starts to get rid of mass at a fast rate of speed, it's going to
get hot. Obvious. I didn't even ask her to clean it up.
Now there's an auditing session. Now, why couldn't that have been done, why couldn't
that have been done in the preceding twenty hours – because she exteriorized at the fifth hour.
Well, I ask you, ladies and gentlemen, what went on during those twenty hours if she
exteriorized during the fifth hour?
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Well, undoubtedly something went on. Undoubtedly some process was done which
was below the level of need of the preclear. You see that? So that the persons probably did
something like have her touch walls or something like that.
But, still, if you had an individual touch walls for twenty hours I can't conceive that it
would not make it possible for her to get further than two feet from her head.
We don't know what went on during these twenty hours, but they were chalked up and
the preclear admitted having been audited these additional twenty hours. But there were no
change in the case for twenty hours. I can't understand this. It's one of these incomprehensibles. So I'll just not try to understand it, I'll just say that it's an incomprehensibility and go
ahead and solve it as an incomprehensibility by, if possible, getting better object or demonstration instruction on auditing.
Now, it may be that a few years from now or. .. I will be very far from the world's best
auditor. I certainly hope this condition would exist. But right now I happen to be a pretty
good auditor and I know this because I keep picking up cases that are boggity-bog-bogging
and doing this and that and straightening them out fairly rapidly.
Now, all due respect to the auditing which is done around, I very often accumulate the
benefit of a lot of hard work on the part of an auditor. In other words, he gets in there and
slugs on Opening Procedure by Duplication for fifteen hours and then, like an engineering
officer I used to have, I suddenly pick up the case right about the time it was going to blow
anyhow, you see, and do something spectacular. Naturally something spectacular would occur
at such a moment.
But if this – this engineering officer I had, by the way, used to overawe the engine
room by going up and reading the instruction manuals of some piece of complicated machinery in the engine room and then bawling out the engineers for not knowing all the names of
these things, you see, which he had just memorized. And then he would forget them entirely
within twenty-four hours. I know because I bawled him out one day because he had been
bawling men out to this degree. And I said, “All right, now. You like to get yourself in that
position, go ahead and name the parts of that pump.” He couldn't do it, but he had just done it
the day before. And that was when I discovered he'd been going up to his room and quietly
reading the diagrams and getting all the anatomy of a piece of machinery right and then being
very superior, you see, to the rest of these engineers. And they hated his guts as you can imagine they would.
Well, I'm not trying to pull that here. Because people do get some spectacular and
amazing results.
But we do not have a single auditor trained anywhere – I am sure of this – who has a
proper idea of the length of time necessary to get a change. And I believe the auditor's intention, in terms of time, of how long it's going to take him to get a change or an alteration of
case is offbeat. He has gotten cautious. He started to – he took my estimate, which was based
to a marked degree either on my auditing or some research auditor's auditing, you see, and he
took that estimate; and we said, “Well, you could do this or that in two and a half hours,” you
see? And he went ahead and did it. We don't say that he did it right, but he did it for two and a
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half hours. And he did not get this same result on a preclear. He got a much quieter result.
That is to say, he didn't go as far. He obtained the same amount of change which was described, maybe, in twenty-five or thirty hours, if he continued it. But the possibility is that he
didn't continue it. So after that maybe he gets a slow look at a case. Maybe he gets the idea,
you see – there are a lot of ways this can come about – he gets the idea, “Well, you just keep
doing it for a long time and something will happen on that.” In other words, he evidently
doesn't expect change.
Well, now, if he doesn't expect change, he not going to get it. Because he's not going
to pay attention to it when it occurs. Get the idea? Supposing – because it would make him
wrong to get a change in a half an hour if he's expected to get this change in ten or fifteen
hours. And if it occurred in a half an hour, maybe he wouldn't listen.
And most of the cases I've picked up are in an interesting state of not having been listened to. Well, if the individual isn't listened to then he is put into an effect, proper. Instead of
being an origin of a communication he is made into an effect of a communication. And naturally, now and then, his machinery just opens up on him. It's just like opening up barrage and
salvo at the preclear from his own machinery. Now I'll give you a better idea of how that is.
The preclear says – he all of a sudden sees these big gold lights that start to sparkle out in
front of his vision, and seeing these big gold lights, he says – “Oooh!”
And the auditor says, 'And now touch your chair.”
Well, now, he's already been made the effect of something, you see – the big gold
lights – and he wants to now be an origin of a communication and he is not permitted to do
so. In other words, the two-way cycle of communication is violated and he is doubly made
into an effect. And he's liable to go further into apathy with a quick rat-tat of effect than
anything known.
Now, an example of this: A fellow struck once by a bullet is not so much upset. Let's
say he's wounded and he recovers. But how about this fellow that's struck once and he just
starts to get up again and he's struck again? He'll get real apathetic and lie down. Maybe both
wounds were superficial, but it was the fact that he was struck again.
You'll notice when running the prenatal bank – this is not the ideal state of affairs. One
doesn't represent it as the ideal state of affairs. This is just what happens and what occurs
amongst men. He gets an AA and he decides he'll rebuild – we can run this sort of thing, see –
gets an AA and decides he'll rebuild all like mad – the GE does – and he gets things kind of
patched up and another AA hits him. And he decides he'll rebuild, you see. And he gets things
kind of patched up and another AA hits him and he goes into apathy on it, and he makes, to
some slight degree, an unfinished mock-up.
The unfinished character you see in some people, you look at some people and you
say, “Well that person never finished.”
Well, it's just too much repetition of the same sort of shock. Well now, the reason for
this is a very simple one. He got an AA, didn't he? He didn't give anyone else one right afterwards, did he? Then he got another one, and certainly this time he didn't give anybody else
one. And he got another one and he.... You get the idea? He didn't do anything to anybody. So
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you've got an overt act-motivator sequence going here minus the overt act. In other words,
you've got motivator, motivator, motivator. So we have violated the two-way cycle of communication.
The way it runs and is nonaberrative is motivator, overt act, motivator, overt act, motivator, overt act.
Now, the possibility is that if he'd still – after three AAs – had still been able to do
something to somebody and it was intensely effective, then a distinct possibility there that if
he could have done it three times he would have made up for his two-way cycle of communication. You follow how this would be? I mean, he's got three strikes coming to him, now, and
he gets them. This is why your baseball teams shift sides every inning, you see? Each one has
three outs coming to him.
Well, that is the only hope in auditing. You can make up for the preclear a whole sequence of missing overt acts, you see? You can make up for him at any time you want and
they'll more or less slide into the proper places and the case will rebalance so that you get a
two-way cycle of communication going.
Processing would not work at all if this were not true; if you couldn't remedy the lack
of communication on the backtrack by communication in the auditing session. Well, remedying it in the auditing session is actually putting in the missing parts of the communication
formulas all down the track, so it can be done later. Mostly because there is no later. You understand? There is no such thing as earlier and later. So that you can remedy these overt actmotivator sequences imbalances or two-way cycle of communication imbalances anytime you
want on either side.
It's just the fact that we can stack up three and we get a tone change. We stack up
three, you see, and we get tone change. Now that tone change might continue and exist as a
waiting time right on forward, right up to the auditing session, and then all of a sudden we
give this fellow three overt acts in mock-up; and all of a sudden, bang!
Now, if you gave him fifteen or twenty overt acts in mock-up he can say, “Well, it's
just in mock-up,” and skip it. In other words, it's a much easier thing to do to remedy it in an
auditing session because the characteristic of pan-determinism is present. And the fact that the
person is pan-determining both sides now – he's working both sides – he does recover. You
get the idea?
What you're raising, actually, is the individual's pan-determinism; you re not just balancing two-way cycle of communication.
If you were just balancing two-way cycle of communication you would do it this way:
you'd give this individual the opportunity to give three AAs, you see?
And the oddity is, is that won't work because the characteristic of pan-determinism is
absent. See? He's picking out something else for his randomity.
Dramatization, then, what they used to call in some complicated subject or other – I've
forgotten the name of it – abreaction of hostility. We let the fellow dramatize madly and get
rid of his hostilities by this and that and he felt much better.
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And believe me, the workability of this is very faint indeed. That's because the characteristic of pan-determinism is absent. He's again, chosen out fifty percent of his environment,
you see, to control and fifty percent to attack. He's again started a new division of determinism. One is separate from his environment but is able to control it. By the way, separateness is
an interesting thing there. An individual says, “Yes, I'm separate from that wall. I'm separate
from that. I'm separate from this. I'm separate from something or other.” This is not injuring
his pan-determinism: he can only monitor things which he can be cause toward.
All right. As we look this over, we find auditing itself is done much less rapidly – getting right back on the subject we started with here.
Now let me tell you about this other session. An individual – of course, we admit this,
that he was audited under – earlier audited under considerable duress and he was not in very
good shape but – while he was audited a series of emergency assists. But I picked up this case
and audited him for a couple of hours on two different days, that is to say I audited him an
hour one day and an hour another day. And I found this individual had been asked by his
auditor to remedy anchor points and fix up things. He didn't have any kind of reality on these
anchor points, you understand, and he went ahead and floundered around and adjusted anchor
points in a sort of a dazed sort of a way. And actually, he was permitted to have enough loses
so he kind of lost faith in Scientology. The boy has a broken jaw, you know the case.
All right. I made it my first business in this case to bump his reality up the line. Well,
how'd I do this?
Well, there's one way to do it, is you can generally see what you can create. If you
know definitely that you can't create a body you won't ever see one. If you knew it
completely, that you couldn't create a body, you would not be able to see one. If you know
definitely that you can't create machinery to run and remember and think and so forth, then
you won't be able to see that machinery. What you can't create you can't see.
What you can see – you still must have, in order to see the wall at all while exteriorized, you still must have some sort of an idea that you can create the wall. The visibility of the
wall depends upon your ability to create it to some slight degree. That is, on a lower scale to
monitor it or control it. You know that you could possibly get a hammer and knock the wall
down or you could at least put dents in it, you could mark it up with a crayon, you could do
something with it, so you can still see the wall.
The wall starts to disappear when you are not permitted to change it in any way, shape
or form.
I dare say there have been fortifications in the past which have been sitting straight out
on the plain, which were such splendid fortifications which refused to be dented or affected to
such a degree that people, knowing well that they could not make another such fortification,
stopped seeing it entirely. And we sort of got a castle in the cloud effect, you know? They
might still run into it, but they couldn't see it.
Now that's a reductio ad absurdum, you see, I mean that's a stupid length.
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Theoretically, if you believe so completely that you couldn't create or control something, if you just knew that you couldn't create or control something, it would, very markedly,
disappear. Therefore, you can communicate most easily with those things that you know you
can create.
A story is a lot of fun to you if you know that you could create a story. Get the idea?
It's much less fun when you don't feel that you could create a story.
All right. So much for that. That's just your old cycle of a physical universe. That's all.
Create-survive-destroy. And that fits into perception very neatly, and is possibly a new angle
and a new curve on this, but it simply fits in in remedy of havingness. That's all.
If an individual can remedy the havingness of something, he must feel that he can create it to some degree. You see? Another way we go about it.
The slightness of ability to create something is fantastic. I mean, just some slight, tiny
feeling that you can create something or change it around permits you to see it. But when
that's all gone: he won't see a thing.
That's why machinery disappears. The individual forgets it and doesn't create it anymore and it's set up to run forever and all that sort of thing. And he doesn't see it.
We're stretching a point and it's a rather – an obtuse point. But it happens that it works.
This individual had lost his feeling that he could create any part of the physical environment. In other words, he'd really been knocked down. He'd really been knocked down.
More than physically. He'd just been knocked flat in all directions. Freud would have been
quite interested because sex was all tied up in his having been hit, you see? Sex was tied up in
this, there was a woman involved. So this, of course, would knock down creativeness and so
forth. He was being inhibited from advances or something of the sort. We don't care. Freud
would have been interested in this.
Well, we could drag a tremendous number of significances out of this. But the whole
point is, is boy, it sure looked unreal.
Well, now we say the world was very unreal. That would mean, also, that he was not
being permitted to communicate with it. And let's get a lot simpler about this. Let's forget
about the cycle of communication for the moment and recognize that if he was being inhibited
from communicating with the environment, he would not be able to see the environment, or
feel that it had any reality. In other words, we drop the C on the ARC triangle – you know,
inhibited communication – and we'll get inhibited reality, won't we? Is that a good simple
explanation for it? All right. What would you think of some guy that had been hit hard
enough, you see, to break a jaw? Boy, he's sure been thrown out of communication with his
environment, hasn't he? Hm? He sure has been, hasn't he?
Well, if this is the case – you know, you're going to give him a blow, the environment's going to strike him, he's probably still stuck in the engram, you know, all this kind of
thing – why, he's not going to communicate with it. So his reality's real bad. And we ask this
individual, as an auditor, to adjust his anchor points. Obviously, if he adjusted his anchor
points well enough his broken jaw would go bing! This is an interesting fact; it is demonstra-
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ble. But his reality was so poor that how could he possibly adjust an anchor point? Because an
anchor point, Lord love us, is darn near completely invisible anyhow. You get the idea?
So we just plain have to do all sorts of things about anchor points with the idea of remedy of havingness and creation of them, and we'd have to fool around with this quite a bit
before we finally got to a point where he could see some anchor points.
Now this is the most elementary thing in the world: remedy of anchor points. It was
covered in Advanced Clinical Course Units much earlier at some degree. And then, I don't
know just why we don't cover them this heavy again – it certainly has not dropped in importance – because if you're going to patch up somebody's mock-up you certainly better know all
about anchor point structure. Because the electronic structure of the body is a series of anchor
points and when these things get out of place, the fellow's in a horrible mess. And they get out
of place when energy imbalances are set up. And once the anchor points of the body are out
of place – by the way, you could also call them subbrains. They're talked about in Advanced
Procedure and Axioms as subbrains. They're not subbrains, they're anchor points.
So that at each point of the body where you've got a bending joint, for instance, there's
a big gold ball in there. See? And, here of course, in the mandibles you've got a tremendous
number of anchor points. Look at the amount of motion in the vicinity of jaws.
Well naturally, his anchor points must have been pretty badly messed up. So what did
I have to do?
I just had him mock up things and remedy havingness. First step.
I was astonished to discover that no auditor had worked on this individual so that he
could remedy havingness while exteriorized. This boy was exteriorized, see. Fantastic. Here's
two cases in a row where nobody has really gotten down and worked on the remedy of havingness with this preclear, see, while exteriorized. He couldn't remedy havingness worth a
nickel.
But I had him up there, real quick, on the subject – maybe ten minutes – and he was
remedying havingness and he was throwing away anchor points and he was pulling them in
and he was starting and stopping avalanches and automaticities – avalanches, you know.
Automaticity. A fellow starts to pull in a little havingness, you know, and all of a sudden,
swoosh, and he starts to get the works: machines turn on.
Of course, the way you handle that is just have him mock up more anchor points and
enforce the flow. Have him mock up more anchor points and throw them into the flow. More
anchor points and make it flow faster. And then gradually stop it. And then stop it. And then
start it. And then stop it. And then start it.
Control is start-stop-and-change. You're trying to get the preclear to control
something, just remember that.
So have him start it and stop it. And then change the color of the anchor points, see.
Just to get a change in there, you see. And then turn it around and make 'em flow outwards.
And in this case an avalanche outward started in a very short space of time.
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So we threw more anchor points in going out, see. And I had him throw more anchor
points going out and more anchor points and more anchor points. And finally he was making
'em go out faster. And then I had him stop 'em, start 'em. You know, slow 'em down –
gradient scale again – then stop 'em, then get 'em started again, then speed 'em up, then slow
'em down, then stop 'em. And then change their color. And start 'em again. And the next thing
you know, boy, he was handling anchor points like one of our auditors who was a famous
juggler in England handles Indian clubs. I mean, there's just nothing to this, wham! wham!
Anchor points? Oh, man, there's nothing to this. And this was about a half an hour's work,
about half an hour deep in the session; this was the first session.
Then I had him mock up an electronic structure for a body, totally independent to the
body. He didn't have any idea what he'd mock up there, but he mocked up something. And I
said, “Okay. Now let's eat that up. And let's mock up another electronic structure for the
body.” I said, “Put it back of the body there someplace. Put it way away from the body.”
“Okay. All right.” That was all right with him. So he puts it way away from the body.
And I – “Well, throw that one away.” See? Get rid of stuff; be able to accept it.
“An electronic structure again. Only this time make it the biggest structure you could
think of in terms of a body. You know, just a huge electronic structure.”
Oh, and he had gold balls and – notice, as an auditor, I didn't tell him what the electronic structure should look like, didn't describe it to him any. But he had gold balls and wires
and little gears that he had dreamed up all by himself; you see, and transformers and resistors.
He was getting into MEST universe-type electronics. But he threw that away.
And I had him mock up another electronic structure for the body, which was much
bigger. And then condense the whole thing and wreck it. And throw that away. And then
make up another electronic structure and throw that away. And I did this for about ten
minutes. And we had more darn electronic structures, fragments of; lying around there. Well,
we mopped up the whole area. And I says, “Now you take another look at the anchor points of
the body. Well, find one.”
“Oh,” he says, “you – there just wasn't anything like that around the jaw.”
I said, “Who told you to look around the jaw?” I said, “Look around the body. Now,
does your right arm feel pretty good?”
“Yeah. It feels fine.”
“All right. Find one in your right arm.”
So he goes running down the right arm, looking around, you know. He says, You
know, there's big gold balls right at the joints of the right arm at the elbow.” He said, “That's a
funny looking thing: a big gold ball.”
Now this individual had been asked to adjust the GE anchor points before by an auditor. But the auditor had not gotten him into a situation where he could see 'em or where he
could handle energy. Now, in order to see anything you'd certainly better be able to handle the
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energy connected therewith and be able to create it and push it around, you know, and you
can see it fine.
All right. All right. Very short space of time, why, he had a pretty darn good idea –
just looking over the body – what these anchor points were all about. And then I had him
throw a whole shower of anchor points into the air in front of the body.
He says, “Gee, that was fast.” “What was fast?” “Well, they all went into the jaw.”
Naturally, you get anchor points flowing around like this every time you've got an anchor
point or two out of position. One of the more fabulous things.
So I said, “Well, where are they going?” “I don't know.” I said, “Well, throw another
cloud of 'em up there.” So he did. And they all went someplace. “Well, where are they going?” “Well, I don't know. I can see a little better though.” What's he doing?
He's remedying the havingness of an anchor point now, see.
“Another cloud of 'em. Another cloud of 'em. Another cloud of them.” And he says,
“Well, I got an anchor point there. There's one that's out of position or something; it's sitting
there on my chin.”
I said, “Well, that's fine. Grab hold of it and push it into position.” “Won't go. Won't
go.”
Well, I ran something else into anchor point processing, just on the spur of the moment. And I said, “Well, invent something wrong with your face.” Maybe I was being too
specific, but this sure worked.
And so he starts inventing something wrong with his face. And inventing something
more wrong with his face.
See, we just skipped anchor points at that moment. He'd had a little bit of a lose so I
didn't know a gradient scale I could get lower on rather than maybe have gone on and had him
remedy the energy area where the socket was. There must be something in that. But instead of
doing this I said, “Invent something wrong with the jaw.”
And as usual he did not invent anything, he simply started telling me what was wrong
with his jaw.
And so I stopped him and I said, “Now, listen to the auditing command: Invent something wrong with the jaw.” And I had to repeat it about five times before he finally got this; so
fixated was he on the idea that there was something wrong there, you see?
Well, he got off of this. And then he started to invent two or three things and then he
finally says, “Well, it's got anvils around there instead of anchor points.” And I said, “Well,
that's fine. All right.”
We just got the comm lag out of it, see, and we kept on with the exercise for a moment
or two just throwing up clouds of anchor points and letting 'em go where they would, and
throw up a cloud of 'em and let 'em go where they would.
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And I said, “Get that jaw anchor point... Now, get that chin anchor point there. Now
push it back in position.” “Well,” he says, “it doesn't want to go.”
“Well,” I said, “look where it is going to go.” Which is probably what I should have
done in the first place. “Now, look where it's supposed to go. Now, what's in there?” He says,
“There's another anchor point in there.” I said, “Well, all right. Pour fifty or sixty more anchor
points in there in a hurry.” So he did.
And he cleaned them out. I said, “Clean 'em up now. Get all those anchor points out of
that hole that that anchor point belongs in. Now move the anchor point in there.” It went in
there, click! “Gee,” he says, “that's ... that's .. that's there.” He says, “You know, it sort of
knows where it belongs.”
And I said, “No.” And so I said, “Well, now look around the jaw there and see if you
can find more about anchor points.”
And he says, “Well, you know,” he says, “that there's an awful big black – there's an
awful mass of energy around the break. Big mass of energy.” And I said, “Well, who's it belong to?” “Oh, it belongs to me.” I said, “Well, that's fine.” I said, “Pick it up and throw it
away. “Won't move.” Belong to him, huh.
So I said, “Invent something wrong with your jaw. Invent something wrong with your
jaw. Invent something wrong with your jaw.” You know. You know. Just more and more because I was trying to get his jaw back into place.
I suppose this is just a frailty as part of an auditor. I should have simply gone on and
stressed up his capabilities and pushed him on along the line. Except for this: He was being
hounded by a doctor to operate on this jaw again. And I was kind of racing with this. So I got
specific. His attention was on there anyhow.
So all of a sudden the mass of energy turned into his father's face, cabango! And then
jumped out in front of him. Automaticity entirely.
So we just had his father jump out in front of him two or three times and so on. And I
said, “Now,” I said, “let's take a look at this jaw.” You know. 'And throw that away. Now take
a look at this jaw. Is there any black energy around there?” “No. There's no black energy.”
I said, “Well, now, let's take a look and see if there isn't an anchor point around there
somewhere.”
“Yeah. There's a little one.”
“Well, that's fine. Let's mock up some anchor points and throw 'em at it.”
“Oh,” he says. He says, “It's gettin' bigger. It's gettin' bigger. It's gettin' bigger.”
“Throw some more at it.”
“It's gettin' bigger!”
“Throw some more at it.”
“You know,” he says, “it's bigger than my head.”
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“Well, throw some more at it.”
“Okay,” he says.
I said, “Where does that belong?”
Long pause, and he says, “It belongs out in front of me someplace.” Out in front of
him.
You know the body has some enormous anchor points which belong way out in front
of the body and on which a person depends for his balance. There's a couple to the right and a
couple to the left, see? These huge anchor points are way out in front of the body. And here
was one of these anchor points inside the guy's head compressed down into this jaw. Give you
an idea of how far off this structure could be. Huh! We got it out there and got it into position
by mocking up some energy in the place where it belonged, you see, and throwing that away.
And we finally got it adjusted into place. Clank!
And I said, “Well, where are some more anchor points around there?” And just with
this same process, you see. “Throw up a cloud of anchor points. See where they go. What's
there? Where is the anchor point? Pull it out. Try to move it into place.” “Won't go into
place.”
“So mock up some anchor points in the place where it's supposed to go. Throw those
away.” You know, clean up these flows and then get this anchor point in there.
And all four front body anchor points of this boy were inside his body! One was inside
his jaw, two were in his chest and one was in his stomach. How this boy could walk – I noticed he was weaving a tiny little bit – but how he could walk with any balance at all must
have been simply willpower because this is what the body depends on. You can, by the way,
it's quite curious if you were sailing down the street exteriorized and you take a look at somebody, you look over his anchor points, you'll find those big wing anchor points. They're way
out there, great big gold balls way out in front. You can take one of these – one of this guy's
anchor points, you know, in front – and pull it sideways and he'll start to walk in a circle without knowing why he's walking in a circle. And you push it out of position and he'll start to
lean. Oh, it's a very obvious sort of structure.
Well, anyway, the hour came to end, finally, with all four of these anchor points, wing
anchor points, back into place, but without entirely cleaning up the jaw, you see.
But I'd improved his reality, he felt very good now, he felt fine. But he was still fixed
with the idea that he had to have his jaw operated on. And he suddenly realized that he had
been figuring all the time he had been audited – for an assist and everything – he had been
figuring right straight along the line in this fashion, that he was going to get audited so many
hours and then he was going to have an operation. He was going to be audited so many hours
and then have an operation. And this was the consideration and the postulate. And right there
at that moment he was entirely stuck with this idea.
Well, he came back the next day for an hour's auditing and I chased him around. He
still felt fine. I chased him around a little bit, gave him a little tiny section of a Grand Tour,
checked up, made sure his havingness was in good condition. You know, just checked him
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over, spent about five minutes doing this, and then I ran him forward on the time track to today at two-thirty when he was going to be operated on and had him go entirely through the
operation. Then entirely through the second operation and then up to the time when he was
going to get well; this is about three or four months from now.
Now, this is Dianetics 1950, no more, no less, isn't it? But it's Dianetics 1950 with a
curve. Here's an individual who's got something on the future time track and just Q and A.
Well, he's in pretty good shape, he can run, he seems to be stuck with this, this is an immediate problem and so we do something which is entirely in keeping with processes, but something that's just a little bit different, and very old, really antique.
We run the future engram. And do you know, he had the awfulest time running it.
They had the awfulest time getting his jaw into place in the operation. First he had a hard time
going under, then they had an awful time getting his jaw in place in the operation, and then
they had.... And then all the little ligaments as he went forward on the track, they all... you
know he says, “There's just so many of them, it takes so long to heal.” Fabulous, see, I mean –
works it all out. And so we kept running this and we ran it about five or six times, fairly rapidly. It didn't take very long, maybe fifteen minutes to run this five or six times all the way up,
and all of a sudden he was going through it with great ease. Not just saying, “I've gone
through it,” you know, and then open his eyes. He was coming back to present time every
time.
And then I took him back to the time when he got socked. And I ran him through that,
and he couldn't get it, and he couldn't get there, and boy, he was the most lost soul you ever
saw in your life. Took him back to the moment he got socked. Dianetics 1950. See, this was
nothing else but. Just pure engram running and nothing else.
Then Dianetics 1951. Of course, I was just trying for a fast result and effect, and to
hell with the text, see. Dianetics 1951, but all these are in the text one way or the other.
Running future engrams we've done that. And overt act-motivator sequence; couldn't get him
to get hit. So I took him back the moment before the blow and had him pulverize his assailant
in mock-up. Parked him on the track the moment before the blow and had him start beating up
the guy who had beat him up. See, overt act-motivator sequence. And we had him do this
several times and he finally with great satisfaction says, “You know, that time I broke his jaw,
I broke his arm, I killed him and he's lying there,” and so forth. And he said, “Maybe I
shouldn't have done that. That's too violent.”
So, I had the guy kill him a couple of times, similarly, by beating him up and have him
kill the guy several times more. Didn't take very long to do this. And then I started him back a
moment before the blow and told him to run on forward through all major incidents to present
time. Just run it as an engram, you see.
He went right straight up to the blow in the next ten seconds. And the engram exploded in his jaw.
I've had this happen very rarely, but every once in a while it will occur. An electronic
explosion of the entire engram will occur. Well, that's how tight that engram was in his jaw
and that's how tight he was to this situation.
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Here's an unusual assist, you see. He was so tight to it and the energy in it was so compressed that it was just like plutonium, get the idea. It was completely unstable. And after
we'd run overt act-motivator sequence for a little while, we got an actual explosion. This is
not even desirable, it's just a freak, you see. I'm just giving you a freak phenomenon that
occurred. But that was all there was to the engram of the fight. If that explosion hadn't
occurred, I simply would have run it many more times. You know, just run through it, major
incidents, major incidents. Almost a scan through, you know, fast. Relatively fast with the
major incidents and so forth, making him work his way on up and bring him to present time
and stabilizing him there with a little 8-C type “Find the floor, find the chair, you in present
time? All right.”
“I'm in present time.”
“All right. Go to the moment just before you've been hit. All right. You got that? Now
run on forward through the major incidents to present time.” He'd finally open his eyes and
say, “I'm here.”
By the way, the old phenomena of the guy saying, “Yes, I'm in present time.” He's just
run this arduous engram, you see, which is way back on the track, days or years, he's just run
this death, or whatever you call it, and you say to him – you haven't erased it yet, but you're
bringing him to present time – and you say, “Now, come to present time.”
And he says, “All right, I'm here.” Where is he?
Female voice: There.
He's there, that's right. But finally when he came through to present time the last time,
it took him about five seconds, see, to get through to present time, see, here he was in present
time again.
Now I says, “Pick it up from the moment before you got hit, and run it into the future,
from there clear into the future for about six months.” Of course, he's six months in the future,
remember.
“All right, come back to present time. All right.” “Yeah.” I said, “How is it?”
He says, “It's the funniest thing,” he says, “I've changed my whole attitude about this
entire thing.”
“Well, you feel good about it? You feel bad about it?”
“You know, I don't feel any way about it.” He says, “This is nonsense, you know. This
whole thing. You know,” he said, “I get awful worried over nothing.”
You know, this is typically the preclear telling you it was the Bromo Selzer, almost.
He'd been worried over nothing.
I said, 'All right. Let's take a look at those jaw anchor points.” “Oh, brother,” he says,
“there's an awful lot of them out of position.” I said, “Well, snap some of them in.” He did.
Straighten up some of this stuff around the jaw. And the hour was coming very close
to a close. I could only audit him an hour. I had people standing outside the door like mad.
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And he says, he says as he... “Gee, you know,” he says, “it's going to take a little while to put
this into shape.”
And I said, “Well, all right.” Now, I said, “We can hit it again in another session. And
straightened him up and chased him around, and gave him some change of space and remedied his havinguess and found present time real good, and stabilized him and straightwired
the session slightly, and so on.
And he was still telling me, “You know, I feel entirely different about this whole
thing.” He said, “It's just amazing,” he said, “how seriously I was taking all this,” and so on.
I said, “Well, they've been telling you you have to have an operation tomorrow, and
you can go ahead and do what you please about it.”
And I just left it there. At least if he has the operation, he'll have no complications
from it. But it's too bad that we didn't have another hour or so on the thing because we would
have boosted his jaw back. Now, if he didn't get operated on at two-thirty today, or he doesn't
get operated on at two-thirty today, give him another hour's auditing, we'll get enough of
these anchor points back in position so the jaw will snap in.
He finally realized the reason the jaw was out of place is because it was being held out
of place by large energy masses. It was being held bodily out of place. But more important
than this, much more important than this, is the fact that a positioning of an anchor point
down the arm – let's say let's position an anchor point way down the arm here; we can make a
guy drag an anchor point down the arm – he can bend the bone at that point. You aware of
this?
This is one of the more horrible sights which a guy can engage on. This guy has to be
in terrific shape. The bones, what you consider to be the great realities of structure, are dependent utterly upon the created space of these anchor points, you see. And what we consider
to be reality is the most monitored thing you ever saw in your life. It's very easy to monitor.
But I discovered after the session that this individual had an erroneous idea concerning his
potentialities. He actually thought that he would have to – and before he could repair a little
old dinky thing like a jaw dislocated – he actually thought he'd have to mock up and unmock
such things as an ashtray at will so everybody could see it before he could tackle a bone.
Now, I don't know where in hell he got such a dizzy idea. There is nothing easier to handle
than a body. Nothing easier to handle than a body part. You don't have to be able to mock up
the Empire State Building and furnish it a will so everybody will agree it's there before you
can fix up one of your hangnails. And he had been waiting on an ability on his part to do such
things as mock and unmock ashtrays before he thought he could handle a jaw. Just a piece of
misunderstanding of the grossest kind.
Well, it couldn't have been such a misunderstanding if he all of a sudden spoke to me
about it. The auditing itself unraveled this concept to a marked degree.
Now, I don't know whether I'm going to audit this fellow again today or not, see, because he's being hounded by several people to get that jaw operated on and slashed open and
done this and that. And he is in the unfortunate position of having been PDHed by the doctor
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who struck him during the first operation. But we didn't work on this particularly but it must
have cleaned up rather markedly.
Now, we're not even curious as to what decision this person made. Remember, it's his
jaw. We are talking, though, about this oddity, that this man has been audited for two hours
and has been pushed well on his way toward Operating Thetan.
Well, then what are we doing in terms of time? On both of these cases when I first laid
my hands on them they were unable to remedy havingness, and yet they'd been audited many,
many, many, many hours. Remedy havingness while exteriorized, you see.
There are just certain things that a thetan has to be able to do. These are contained
quite markedly in the Six Basic Processes. Do you know, somebody exteriorized should be
able to go over and touch a designated spot on a wall. Do you know that? That's 8-C for an
exteriorized thetan. He should be able to do this. Of course, if he can't do that it means that he
doesn't feel he can create the wall. He feels that he mustn't be the wall. You know, he has a lot
of oddities here. But it still remains that there are just certain basic things he has to be able to
do. He has to appear and disappear at will. He has to be able to mock and unmock energy. He
has to be able to perceive actual things and it's not very tough, I mean, it's just a little list that
he has to be able to do.
I guess we could fool around with him for a long time without remedying his ability to
do these few little things. The few little things he should be able to do are contained in the Six
Basic Processes. He should be able to engage in a two-way communication and so forth.
If you ever got an exteriorized thetan to engage in a two-way communication, of
course you have an Operating Thetan. That's the end of that. It's no wonder that he is so
dumb; nobody has talked to him for an awful long time. No wonder that he doesn't speak. No
wonder that he doesn't hear well. This is not an oddity. He's just been out of two-way
communication.
Now, what I've been talking to you about possibly comes to some of you as a shock of
“My God, how much do I have to know in order to work Scientology?” Well, you don't have
to know very much. The truth of the matter is you're being overburdened by what you don't
have to know. See, there'd be tremendous quantities of things you don't have to know that you
probably think you have to know. The things you have to know are very few. And that's why
we're giving you the Six Basic Processes as a little side course as we go through this, just to
show you what these things are, what they amount to.
But here is auditing in operation; that's what I've been talking about today. But of
course I've been talking about auditing at a fair level of optimum. The process thrown in at
the exact moment necessary to produce the result, the preclear going on winning and two-way
communication being continued the whole time up the line, the preclear being led by speed,
not being able to relax for one second, no waiting time in the auditing session at all, all communication 100 percent, which in itself would blow hell out of his track, see. And here is a
certainty on the line.
Now, there's one point in all these auditing sessions I haven't mentioned and that is the
fact that the boy, the second day when he came in, was still hanging up on his other auditing
session. That is to say he wasn't stuck in anything, you know, but he had changed his consid9ACC
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erations but not all the way. And he had become to some degree cocky, and he felt better. And
he felt like king of Earth, and so forth. So I started the session by arguing with him. I said,
“You know, you go and get operated on.”
And he says, “Well, I know that.”
And I said, “You know that's the right thing to do?”
And he says, “No, I don't know that's the right thing to do.” He says, “It's not the right
thing to do.”
“Well,” I said, “well, you do know that you have to go get operated on.” So I said,
“There's really no sense in my auditing you.”
“Oh, yes there is,” he says.
“But you're just going to go get operated on,” I said.
“And no-oh, well, yes, I am. I know that – no – I ...” Unsettled him a little bit on his
prime postulate that he had made on this.
And then I said, “And besides,” I said, “your ability as a preclear is very poor. 'Now
that's something you wouldn't say ordinarily to a preclear. And he said, “It is not.” I said,
“Yes it is.” I said, “You can't mock up and unmock ashtrays, and you can't do this and that.”
Got him – actually got him fighting me just a little bit, see. I got his attention off the
outside world and got him fighting me just a little bit and then I went into two-way communication with him and we got right to work. He had no time to maunder. He already knew I was
sitting there. I kind of kicked him around a little bit, you get the idea, right at the beginning of
the session, because I saw – but I did that again merely because of an observation he was sort
of hazily fixed on something he had been doing just before he came into the session, you see.
He was elsewhere fixated, and he was a little bit fixated someplace else, so if he's going to be
fixated anywhere in an auditing session, he might as well be fixated on the auditor.
So I just told him of course he was going to go get operated on. He knew that was the
right thing to do. And I just more or less gave him the things the doctor's probably been feeding him, you see. That runs it out just a little bit even to do that, you know. Old repeater technique, Book One.
Oh, I use all of these darn things when they turn up, but the major things of course that
have been – along the line, which are with us today, have always been with us – the major
things on the backtrack are always with us. Elementary Straightwire – what is Elementary
Straightwire, if you please, but a light way to run an engram. See, it's the lightest possible
way.
The depth of Elementary Straightwire – if you kept on elementary straightwiring
somebody and insisting that he be at the place that he was just remembering, why, you would
find yourself running engrams. I mean, you can run Elementary Straightwire straight into running engrams if you want to. It isn't that you use it more and more, you get him into more and
more engrams. This is not the case. But it is – as a process – is just the lightest method of running engrams.
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And of course lying back of that is a tremendous amount of technology known as engram running. See, it just takes up the past and takes the pictures made in the past, and so
forth.
Two-way communication, two-way communication and repeater technique are cousins. Repeater technique, as crude and as unworkable as it is, still belongs in that. You find this
preclear keeps coming up to you saying “I got to get rid of it. I got to get rid of it. I got to get
rid of it.”
I am not above, if this preclear is way out of communication, and so forth, even
though it is not too terribly therapeutic; some guy's getting in my hair personally – remember
I'm an individual too, something an auditor too often forgets – gets in my hair too much with
“You know, I got to get rid of it, I just got to get rid of this, I just got to get rid of this horrible
headache, you see, because I just got to get rid of it,” he goes with that.
And I say, “Well, you know, you've got to get rid of it.” And the fellow says
something to me. And I say, “Well, you know you've got to get rid of it. Now, let's not, let's
not shilly-shally around with this other stuff I'm asking you to do, let's just go right straight to
the meat of this situation and get rid of this headache. You know you've got to get rid of this
headache, don't you!”
And the fellow says, “Well-well-oh.” Because if he's doing this kind of a
dramatization he must be fixed on some part of the bank, and again, let's have him fixed on
the auditor if we've got to have him fixed on anybody.
I could probably sit there and say, “You've got to get rid of it.”
And he'd say, “I know that.”
And I'd say, “Okay.” And I'd say, “You know, you got to get rid of it.”
And he'd say, “I know that.”
And I'd say, “Okay,” you see. And I'd say, “You know, you got to get rid of it.”
And he'd say, “I know that.”
And I'd say, “Okay,” and the thing would probably blow.
You just put into a two-way communication things that have never been in a two-way
communication before. It was in a one-way communication. Or you've run the engram or
you've supplied the absences or you've done something along this line.
I had a fellow one time say, “Now, decide to say...” This wasn't the phrase, but we'll
use it just as the example. “Decide to say I've got to get rid of it and say it.”
“Got to get rid of it.”
And I had him in a line charge before very – a great length of time had gone. Because
it was just part of – this phrase he was using was not the same phrase, was – I wouldn't give it
to you because you might recognize the person – this phrase was simply the stuck in an engram someplace. He was running on it as a machine phrase, you see, was salting down his
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entire conversation. I had an awful time with it for a short time, you know, “Decide to get rid
of it,” and he would decide – pardon me, “Decide to say it and say it,” you see.
And he would say, “Got to get rid of it. Now did you s...”
“Now wait a minute, I said 'Decide to say it.' “
“Well, got to get rid of it,” he'd say.
“No, decide to say it. Did you do that?”
“Yes,” he'd say.
“All right. Now say it.”
He'd say, “Got to get rid of it.”
“All right. Now decide to say it and say it.”
“Got to get rid of it.”
“Fine. All right. Now, decide to say it.”
“Yeah.”
“All right, say it.”
In other words, by the auditor bringing it under his control, the preclear then takes it
back under his control.
Freudian analysis, if you've ever noticed, let the analyst take something under his control and have it. And never gave it back to anybody else. Just a goofy trick.
By the way, there's a whole class of auditing that goes that way. That's one of the class
of phrases, class of commands: “Decide to and ...” It's a whole class of commands, it's gorgeous. “Decide to be in a body and be in one.” “No.” That type of auditing. “Decide to be in a
body.” “Decide to be aberrated and be aberrated.” “Decide, decide to have something wrong
and have something wrong.” Just such questions as this repeated over, making the individual
decide and then do it, decide and then do it, decide and then do it.
You do the same thing with a vehicle you're teaching somebody to use, you say, “Decide to run it now across that spot in the road.” And then “Run it across that spot in the road.”
And all of a sudden his automaticity driving machines just go creak, crunch, fall to pieces
because he's taking things under his own decision. Whole class of phrases. I've never talked to
anybody about this particular breed of cat. It's just an omission, it's not that this is not a good
process; it is.
Just like this other class of processes: invent. You can have a guy invent anything.
This person doesn't like housework and you want to get him right over inventing
housework. Of course, it's still fun you know, to audit against significances even though it
isn't as efficacious as it might be.
And this person just hates housework and hates housework and you say, 'All right. All
right. Now invent some work,” see. “Invent some more work. Invent some more work.”
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“Lots of trouble with people, they're always inventing work for you to do.”
“No kidding. Is that right? All right. Invent some more work. Invent some more
work.” Now all of a sudden you say, “Well, now you take housework, isn't that terrible?”
“I don't see anything bad about it.”
Yeah, really a lot of fun to monitor this kind of thing. You can take over the
machinery and considerations of an individual and really maul them if you really know your
Scientology. You can do it in a common conversation. I do it sometimes. I get ashamed of
myself. Somebody doesn't want to do something, and I want to do this thing; the easy way to
do it would simply be three feet in back of their head and want to do it. But instead of doing
this, you see, instead of being that mean, instead of being that mean, why I start discussing
how bad it would be to do this thing. And they listen to this and agree with it and talk about it
for a little while, and then we'd go do it. All kinds of weirdities. You can use a process in
common conversation with some of the most fantastic effects. Not necessarily therapeutic.
Just like enforcing a two-way communication cycle on a salesman.
Now, you will find adjustment of anchor points of course is Route 1. You will find the
running of engrams in Book One. Nobody's asking you to run engrams. If you do run
engrams, though, for God sakes, run 'em right. Run 'em until they're flatter than a flounder.
Run 'em until the guy can leave them.
It's an interesting thing. You know, after a while the engram will just be a little energy
package that he's got and it's a cute picture, but when he's sitting in one and using it in his
workaday world, so on, it's plastered all over him, guys are out here....
I saw a guy the other day who was the most perfect Fac One monitor you have ever
seen in your life. He had the horn rim spectacles of the Fac One monitor. He was all out of
shape and he's kept – his dramatization is you've got to know, you see, you've got to know
this, and so on. And in lack of a Fac One machine, you see, he'd poke his finger and he'd poke
his finger in a slow rhythm of a Fac One machine. This is all old-time stuff. This is way back,
it's of no great use to us but the phenomena is there; it's out here in the society.
If you knew your Six Basic Processes and if you knew Route 1 and if you could keep
in two-way communication with your preclear and lead him a little bit with speed, you would
get the best results that we have been able to achieve. But maybe along with that is the intention of the auditor. Does the auditor have to have this much wrongness sitting in front of him?
Does he have to have a long time to work it over? Is he trying the strongman stunt of having
to have a big muscle in order to raise a small bar? You see, is he doing these things? This we
can't absolutely guarantee that he isn't doing. But I do know this: We are auditing far too
slowly per unit result. I just know that we are crawling compared to what we ought to do,
with exactly what we have and exactly what we're teaching here in the Advanced Clinical
Course Unit. We're just crawling.
Now, invent some wrongnesses. Now, you should have – and I'll get a quick report
here before we close this up. Are you still running this?
Male voice: Yeah.
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Now has anybody started running it on a two-way cycle of communication sort of
thing? So that you've got the preclear saying “Okay” to something making up wrongnesses
and you've got something out there saying “Okay” whenever the preclear invents a wrongness?
Male voice: (inaudible)
All right, let's get smart, this would be a cute way to do it. A fella, the fella invents
some wrongness, “Well, I could be eighty-five feet tall and try to live in a doghouse.”
And “That's fine,” you'd say as a auditor. “Now have something out there say okay.”
“All right. Good.”
You do that and naturally you've reversed the polarity on these obsessively inflowing
machines. And little next trick – I'm leading you carefully here in spite of the fact I'm talking
madly this morning about all-out processing. This would be, this would be an interesting
thing. You would hear machines go creak. You, as an auditor, could practically hear them go
creak.
“Have something out there say okay.” The one thing a machine has never done is acknowledge a communication. It goes on and grinds and obsessively inflows and drains all the
preclear's energy bank. Does an interesting job of work this bank. You run this two-way cycle
of communication in on anything and you have fun.
Now, the funny part of it is a machine's never been acknowledged. You know that a
person's facsimile machine has never been acknowledged? You could just have this person sit
here, see, and say “Okay, okay, okay, okay,” without telling him any more about it than this,
see. “Okay.” He'd eventually start to get the most peculiar pictures. They'd get real peculiar.
And you say, “Now, start saying okay to a spot out there.”
“Okay, okay. You sure you want me to do this?”
And what you'll do is key in the darn machine. You're giving it all the acknowledgments which it has never had. You're giving it answers, rather. You're giving it answers.
It said, “You were at the canal locks at eight-fifteen yesterday morning.” And of
course the preclear knows he wasn't there so he's got a block up here, you know, chunk, see.
This machine has long been psychotic. It hasn't given a right datum for the last two thousand
years, see. And he starts saying “Okay” and all of a sudden something tells him – he has the
strangest feeling that he was at the canal locks at two-fifteen, you see. Wild. Real wild.
Now, as we know, identity, space and time are very, very high-echelon things, aren't
they? So if we had somebody invent some wrong locations, we had something out there
invent some wrong locations and the preclear would say “Okay.”
“This is Bessarabia.”
“Okay.”
“This is New York.” The machine says, “This is New York.”
The preclear says, “Okay.”
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“This is Washington.”
“Okay.”
“This is Earth.”
“Okay.”
“This is Arslycus.”
“Okay.”
“This is Earth.”
“Okay.”
“This is Arcturus.”
“Okay.”
You would find something happening, believe me, because the wrong times and places
on the part of the machinery he resists. Now therefore, you could say – have something out
there say, “This is 1776.”
“Okay.” Every time, you know, make a complete communication cycle of it. Something out there says, “This is 1776.” Have the preclear say okay.
“This is Valley Forge.”
“Okay.”
“This is 1492.”
“Okay.”
“This is 10,003 B.C.”
“Okay.”
You sure it isn't? You see, now that's time and location, two big areas.
Now, identity.
“You're Papa.”
“Okay”
“You're Mama.”
“Okay.”
“You're John Jones.”
“Okay.”
“You're Bill Smith.”
“Okay.”
“You're Doug Hutton.”
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“Okay.”
“You're Rick Walker”
“Okay.”
“You're Johnny Fell.”
“Okay.”
“I'm not either Yes, I am. Well, that is my name.”
You get the idea?
The machines – what happens in this whole phenomenon called hallucination is
simply this: a machine starts giving the bum dope. First an individual depended on it for the
right dope, the machine set up an obsessive – it set up an inflow, you see, just in
communication. It said “This is two-flfteen, or this is two o'clock at 401A East Roosevelt,
January the 5th 1955.” The machine said this. It was just an idea that came through. And it
keeps the preclear up to time, you see, up to time. He thought this was a cute idea. And he
doesn't acknowledge that. He doesn't answer
What do you think that machine's going to do? It's going to get a heavier and heavier
and a much more massive, massive, massive line in, and it's going to start giving him facsimiles and showing him pictures of clocks when he wants to see clocks, or black and white
masses after a while when he's right or wrong. And then after a while it's just going to give up
and it's just going to give a mass, you know. It'll give a mass, it'll give a mass, it'll give a
mass. You start bringing it upscale again and it'll go through the manifestation of psychosis.
See, it'll give all the bum answers. And finally it will start to put through answers which are
really horribly bad and wrong, you see. These answers are completely wrong, they are utterly
out of agreement with everything and we call that hallucination.
The fellow who believes a lot of snakes are crawling around on the floor simply is on
the receiving end of a machine which is telling him snakes are crawling all over the floor, you
see. It's himself that's doing it via some machine.
Okay.
(End of lecture)
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Well, I want to talk to you today about Route 1, exteriorization of a preclear, what you
do with him after you got him exteriorized. An auditor doesn't know Route 1 doesn't know
how to audit. I mean, that's that.
Now, there's the Six Basic Processes, and these are very, very fine processes. There's
no doubt about that. Mostly because they can be run on somebody who is inside and doesn't
permit an auditor to make a big boo-boo on exteriorized preclears.
Now you must know that an exteriorized preclear is about as – now don't let me give
you this idea on your own case. I'm not trying to. But the actuality is that the auditing of
somebody who is exteriorized in its initial stages is about as well proofed up with as many
factors of safety as an eggshell. It is very, very delicate auditing.
And here we require in the auditor very good sense, very good alertness and two-way
communication the like of which you've never heard of before.
We require enough restraint on the part of an auditor, neyer under any circumstances
or conditions to go into any freak activities immediately after an exteriorization. Freak
activities are all right after the fellow has been out and stable for four or five months. Get the
idea?
But when he is first out he is a very queasy boy. And if you were to have somebody
exteriorize and then tell him to go find something, why, he would probably just bang back in
the head or turn off his visio or something of the sort.
It is a very touchy proposition. The moments from the first command that puts him
three feet back of his head, up to the time when he has completed up to R2-15 [R1-15], are all
touchy moments. You must not forget that. It is something like putting together a watch. It is
a very delicate operation in spite of the fact that you are auditing something which is entirely
indestructible.
Now, here is the – here is the paradox. It is an entirely indestructible object, this
thetan. But he can have ideas which cause him to have qualms. And he can change his mind
with great rapidity, but he will change his mind in favor of quitting or going back into the
body for many, many hours after the initial exteriorization. Now, almost anybody in
Scientology has had the experience of being put out, you know, exteriorized, and then
banging back in and getting very solid for a while. Almost anybody has had this.
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Now, although you may not have noticed at the time, if this were done by an auditor –
if it were done by oneself, if one did it while he was by himself, he simply didn't have a grip
on the situation at all. He was running a circuit and then the circuit... You see, he was running
a circuit which – the circuit of which, was running him slightly. And when he got exteriorized
he went out of contact with the circuit and didn't himself start thinking, you see? So he
stopped thinking and he stopped looking over the situation and now, no longer being under
the duress of this circuit which was telling him what to do... You see, he was telling himself
what to do via a circuit.
All right. He exteriorizes, he goes out of contact with this and bang! Nothing is there
via it. You know, no via commands are coming in to him at all. And he says, “Now what do I
do?” and he gets all foggy and he feels kind of degraded, usually, because he has lost all that
mass. And he will generally get stuck on the wall or he will do something of this character
and – and bang! back into the head and he then doesn't get out easily afterwards. Well, that's
individual exteriorization.
But all those cases where exteriorization has occurred during auditing, any mess-up of
any kind which has occurred, was definitely the responsibility of the auditor and nobody else.
The responsibility is with the auditor. He did not go far enough. He did not do enough.
Now, this might have been an excusable error in the days when we were still
experimenting with a tremendous number of exteriorize processes, but it is not today an error
which you can contemplate with equanimity, because the steps which one runs are the steps
R1-4, 5, 6, 7 and 8 and 9. I think it is 1, 2, 3, I think, aren't they, are null steps. I haven't
looked at that lineup...
Female voice: Yeah.
...in a long time. Yes, yeah, 1, 2 and 3 are just standard auditing steps, and then it is
R1-4 where we get into the exteriorize step.
All right. R1-4, then, to 15, if those are the numbers – the numbers aren't important;
the order of the steps very definitely are – those steps, if followed, meanwhile maintaining a
good two-way communication, being very careful to listen to what the preclear has to say,
being very careful to listen to him, being very careful to find out what exactly he is doing,
will actually produce a stable exteriorization on the part of the preclear.
Now, as we know, the only thing that defeats exteriorization is not flows, it is really
not. Not flows, not masses, not vacuums, none of these things really defeat exteriorization.
What defeats exteriorization is positioning, ineptness in. Ineptness on the part of the preclear
at positioning is what defeats exteriorization.
Now, if an individual were in fairly good shape all he would have to say is “I am three
feet back of my head,” and he, of course, would be three feet back of his head. That is all
there is to it. He'd just say “I am three feet back of my head.” He would be. Because the only
thing which puts him three feet back of his head is his own consideration.
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All right. The auditor by saying, “Be three feet back of your head,” causes the preclear
to change his mind a little bit about where he is, consider where he is and all of a sudden say,
“I am three feet back of my head.”
Well, if he can do this, then he is three feet back of his head and he actually looks
from the point three feet back of his head. This is elementary, you see?
But you have actually, with that command, asked the preclear to change his mind
about where he is. And so he changes his mind. If he is able to change his mind he will be
three feet back of his head. If he is unable to change his mind he won't be.
If he simply sits there and says “No, I am not,” he thought you, you see, were going to
put him three feet back of his head. You are not going to reach in with a beam and put this
boy three feet back of his head because there's no mass.
You follow me? There is no mass characteristic which we can address here. Yea,
verily. No mass characteristic which we have to address.
Now, if a thetan was a mass, if he was a mass in any degree, it would be the greatest of
ease, the greatest of ease by which we would put a jack on him, or something of this sort, you
see, and ratchet the thing until he was out there three feet back of his head. You see? But he is
not mass.
He is quality; he is not quantity. He is a capability of position; he is not position. You
follow me?
So we are not moving an object three feet back of his head. Therefore, drill with
objects whereby they have their place, and so forth, really isn't the answer either. The answer
is simply drill in changing his mind. But changing his mind about what? About positioning.
Now, people who cannot keep a mock-up stable in front of them, who can't keep an
anchor point out there are people who are incapable of positioning.
People who have automatic avalanches which sweep in upon them, or automatic
avalanches which start sweeping out upon them, have some slight incapability of position.
Now, let's go into this in its most basic thing. Let's take up Scientology 8-80. And we
find out that an electric motor works – this is how we found out about positioning – an
electric motor works, not because of the current coming from the power station (that's
necessary, but that isn't the basic of why an electric motor works), not because of the
nameplate, not because of the coils of wire which are wound and wound and wound around it,
but because of the base of the motor.
The base of the motor keeps stretched apart two poles: the positive and negative poles
of the motor. Now, in an alternating current motor, the positive swaps to negative and swaps
back to positive, and the negative swaps to positive, and so on. They do this in alternation
which is why you call an alternating current.
But the reason the motor works is because something is holding these two terminals
apart. Now, have you all experimented with a magnet? And you know that after the little
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block of steel on the end of the magnet is approached fairly closely to the magnet itself, that
the magnet starts it moving on in toward it and goes click.
Well, here you have an influenced unpositioning. The magnet itself unpositions this
little block of steel. Well, if you put your finger down there and stop this little block of steel
before it goes all the way into the magnet, you know – here is the magnet, and you stop it just
before it reaches there and you keep the little piece of steel separate from the magnet – you
have to exert a certain pressure there, don't you, in order to keep those two items apart.
Well, similarly, with an electric motor, if you did not impose space between the two
terminals, they would simply snap together and the motor would not run and there would be
no current problem at all. You would short circuit all the way through to the power station.
There would be no possibility of mechanical energy or effort being produced simply by
reason of an electric current. This is an elementary thing. But we look at the motor and we
find that the most important part of the motor is the base. Now, by base, we, of course, don't
mean anything esoteric. I've had people think I was talking in electronics and they didn't
know the term. We're not, we're just talking in English. And by base we mean the metal plate
on the bottom of the motor which is holding two insulated terminals apart.
Well, what is holding these two things apart, then, actually? Well, the base of the
motor is. Because if we picked it up, you see, why the terminals would still be apart.
But what's imposing space there? Just the base of the motor. That's what's imposing
the space. Well, of course, we go a little bit further along this line, we find some interesting
things. What would impose space upon the motor base, we might say, is the floor of the area
it is operating on. And what imposes space on that? Well, it would be Earth under it. Well,
what imposes space on Earth? And we would discover that it would be the sun and the
centrifugal force with the gravitic force combined which holds Earth in position, relationship
to the sun.
We get a constant discharge. That's a DC motor. Sun to Earth is a DC motor. It is a
constant discharge from the sun to Earth. Of course, now, Earth really isn't exerting a lot of
power on the sun or isn't developing a lot of power simply because of that flow. But don't
think that gravity of Earth doesn't influence the income of photons.
If you were to go out and take a look at Earth sometime while you are exteriorized and
change your wavelength so that you can see a few electronic flows, you would see that
photons are being yanked off their course from the sun, yanked bodily off of their course by
the gravity of Earth.
In other words, photons flowing from the sun flow right straight at Earth. We actually
have the semblance of an electrical motor. What imposes this space on the sun and the Earth?
Well, a couple of laws, and really that is all there is to it. A couple of laws impose this space.
The pull in of the sun and the Earth – their mutual gravities operating one against the
other – and then the pull out of the fact that Earth is swinging around the sun. And just as you
can fill a bucket half full of water and swing it round and round and round without – over
your head without water falling out, why, so is Earth, by that centrifugal swing around the
sun, being forced out, but it's also being pulled in, and these two forces balance.
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But this is a law. The point of it is, is space is being imposed between Earth and the
sun. And then space is being imposed between the sun and stars, and space is being imposed
between the stars of this galaxy and the stars of the next galaxy; these two galaxies have space
imposed between them. And we get all the way through we find out that power exists when
space can be imposed and held. But where this cannot occur, power does not exist.
An individual's ability to generate power by his own consideration depends utterly
upon his ability to position himself It's as simple as that.
Now, the ability to position himself is again only a consideration. That's his ability to
position himself He considers he can, so he can. So, if he considers he can position himself he
can have power even under the operating laws of this universe. He can have power even
under the operating laws of this universe.
In other words, he can actually stand off – if he has a good confidence in his ability to
hold two terminals apart, he can actually take a meter of some kind or another and short out a
couple of its tubes. Most fantastic thing you ever saw. He doesn't put a beam in them. He just
sort of says to them, “Tubes, thou art now occupying the same space. Click.” And they will
short.
The reason you see thetan exteriors doing this so little is actually they themselves have
not studied any of the laws of how this is done. Although they are right there in The Creation
of Human Ability, The Auditor's Handbook, they are right there, to be read. If you want to
reinterpret these things as laws instead of processes, you've got them all in a string. In
addition, you've got the Axioms.
But if you made two things occupy the same space, they would try to cease to exist,
see, to that degree. Well, now, what you're trying to do there is forcefully position two things
on the same spot. And you will get a short circuit every time.
A thetan tries to do this on too many vias ordinarily when he is working. He does this
on far too many vias. He said, “I am going to put a beam of energy down there between these
two tubes and short them out.”
The conduit of electricity across this slender beam, which he has there, would
probably be measured in microamperes, which would be an inadequate amount to even
change a reading on a crude meter. So he looks at it and he doesn't even see the meter flick,
and he says, “Well, I failed.”
The consideration that really does this is say, “Those tubes are now occupying exactly
the same space, and kapowie! You've produced yourself an effect. And if you want to make
an object disintegrate you say, 'All you molecules and atoms of this object,” you know, if you
want to make it explode, are now occupying the same spot.” And then you elect that spot, you
see? Got the idea?
They elect – the thetan would elect the spot where they would all be occupying the
same spot. He chooses one of them, for instance, to have all others occupy the space of. You
will get an explosion. It's quite – it's quite remarkable; the imposition of space.
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Now, the only thing that an electron or molecule over here knows, the only thing it
knows, is that it's fixed; that it can be fixed by something. You get that thoroughly? That's all
it knows. It doesn't know anything else. It can be fixed by something.
Some exterior thing can fix it in place. And there isn't anything there but a law in
which it believes, you might say. It says, “I can be fixed in space.”
All right. If it can be fixed in space by something else, let me assure you that it isn't
doing any fixing of anything in space. It looks on its next door neighbors. It looks on the
molecules around it to fix it.
And it probably is totally – probably every molecule in this table up here is convinced
utterly that it is the other molecules of the table which are fixing it in space.
Now, this becomes very silly. There is no key molecule in there, you see, then. It's just
every one of them considers that every other molecule is fixing it in space and draws the
conclusion “Therefore I am in this space and fixed.”
And when you look at a universe and its structure, it presents a very silly picture. It's a
silly picture. Now, just extrapolate that a little bit further. The reason that chair is there could
be said, with a little less truth, it's there because it has been fixed in space. It said, “Somebody
fixed me in space.” But the molecules and atoms in that chair looked to all the other
molecules and atoms in that chair to have fixed it in space.
Well, now, actually they don't fix completely in space. They move. They move a little
bit. In the course of ten or twelve years, a molecule in one of the arms of that chair will
probably have moved a foot or so. It wanders around.
Well, if it wandered around and found itself out on the edge or in some detrimental
condition, it would undoubtedly, inevitably, consider that the other molecules around it were
not doing a good job of fixing it in space, you see. If it considered at all, which it doesn't.
But it believes only one thing: “I am fixed in space by an exterior determinism.” Now,
remember that. That's real important in the subject of exteriorization. This thetan is
surrounded entirely by this complete belief that something else is fixing everything else in
space, although we can't find any source of this, so we invent God. If we can't find any
immediate source or prime – prime molecule unfixed – the molecule which is holding down
everything and which starts the chain of telling all the other molecules that they are fixed in
space – if we can't locate prime molecule unfixed, which doesn't exist, then we must be under
the consideration that there is a belief current. And that this belief by constant observation,
establishes itself in the thetan.
The thetan believes he is fixed in space by some exterior thing. Well, this is not true.
He isn't. But your preclear will sit there by the hour, waiting for the auditor to unfix him. But
look – he's not fixed!
Now, there is a method of exteriorization which is a little too technical for auditors to
handle. That's a fact. There are about 5,000 methods of exteriorization, at least, that I have
sorted through here in the past two or three years. Oh, there are just tons of them. I have even
gotten so I stopped cataloging them. They are just too numerous.
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But you rehabilitate, one, the individual's ability to change his mind on something and
you rehabilitate his ability to fix a couple of objects in space and he will exteriorize. You see
what you do? You fix him up to the degree that he can change his mind somewhat. You have
to get him so he can change his mind about something. That unfixes him a little bit, you see.
And then, by gradient scales, you make him fix a couple of things in mock-up in space. Got
how that is now?
Now, if an individual puts an ashtray down on the table and says, “I have now fixed
that in space,” actually the ashtray is fixing itself in space. So this is not too true, is it? He's
fixing the ashtray in space. He is not fixing it in space. He moved it into that position, but
something else is fixing it in space. This is not true of mock-ups. If you can get somebody to
hold one black cloud there and another black cloud over there, and see that a distance is fixed
between these two small black clouds and hold that distance, or anything else that you could
do on a subjective basis to make the individual impose space upon two tiny objects. Tiny
objects – if they are big objects he will make a motor and you will get discharges. You know,
matched terminaling? He makes a terminal out of two mamas, you know? And my God, all
the characteristics of Mama will start discharging against Mama. That is just a motor. He is
just making a motor. Two terminals, you know. He will put up that and there they sit.
Well, you have to make them kind of small and you make them fairly far apart so as
not to get this terrific discharge. And you get the individual to be able to position them in that
fashion so that he doesn't have to use force or effort to keep them that way.
At first he is going “Well, I can do it all right, you see?” You made him put up these
two small objects out here in his own universe. He says, “I can do it all right. I guess. Yeah. I
got them there. No, they are not c... – grrr. They are not coming there together.”
Well, he considers he's still energy, you see? Well, you just make him do this time and
time again, make him position things expertly enough – not in motion, but fixed – until he can
actually fix something stably in his vicinity. Work on a gradient scale. Work with him very,
very, very gently, and so forth. Give him lots of wins. And all of a sudden he will change his
mind.
See, he had to be able to change his mind a little bit first before he can do this. He will
change his mind to a position where he can actually recognize that he can fix a couple of
particles in space.
Well, if he can fix a couple of particles in space, the next step is to have him (quote)
create a couple of thetans (unquote) and fix them in space. Now, he recognizes he could do
this all right. What the hell is the matter with him if he isn't three feet back of his head? Now,
you just ask him, “Now, can you make the consideration that you are fixed three feet back of
your head?” And he quite ordinarily will simply fix himself three feet back of his head. He
has to be worked up to it.
Now, when he goes out and snaps in, or when he is in and can't be out, we are simply
up against the problem of an individual unable to fix himself in space.
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The reason he is in is because he is being fixed in space just like any other molecule,
get the idea, any other molecule. Here is this individual with these terrific potentialities and
qualities which considers himself actually a molecule. He isn't but he considers himself such.
All right. Then exteriorization depends upon positioning. Well, you say, there are a lot
of other qualities that come in here. Actually, the individual could be afraid of things in his
environment, and so on. These are all secondary. This is the reason why, which always come
after the fact. The reason why always comes after the fact.
Fellow has a fact: there is a dog in the house. He sees there is a dog in the house. Then
he has asked himself, what is the dog doing in the house? And then figures out a reason why
the dog is in the house.
Well, the dog didn't have any reason to be in the house. He was just in the house. You
get the idea?
All right. Therefore, additional qualities are of no great value.
Now, how do we get somebody to change his mind? This is a peculiar one. Well,
there's actually a lot of ways to get somebody to change his mind. There is one of the Route 2
steps which is simply thrown in because it is so time-honored and ancient that it ought to have
a little bit of longevity. And that is a step, by the way, which will change somebody's
glandular condition very rapidly.
You ask him to grab the bottom buttons of the Tone Scale. “Now, let's make up your
mind that you don't know anything.”
“Okay,” he says.
'All right. Now, how high can you shift that? How high can you shift that toward that
you know everything?”
“Oh. Know everything. Well, I can shift it up to the point where I know I am doing the
process.” Zzt. “All right.”
Let's go back and get him set. Tell him “Now – now just get the idea that you know
nothing. All right. Now shift that idea upwards toward knowing everything. How high do you
get?”
“Oh, I could know a thing or two if I were reassured by somebody.”
“All right. Now let's get this idea again that you know nothing. All right, now shift that
upwards toward knowing everything. Where do you get?”
He gets the idea, “Well, I know anything I could know for a man in my position. I
know everything I am supposed to know.”
“All right. Now get the idea again that you could – you know nothing. All right, now
shift that upward toward knowing everything.”
And the guy will say, “Well, maybe I am a little smarter than the average.” See, he is
still getting his data from exterior.
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And, “All right. Get the idea you know nothing. All right, now shift that upwards
toward knowing everything.”
And the individual will suddenly, actually change his mind about knowingness. That's
one button. You do this with everything on the chain.
Now, the reason auditors never have had very much luck with this process is a very
simple one. They think we are doing something connected with energy. And so they get
interested in energy flows. They think we are trying to run out an engram, you see? And we're
not trying to run out an engram. We are just asking an individual synthetically to do this
incredible thing.
And of course, the moment that he does this, he gets flows. And the auditor paid
attention to the flows. Well, we are just trying to disconnect this whole thing from flows,
positions, anything. All we want is we just get him to get one idea, and then change it to
another idea, see, on the same subject, and get that idea.
And you get all these bottom buttons, one after the other, and then you start back at the
beginning again. And you will find that you will change somebody's considerations with great
speed.
Very often, odd things happen when you do this to an interiorized person. The most
notable thing which has happened and which is the common denominator of happenings, is
that their glandular system suddenly goes ping! and their pineal, or something, will turn on.
But this isn't being done to change anything in the body so let's not worry about it
doing anything in the body. It's just an exercise in changing a fellow's mind.
Now, we could just figure for a moment, and we could get a lot of processes on the
same thing. We could ask somebody 'All right. Make up your mind you're in – you're in Oslo.
Okay. Now make up your mind you're in London. Now make up your mind you're in Paris.
Now make up your mind you're in South Africa,” all while he is interiorized, you see? “Now
make up your mind that you are in Phoenix.”
And the individual will have a little difficulty with this. He'll – facsimiles will come
flying through and all kinds of things will occur of no great moment to anybody. But it's very
easy for the auditor to pay attention to the flows and phenomena. And we don't want to pay
attention to that. To devil with that.
The preclear will mention it. Well, we mustn't cut two-way communication with him.
We say, “Is that so? Well, okay. Now, make up your mind you are in Paris.” Get the idea. We
could just keep at this “make up your mind you are in various locations,” and he would
eventually blow out. Why? Well, you are giving him direct practice in changing his mind on
his locations, aren't you? And all of his machinery is sitting there ready to call him a liar. And
he finally runs this long enough so that the machinery no longer has the force and power to
call him a liar.
All right. Right there we have a method of exteriorization for a lot of people that's
terribly workable. We didn't even bother to get him to mock up two little objects. We simply
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got him into a state where he could change his mind directly on the subject of position, and
then booted him out.
Unfortunately, unfortunately there are a few cases around that have to have further
proof that they have enough ability to be three feet back of their head. So you don't give them
a lose. You just go through this change of mind consideration about locations, one way or the
other, and then you have him mock up a couple of little terminals from far apart and show
him he can hold them apart without force or energy. Make him change his mind on using the
force and energy to hold them apart. And then you will have somebody who will be three feet
back of his head.
So, right there in “Be three feet back of your head,” there are actually a large number
of processes. Now, an individual can be fished out of his head very delicately. You can ask
him to put his hand on his – put a (quote) “the-tan hand” on his right shoulder and a thetan
hand on his left shoulder and push himself out gently. He very often will.
There are more darn ways to fish somebody out of his head.
I told somebody one time who was waiting for me to do something that I had done it,
and he was therefore three feet back of his head. And the fellow was in enough of an hypnotic
trance simply to be three feet back of his head at that moment. This is freak stuff.
Now, there is a rationale of change of quality which you must know about. Change of
quality by reason of exteriorization having to do with mass loss; loss of mass because of
change of quality of mass. Pardon me – quality change because of loss of mass. That is the
proper statement.
Here's somebody who has been sitting in the middle of the Empire State Building, and
we make him move his offices to a bench on Staten Island. He feels degraded. Not really
because he moved his offices, but because he hasn't got the Empire State Building around him
anymore. Just as simple as that.
So, every once in a while some preclear of yours will say, “Well, I feel so degraded. I
– I just always feel degraded. I...”
I tell them, “Well, this individual has experienced an enormous mass-mass loss.”
There was a chap at the congress, by the way, who was on a tin can at the Battle of
Jutland in 1916, which tin can got sunk and he got drowned. And he went and picked up
another body and turned up in an Advanced Clinical Course unit, as the years went by. And
this poor guy, he felt very degraded. He was, oh, you know, he was down. He was still in the
throes of having lost all that beautiful mass, you know. That tin can. That big destroyer.
Lord help him if he had been on a battleship! That much more mass. This is just a
problem in mass.
So the individual is sitting there with all this beautiful mass around him – a body – and
you say, “Be three feet back of your head.” And he's got no mass around him.
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And if he's having a rough time with degradation and so forth, boy, will he be
degraded. Right then, I have seen preclears feel so degraded, so thoroughly degraded, as to be
sick, physically-ill. It's the most horrible feeling they ever run into.
I got around this. There is another-there is a freak process that gets around this which
is sometimes workable. You say to the individual, “You see that couch over there?”
Fellow says, “Yep.” And you say, “All right. Be in the side of it.”
Just give him all that mass, you see? And quite often you will get somebody
exteriorizing, just like that. You see how that would be?
Now, one chap that was around the operation had only exteriorized once. And he had
done it by himself, which is quite common. Somebody does it by himself and then nobody
fishes him out again. He had exteriorized just once and he had done it in this peculiar fashion:
He had heard me talk about mass, so he said, “Well, if this the case...” He was lying in bed
late at night – only one, you know, no auditors alive to talk to this about and give him the idea
and try it out so there would be somebody around. He mocked up a huge black mass way out
from the body and got it nice and stable out there, way out from the body; a huge black mass,
very dense. He worked on it for a long time getting it nice and huge and dense. It had a lot of
mistakes, it collapsed a lot of times, so forth. But he finally got it to stay out there, huge and
dense.
And then he postulated that he was in the center of it. And so he didn't get a mass loss.
This was real clever, wasn't it? So he was totally disinterested in the body, he felt perfectly
comfortable, he could get a vague perception of the body being way down there on the bed,
he was not even vaguely interested in whether that body lived or died or went to hell or
anything else.
The church would have you believe that something around you is going to go to hell.
In view of the fact that we've only got three or four living things, we must assume that people
must have the idea that the body, or something, is going to go hell or to heaven because they
themselves are themselves.
Save your soul. Keep your soul from going to the infernal regions. Well, there must be
something there that is going to go to the infernal regions. Maybe it is the reactive mind.
But anyhow, he didn't care whether this body went. He didn't care what happened to it.
If somebody had walked in the door at that moment and had chopped this body to pieces with
an axe, he simply would have been up there, way up above the body, simply would have
watched it probably with no interest of any kind.
And then moved back in closer to the body to see if he couldn't do something about it.
He wasn't really interested in it, but he just thought, experimentally, he probably ought to do
something about it. He got in close to it and became interested in it again.
Look. Let me – let me give you a very rapid rundown there. Look, he mocked up a
large mass. Well, to have moved closer to the body he must have moved this mass close to the
body and he had two terminals, didn't he? So he got a discharge between the two, didn't he?
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So he suddenly moved into an influence area of the body and naturally got interested in the
body again. And went on in and nobody was able to dig him out afterwards.
Of course, nobody really tried. I don't think he ever got any auditing immedi – after
that, directly in the direction of exteriorization. People used to just put him back together
again, patch him up, and so forth.
One of the main reasons, this – because he discouraged every auditor who ever audited
him. He was very discouraging to auditors. He would say, after the end of the session, “How
would – how do you feel?”
And he'd say “I feel terrible” with the most satisfied tone of voice you ever heard. So
auditors just didn't audit him. And so, of course, here's somebody that people lost interest in.
But he had done this, and therefore he was very certain of the phenomena of
exteriorization, and this was all, really, he wanted to know, you see? And so after that he
wasn't interested in exteriorizing either, he said. Real goof case, but you will find cases like
this around.
Now this, then, is a possible method of exteriorization, isn't it? And I've used it on a
couple of preclears and I learned something very interesting about it. The efficacy of this
method of exteriorization depends upon the ability of the preclear to create and stabilize a
mass out there somewhere. And when he could do that, listen, he wouldn't even feel
degradation if he had gone three feet back of his head. Mass didn't have too much to do with
it, did it? Get the idea? But the loss factor of mass is always present to some degree in
exteriorization, and it can be solved in numerous ways. But the way it is solved in Route 1 is,
of course, the most efficacious way to solve it. You tell the fellow to be three feet back of his
head, ask him what he is looking at. Tell him to make some copies of it, and then pull – of
course, by gradient scale – these copies in on him. And you remedy his havingness.
In other words, you get him three feet back of his head and with great rapidity make
him make some mass and remedy any feelings of degradation he might have. Just like that.
Follow me?
And that is just a Route 1 step and it is right there in the Handbook, and you do it just
that way and you get around this factor.
But where you have a sudden loss of mass you have this feeling of degradation.
All right. Everywhere we go in auditing, we find a lot of cases that had some old-time
auditing and they're kind of bogged down, or they made some progress and they're holding on
to that progress and they don't want any more. Now, we are finding less and less of these
bogged down cases. They have really been gotten on the road in the last year, one way or the
other.
But – but we still find people who have done one of these – you know, we don't find
the real bogged down case anymore – but we find these misexteriorized cases where
exteriorization, you know, has taken place and now it isn't. Well, obviously the individual
could not possibly have done a good job of changing his mind or positioning masses, see? In
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being unable to position masses, being unable to change his mind easily, he has bonged back
in. And that's why he is back in.
It was an unthorough job on the part of the auditor in getting somebody – the auditor
didn't know this so he is not to blame – but the unthorough job on the part of the auditor in
making it possible for the individual to change his mind and to position masses. Two things,
see?
If you can position masses, you can change your mind. If you can change your mind
you can position masses, rather. You can't position masses and then change your mind. Why,
we have as a result the unstable exterior, or the person who has been out and gone back in.
Well, therefore, all is not told in the Auditor's Handbook. That is why we have to have
training; there aren't that many pages can be put in a book. And this fact lines up immediately.
We say, “Be three feet back of your head. What are you looking at?”
We don't care if he is looking at blackness, at just a mass, at a distance – we don't care
what it was – we made him copy it. And then we made him take a part of one of these copies
and we made him pull it in. And then another part of it, until we could – he could actually get
this copy. And it is very important at that moment to actually make sure that this person does
bring in one of those masses. And therefore you do it, you do it with finesse. You make him
pull in a little bit of mass, a little bit of a copy, and a little more of a copy, and a little more,
and then you make him pull a copy in and then another copy in, and then two copies in, and
then have him make some more copies, you see?
You'd only let him put up about four copies or five copies the first time anyhow, you
see, and then you remedy his havingness with it. Now you put up more copies and have him
remedy his havingness with those. Next time, however, the next time you did it, you said
“Now what are you looking at?” And the fellow generally says the same thing. But we don't
care.
I've even told a preclear, “Well, look at something else,” and gotten his attention off
the body when all he could see was the back of his head or something like that. Instead of
going on making him copy the back of his head for 8 or 9 hours, I just told him, “Well, look
around. What else do you see?” And the fellow says, “Well, I see the ceiling.” You say,
“Fine. Copy that.”
But that is not kosher, particularly, and it's not really indicated that you do that, but it's
just something I have done and quite often gotten away with.
But the classic step is simply, “What are you looking at?” Fellow says, “Blah-blah,”
whatever it is. “I'm looking at that lamp over there.”
You say, 'All right. Make a copy of it. Make another copy of it. Make another copy of
it. Make another copy of it. All right, now take one of those copies, now take a little, tiny
piece of it and pull it in. All right, take another piece of it and pull it in. Now a little bit bigger
piece of it and pull in. Pull in the rest of the copy. Did you do that?” Fellow says, “Yes.”
“Well, pull in the next copy. All right. Pull in the last two. You do that? Fine. All
right. Now what are you looking at?” “Oh, I'm still looking at the lamp.” “Well, fine. Let's

9ACC

391

16.12.09

EXTERIORIZATION

14

9ACC-18 – 6.1.55

make a copy of it, and another copy of it, and another copy of it, and another copy of it. All
right. Pull in one of those copies. Pull in the rest of those copies. Good. All right. Now what
are you looking at?” He says, “I'm still looking at the lamp.”
Now, you say “Put a copy of this lamp...” You needn't ask him where he is putting the
copies. He is probably doing something weird with them. But if he is having too much trouble
he is doing something terribly weird such as making a copy of the lamp right where the lamp
is – something like this. But you don't have to pay too much attention to that.
But about the third or fourth time around, probably the third time around, you should
do this. You should say, “Now, what are you looking at?” He says, “I am looking at the
lamp.”
And you say, 'All right. Now make a copy of it and place it two feet to the right of the
lamp.” “Okay.”
“Stay there? All right. Now make a copy of the lamp and put it two feet to the left of
the lamp. That stay there okay? Oh, it doesn't. Well, take that first copy and pull it in on you.
Now make up a little tiny copy of the lamp and put it about ten feet over from the lamp.”
See, you got an energy discharge, see, so we won't bother him with it.
“Take a little tiny copy of the lamp and put it over there about ten feet. Got that? All
right. Now make another little tiny copy of the lamp and put it over in the opposite direction
about ten feet from the lamp. Now you got that?” You got two little copies sitting about
twenty feet apart. Of course, they are not going to discharge.
“Now,” you say, “hold those there stably. Hold them there now. All right. You got
them there real good? Well, make another little tiny copy of the lamp. And put that right
where the lamp is. Oh, that's fine. Sweep all those copies together and eat them up,” see?
Get what you are doing? You are giving him a drill in positioning stably. Work like a
breeze, work like a breeze. You say – you can even tell him, “Get the idea that you are
holding the lamp separate from the wall.” He will.
Any kind of a drill there which lets him hold a couple or few things stable, and you go
on, straight on through with Route 1. But remember, positioning has a lot to do with it. Very
often a preclear who is having a rough time, really, after he's – right after he's exteriorized
will do something like make up a copy, it will deteriorate or slap back into the lamp. It will do
something peculiar.
Well, we won't worry about that for a couple of turns unless he wants to talk about it
and then we will go into a little positioning drill with these copies.
But remember, we're still just making copies, but we're positioning them very
carefully, in such positions that they won't discharge one against the other. Follow me?
All right. The two most important things about exteriorization is the ability to change
his mind and to position things stably and hold them there without exerting force and energy
upon them. Those are the two most important things about exteriorization. What you do from
there is just indicated in the rest of the Route. But remember, that having done this once is not
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enough. The next time you audit this person, no matter what step you stopped on or anything
of this sort, let's just go back to Route 1-4.
Now, you can go forward rapidly from that point, you understand. It doesn't take you
very long, wouldn't take you 5-10 minutes to come right on up to the point where you left him
yesterday. But nevertheless we've started at Route 1-4.
Just like with an interiorized person you always start a session with a two-way
communication. No matter how briefly, let's make sure he is in communication.
Now, we could do a little Straightwire. We don't have to do it. We could ask him,
“How did things go yesterday?” He's at least remembering yesterday. And we bring him on
up and then we start in with the process which may be Opening Procedure by – of 8-C. May
be what we were doing with him in the last session. We don't start the new session simply by
saying, “Go over to the wall.”
He might have had an automobile accident. You don't know a thing about between
sessions. This has occurred often enough so that it is a major blunder for an auditor not to
discover what has gone on between sessions.
Well, so you do this by starting a two-way communication with the preclear freshly
and newly. But you would do this in any event. You would do this also if you were on the
Route steps.
“Well, how did you get along?” Very standard sort of a problem, starts a two-way
communication, you see, the problems he's had and all that sort of thing, very fine.
There's one other factor that we have to consult in exteriorization. Now, what are these
factors? You should know them very, very well. You should know them well. If you know
Scientology at all, you should know these well, you see?
And that is the ability to change one's mind is the toppest therapy there is, so the
auditor must work in the direction of regaining that ability for the preclear – interiorized or
exteriorized, it doesn't matter – to positioning of objects or thetans as a higher echelon.
Putting up a couple of ideas and holding them apart. That's one of the weirder ones, by
the way.
“Put up the idea of drunkenness over here and the idea of singing over there. Now,
hold them stable.”
“Oh,” he says, “that's no trick. They don't do anything.”
You say, “All right. But hold them stable. Are they still there?”
“Well, they don't do anything.”
“Well, are they – is this one still the idea of drunkenness? Is that one over there still
the idea of singing?”
“Yes.”
“Well, who's holding them apart?”
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“I don't know.”
“Who's holding them there?”
“I-I guess I am!” You know, big glee. This is real cute as a process.
That's number two. And the third one that you have to know about very, very
definitely is that the individual has to be in communication. And if you forget everything else
you know, why, remember that they're in these orders. That's actually an order of magnitude.
Ability to change his mind, the ability to position things, the ability to communicate. If
he could do all these three things ne plus ultra he would be an Operating Thetan.
You say, “What is the definition of an Operating Thetan?” An Operating Thetan is one
who can change his mind at will, who can hold two objects or ideas in positions without the
use of force or effort and who can communicate.
Now remember, communication doesn't mean outflow. We've got somebody in the
operation that time after time, he's in the office. But most fantastic thing, that is, a
communication lag is the period of silence. There is no other kind of a communication lag
than a silent one. And this has been pointed out to this person just time and time again, that
there are obsessive communication lags, there are all kinds of communication lags, you see?
There are diversionary communication lags. There are – that's change the subject rapidly, you
know? There is the inattention communication lag. You ask a person for an answer and they
suddenly shift their attention off of you and everything around you entirely, and go off
someplace else. Until they come back, that is a communication lag. Could be a real long one.
You say “Hello” to somebody and they promptly get interested in a postal card. See?
That's a communication lag. And they might start talking it – to somebody else, but this is a
communication lag. See, there are all these kinds of communication lag. And this person just
believes that there is just one kind of communication lag.
You ask a person a question, and the silence which intervenes until he answers it is the
lag. This is not true, see?
Well, similarly, we have people who believe that communication is the ability to talk.
And it's not. The ability to communicate would be the ability to emit a communication, to
answer one, to acknowledge one and to willingly experience the presence of a live form. Got
that?
So this must be communication, you see? Must be able to tolerate all the parts.
Furthermore, if we want to go further, which is actually included in that, he must be able to
receive an originated communication, which is included under the heading “he must be able
to answer.”
There are people around that if you – all you have to do is say (this is your own private
business that you are working on) and you say, 'All I-I-I know what I'm going to do about
that,” you say. “I think I'll go down to the bank,” you know, you had a check bounce, “I'll go
down to the bank and have them write a letter and say that it was their error,” you see?
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And the fact that you have originated a communication on something your own
business just as idle chatter, is an insupportable thing to this person. And he will promptly tell
you that that is the wrong way to go about it, anything, so that the originated communicated
communication came from him. Do you see this as a – as an intolerance of communication?
Another type thing; he will tell you “No, you better not do that. I would go to the
people and confess to them that this and that, and I would do this and that.” Even though it
weren't true, you see? And he would involve you in an argument on something of this sort
that isn't any of his business.
You will see this dramatized with some mechanic who is a good mechanic trying to
fix a carburetor. Somebody stands there and watches him fix the carburetor, and if he happens
accidentally to turn a bolt or something in the wrong direction, why, somebody else just gets
itchy-fingered for that screwdriver. He's got to get in there with that screwdriver and do
something about this, you see?
The mechanic has originated the communication of repair. And the other individual
can't tolerate the origin of a communication, even if it's a mechanical one. You get the idea?
Intolerance of the origin of a communication. An individual can get into a position in
life, by the way, where this is forced upon him. When he sets himself up, for instance, as a
concert pianist he is in competition with concert pianists. And the economics of the world
force him to believe that his survival depends upon being intolerant of the communications of
other concert pianists. This is the surest way to cease to be a pianist. All you have to do is get
intolerant of the ability of some other pianist.
Well, now, supposing this individual were such a good concert pianist – there isn't
much of an origin of communication; the position that maybe Paderewski might have been in.
See, some other pianist comes along and bangs away.
Well, you'll find a guy who's in good shape – and Paderewski was in good shape – he
just goes appetite over tin cup, he goes overboard to encourage and get into the groove some
other concert pianist who doesn't know a right note from sour milk.
You'll see this every once in a while. You'll see a painter, a painter who is – who is
very, very interested in other people's painting, you see, getting them to paint. He's in pretty
good shape. He's just trying to get them to originate a communication on a par with his
communication.
But if he gets real anxious about this he'll then downgrade his own communication so
as to make it a comparable communication from the other side.
But this is much worse off if the concert pianist is railing against competition, who is
terribly intolerant of competition. This is a real bum.
A mechanic who thinks he's the only – who is the only one who can fix a certain type
of motor is in a terrible situation. He gets motors all the time that are... He gets this motor
that's been “fixed” (unquote) by another mechanic, you see? He finally gets mad about the
thing. That's an originated communication.
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Well, an individual has to be up to a point where he's willing for somebody else to
originate a communication. You'll find somebody who is exteriorized, who is getting fairly
able, is liable to get very intolerant of other people being exteriorized and being fairly able.
It's what we know as “the only one.” It's the intolerance of an other-originated
communication.
Now, I have actually seen auditors get jealous of their preclears simply because the
preclear did so well. And the auditor couldn't rest till he dropped a vase on the preclear's foot
or upset the ashtray or did something.
I know of one case – very, very remarkable – of a guy very highly connected, and in
fact the source of trouble in the Wichita Foundation, who had a blind man with his sight on
and who forcefully and violently kicked the foot of the bed on which he was auditing this
blind man. You know, the sight came on and he kicked the foot of the bed. And the shock was
considerable there and it took the blind man's sight off. Nobody else processed the blind man,
either. As far as I know he's blind to this moment.
When this was discounted to me and it was told me that this was not too bad and that it
was just an accident, I took a much closer look at this boy and within ten days resigned from
the Foundation.
I didn't have time to process him. According to our techniques then it was a fivehundred-hour job. So to hell with it.
And it was just as fouled up as kicking the foot of the bed because, you know, couldn't
stand the idea.
Now, here's a hell of a low level of competition, isn't it? The auditor in this case – he
wasn't an auditor – could see. And the blind man's sight comes on; that's competition. That's
too damn much competition in the world. So he kicks the foot of the bed. No accident.
I imagine if we put a electroscope on the boy we would have actually gotten the truth
that he had calculated kicking the foot of that bed. A very unsuccessful auditor.
Similarly, the granting of beingness comes under this heading. And the granting of
beingness is unwilling to let something else originate a communication. Follow me?
All right. That is about that.
Exteriorization, then, depends upon the goodness of heart of the auditor and a
considerable delicacy on his part, realizing well that the preclear can be knocked out of base
with great ease. So he has to be – the auditor has to be in a state of mind where he will let the
preclear have a win if he starts in exteriorize processing.
Now, if any time, he's got to let the preclear have a win, because the preclear is in a
strange universe all of a sudden. And the primary factors involved in this are the ability to
change his mind, the ability to position at least two things in space and the ability to
communicate. And if he had all those entirely, this person that you have just fished out of his
head, and so forth, would rise right on up to operating thetan.
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And where he hangs up, one of these factors have hung up. So do Route 1 just as is
given in the Auditor's Handbook. But you'll just have to know a little bit more than Route 1
because there isn't enough space in that book to explain all this.
There's three factors there that will follow in back of every step on Route 1. And
there's one attitude on the part of the auditor that will have to follow through: He has to be
willing for the preclear to win, for the preclear to originate a communication or the preclear to
originate an ability. And if he's willing in all those directions, boy, can he fish people out of
their head.
Don't at any time let somebody downgrade exteriorization to you as therapy or
anything of the sort because I don't really know how an extreme case of illness or something
of the sort possibly could get well unless exteriorization were engaged upon. Any real, stable
win has exteriorization as its fundamental auditing procedure. It's very important.
You can do an awful lot of tricks with somebody still dead in his head. You can do an
awful lot of minor patch-ups. You can do things that would be so startling to man that he
would immediately think he was facing a witch or a magician, with a preclear still
interiorized. But for a real, good, long stable win you've got to exteriorize them and there's
just no substitute for this.
This was the high peak of discovery in Dianetics and Scientology, and we mustn't
neglect this. All too often it is neglected.
Okay. Thank you.
(End of lecture)
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There are some elementary materials of Scientology which we mustn't overlook which
have been of fascinating interest to Advanced Clinical Courses for a very long time. The first
and foremost of these is the Know to Mystery Scale. I've stated this in various ways, mostly
because it was refined in statement. But you get a condensation of knowingness. A
condensation of knowingness occurs down to lookingness. One has something to look at.
And then this condenses and we get emotion. And this condenses and we get effort.
And this condenses and we get thinkingness – you know, figure-figure. And this condenses
and we get symbols. And the symbols condense and we get eating and the eating condenses
and we get sex and the sex condenses and we get mystery.
Now, we could go on down south again and say, below mystery we get peering. And
below peering, why, we would of course get misemotion. And below misemotion we would
get horror of effort. And below horror of effort, why, we would get something on the order of
a circuit instead of thinking-ness, you see.
And below this circuit, why, we would get incomprehensible symbols and sciences
like psychology. And below, and below this circuitry we would get indigestion. And below
indigestion we'd get sterility and impotence. And below this, why, we would get
unconsciousness.
And, now, this is a dwindling spiral. This is the picture of the dwindling spiral and this
is the scale. We can recognize this scale today as – in various processes. You might think it
merely curiosa at times, but you had certainly better know some of the things you are looking
at. It helps you out a lot with a preclear to know what you are looking at. A few auditors have
been known to get some results because they knew what they were looking at.
Now, we go down scale in scouting preclears pretty darn low. You could say this
Know – it's originally called the Know to Sex Scale, but you understand that it goes know to
sex, and then mystery to unconsciousness. You get the idea? It could harmonic.
Just as we, in the Philadelphia lectures, demonstrated the fact that the desire-ennforceinhibit spiral is actually – you could say desire is way up, and then enforce is in the middle of
the Tone Scale and is inhibited at the bottom.
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Well, we could also draw the same scale this way: desire-enforce-inhibit. And you've
only come down one-tenth of a millimeter. Then desire-enforce- inhibit, and you've only
come down another tenth of a millimeter, you see? Desire-enforce-inhibit and you've come
down another one, so that you could draw the whole Tone Scale as a Know to Mystery Scale.
The whole Tone Scale could be drawn in this fashion with one Know to Mystery Scale laid
out on it.
Or it could be one Know to Mystery Scale and we've gone down a tenth of a
millimeter, and one mystery – Know to Mystery Scale, we've gone down a tenth of a
millimeter. You get the idea?
In other words, out of this big section we can take little sections of it and we find out
they have all the essential parts of the big section, you see?
In this particular case, in this type of graph, why, we get the part as having all the
characteristics of the whole. So we take the band, let us say – this is not meaningful, I mean,
I'll just give you an arbitrary area of the Tone Scale – and we would say from 1.8 to 2.0 and
right in that area we would have a Know to Mystery Scale complete, see. The part is the same
as the whole.
This is not always true. You take a machine apart and you will find out that the
cogwheels and the axle are not the same as the whole. But in this particular case, they are the
same as the whole because you are dealing essentially with just one thing and that's thought.
And these are the component parts of thought in its condensation.
Now, this becomes very curious in the running of Opening Procedure by Duplication
because if you were to closely watch your preclear, and if you were to cause him to describe
what was happening and to describe what he was doing and to describe the – exactly what
you'd told him to describe, you know, “Look at it,” you know. And he looks at it and you say,
“What color is it?”
And he says, “Well, it's – uh – it's red.” It's a book, by the way, with eight colors on
the jacket, see, and he says, “It's red.”
And you say, “What color is it?”
And he says, “It's well, it's – it's red, with a little green here.”
And you say, “Well, that's – that's fine.” You go on along the line. And the next time
you come by this book, this same object which you're repeating on, why, you say, “What
color is it?” And he's gotten away with this. He knows the satisfactory answer to you is “It's
red with a little bit of green on it.” Didn't look at it at all, see.
And you say, “What color is that?”
“Well, it's – uh – it's – uh – well, it's red with a little bit of green on it. Of course,
there's a blue over here.” You get the idea.
Brace him up. Just because he's found the answer to be a satisfactory answer to you is
no reason under the sun, no reason under the sun why – demonstrates that he is looking at it.
But this sort of thing occurs.
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That's beside the point. Just a little bit of an aside here on making him run such a
process.
All right. Completely aside from this, as the preclear runs Opening Procedure by
Duplication you will find him coming up the Mystery to Know Scale. You know, you'll start
to come up the scale. And this is one of the more curious things, because he is so jammed in
at the bottom – in other words, the scale itself is condensed down at the bottom – that he is
liable to hit sex, effort, know, you see, bing-bing-bing. And then he will hit eatingness.
You understand, he's going over this scale, is so condensed that he's only hitting spots
on it. This is perfectly all right. I just want you to know what you are looking at, because this
is one of the most curious things. As you make him describe – as you make him describe the
color, and that sort of thing, why, he'll tell you “It's good enough to eat,” you see.
Or he will tell you “It is awfully heavy this time,” or he will tell you “I don't know I'm
kind of bored with this.” That doesn't, by the way, mean he's up in boredom. He's probably in
the apathy of boredom when he tells you such a thing.
Every one of the emotional bands has every one of the emotions in it. Now, this is the
part being the whole sort of a thing. Well, let's take boredom as an emotion and we find out
there's the anger of boredom and there's the grief of boredom and so on.
Let's take apathy. This is one of the most remarkable things. There is a – an apathy of
rage. Or a rage of apathy, and so forth. I mean, “Oh, I don't know what I'm going to do, but I
could just kill somebody about this,” you know? So we take each one of the emotions and we
find out it has each one of the emotions in it.
All right. As he comes up the line, we will discover quite adequately that he is hitting,
see, he's hitting, ping-ping-ping, up the line on the Know to Mystery Scale. If he doesn't do
this, he isn't moving.
And one of the surest tests in the world – is this boy going on up tone. It is expressed
not so much by his voice tone or his emotional context, or something of the sort, but by the
actual text of what he is describing. He'll tell you it's a mystery to him. He'll say, “I don't
know anything about that bottle now.” You know – mystery.
And then he will tell you “You know, it looks like a perfume bottle.” You know, sex.
It – it – “I wonder what this thing contained?” Eating, see? And you will find him sneaking on
up the band, you see? And of course if it's heavy or it's – “This is a lot of hard work,” he will
tell you suddenly, and something like that; he's scooting on up through effort, and then, as he
hits the emotion.
And then he will hit a period there where he stands and stares at it. He stares at the
thing, you know. He's not comm lagging. He's just hit the look part of that scale.
Well, the scale is useful. You can discover that somebody who is very afraid of effort
will do a lot of figure-figure on the effort. You would be amazed at some of the procedures of
yesteryear which simply decided that instead of thinking about it we would simply shove it
through.
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If you had enough force, you wouldn't do any thinking. You'd do a minimum of
figure-figure, if you had enough force. For instance, if this city had no slightest – no dearth
whatsoever of machinery in order to clean up everything in sight, and if the machinery was
easy to run, didn't require many men to run, there was an enormous supply of power available
to it, believe me, it wouldn't do much thinking about how it applied that power. It would
simply apply it.
It would say, “Well, let's see now. We need a street through here. Well, street through
here.” And they are liable to put one through there, even though the inhabitants are still in the
houses.
And you come by afterwards, and you say, “Hey, what was the matter with you? You
know, you know that you knocked down about eight houses while you were putting that...”
“Oh, did we? Well, that's too bad. Well, we'll build them another house.” They would.
You know, it isn't that they would be mean about it. It's just that, it's just they wouldn't think
about it. An enormous amount of force.
Therefore you get societies which are possessed of enormous amounts of force,
tremendous quantities of power, and So on, doing very, very little thinking about
consequences, which is quite fabulous.
But after, after a few of them have gotten zapped very thoroughly, and so forth, these
people will start figuring. They will start thinking. They will begin to write essays,
monographs, and tomes on the subject of justice. They have been hit often enough so that they
are now below effort and they are worried about justice. You will very often find a preclear
who is under the effort band, or just sneaking under the effort band – you know, he can still
work as a body – will almost spin if you start to talk to him about justice.
“Justice. Figure-figure-figure-figure. How could I possibly get any justice.” Well,
what does he want any justice for? Well, he wants some justice.
All right. As we look over this scale we discover that it describes various
manifestations in life in a rather crude fashion, but, nevertheless, in a very useful fashion. It's
crude because we haven't got a test meter that instantly tells us how many points south of
effort the individual is. We know he is south of effort, though, you understand. There isn't a
psychotic in the land north of effort. There is nobody above effort who has anything wrong
with him. Get the idea?
If somebody has something wrong with him, he's below effort. This we know. So this
leaves us a choice of places for him to be. Figure-figure on south. Symbols on south. Eating
on south. Sex on south. Mystery, fixation upon. You see this? So that we get the most curious
things occurring.
We get somebody like Freud suddenly picking out a part of this band, and saying,
“Well, this is it.” Well, that sure tells you where his particular society was stuck, hm? These
boys were below eating.
By the way, sex is a solution to being eaten; the production of another mock-up. And
symbols, when they condense very heavily, become forms; live forms. A symbol can very
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easily get out of hand and take on a living personality, an identity, and so on, and go ramping
about the land and doing an awful lot.
You would say this is impossible. What do you mean, a symbol could do that. What do
you think Alexander the Great was but a symbol? He wasn't a – he was hardly a thinking
being. His interest in the arts was paying off his old teacher, Aristotle, who probably talked
him into some tight spots and probably the only man that had ever bested Alexander at
anything.
So of course he sent a lot of specimens home to Aristotle and launched us upon the
Dark Age scholasticism under the aegis of the Roman Catholic church.
But Alexander was not a learned man. He was quite able in many lines, but boy, did he
want to be Alexander. Which tells you immediately that he must have been in the symbol
bracket. And I think if we had asked him to work very hard, that wasn't immediately pepped
up to show people how great Alexander was, he would have been in a horrible spot.
He probably would have sweated. Of course, he's made his name infamous right on up
to present time in India so that in India today mothers frighten their little babies to sleep by
telling them if they do not go to sleep, the Skanda of the Two Horns will get them, and that is
Alexander the Great they are talking about.
Now, where we have a fellow who is terrifically fixed on a symbol or where he is
being highly symbolical, and so on, we can be pretty sure he will drift off that point
immediately. He'll go down scale. He will start worrying about eating. Eating will become a
very fixed thing with him.
And now we go down scale further than that and he will worry about sex and get stuck
in this particular bracket, and if he doesn't watch it, he'll slide out the bottom on that and be
enveloped in mystery.
Now, you understand the Know to Sex Scale only operates after it has become
obsessive and compulsive, when it is a behavior factor, a fixed behavior pattern. When you
get a fixed behavior pattern on this it isn't by choice.
Now, let's look up scale and find that all of us, sooner or later, sometime or another,
hit one or the other of these bands. But we do it knowingly. We do it quite knowingly. We
say, “Well, what I need is some exercise.” And we go out around, and so on. And we go down
to the movies to have a good emotional wingding – not an American movie, that's all effort,
by the way. It's the most beautiful picture of effort. Everybody throwing effort in all
directions with a minimum of emotion, livingness or anything else condensed in it. Actually,
the American people keep looking at these things because they are very pretty, not necessarily
because they like them.
Not patting a foreign movie on the back, the foreign movie is technically inept. It has a
tendency to go into figure-figure and below this high technical level. But once in a while you
will see something that is really a story and has some emotion in it, has some appeal to it and
there is somebody alive in the thing. The British movie, by the way, has somebody alive in it.
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The hero, the hero, by the way, of the American movie is best described as a criminal.
He has every aspect that you could assign to a criminal. He is highly self-centered, he is very
silent, he cares very little about who he shoots, the people around him come to grief and he
himself is in bad trouble and catastrophe. This is the – this is a criminal. This isn't any hero.
A hero is somebody who goes out and engages in a game of – this is by German
definition – of freeing the chained and slaying the bad baron, and so forth, and refusing any
pay for it of any kind. These are the German hero tales. That's where we get the word “hero,”
from Germany, and the whole characteristic there.
But the American movie hero today can be found in real life in any penitentiary. He's
silent, strong, careless of others, has no thought for anybody else, really, but himself and is
involved in lots of trouble of one kind or another. And in addition to that has himself a very,
very fine time not. Have you ever noticed one of these heroes enjoying anything? No, he's just
kind of woodenly marching forward, like a wound-up automaton.
This is – these are all characteristic of a criminal, by the way. A criminal shares these
characteristics. People around him come to gnef, and so forth.
But completely aside from an opinion on the line, I'm just talking about the acceptable
story. This story is really no longer acceptable. But Hollywood hasn't found it out yet. Their
pictures are playing to empty theaters in all directions.
Neither has the American public found foreign movies. They are bad, technically, for
one thing. And for another thing they are in a bad – some bad state of communication. You
know, they are in a foreign tongue or something like that.
Actually, Italian movies today have a tremendous amount of vitality. The people in
them are alive, and if the Italians were real smart – they are once in awhile – they'll – they
would dub in all of their pictures. They're pretty – technically they are pretty good, but they
would dub in their pictures with English. I have seen several that have been and the English is
not, not too hot. But they don't do a bad job. But they don't do a real good one, either. So,
therefore, it's really not terribly popular.
By the way, the Italian movie is too smokey. It is too hot for the censor boards to
handle. It's – their themes, and so forth, are real – same kind of – if there's an Italian – well,
there – I saw an Italian movie one day in Spain that was an interesting movie. It was the
picture, it was all in what we call in retrospect. This person was thinking over what had
happened.
And this person was sure thinking it over, all right. But it was all dramatized what the
person was thinking about. And this girl had run into a guy, and she was a nurse and he was a
bum. She was a nurse in the hospital and he was a bum, and they'd gotten all tangled up in
various directions and eventually she decided, grimly, to just turn her back on a life of
romance and go back to nursing in the hospital. This was its total, total theme.
But that could happen. See, that could happen. It might have happened within the last
week up here at the McDowell Hospital – the McDowell Street Hospital, up here. Might have,
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see. These people breathe. They also have something to say to each other. They don't walk
around uttering wooden lines which forward the plot.
Well, this is just differences on the Tone Scale. But at the same time we might be
looking in a foreign movie – I'm not talking about movie, I'm talking about Scientology – we
might be looking in a foreign movie at a lower Know to Sex Scale, you see, a little lower
down here, whereas the American movie is stuck just below effort, see, on a higher band.
But, look, isn't this interesting that we could take a higher Know to Sex Scale, you see,
and we could say it's stuck there in effort. And then we could get another Know to Sex Scale
which had a lot more livingness and humanity in it, apparently, and we could say it's stuck
lower on the band. Would there be anything wrong with that?
Male voice: No.
Well, this is observably true all around us. We can't necessarily say that somebody
who is refusing effort is then and therefore on the lowest ebb of the Know to Sex Scale, see.
This fellow who – that is the mistake you could make in interpreting this scale.
We know this phenomena, and this is what we get out of this scale. We know that
somebody who has been working very hard will sit down and think. We know that if he thinks
a while, he'll get lazy and put it into symbols form, see? So he packages his thinking. That's a
condensation of thinking.
And we know that if he puts a lot of stuff into label form, he'll have something to do
with eating. That's very interesting that the commercial writer writes to eat. He's right there
next door to each other, see? Think, symbols, eat.
And only when he gets into thoroughly foul condition will he begin to dedicate a life
to sex. But he will slide down these bands. You can expect.
Now, you can predict behavior because unless they're psychotic or neurotic – see,
Know to Sex Scales exist in psychosis and neurosis too – unless they are psychotic or
neurotic, you can predict the next-door step to anything anybody is doing. This is a curious
method of prediction.
I remember a cartoon which occurred in Esquire a great many years ago. It was a
scene which was shot across the foot of a bed into a kitchen where their great big icebox was
in the kitchen, a stove and so forth, and you could see these things clearly, you see. And you
could see the foot of this bed and it was all dark in this bedroom. We were looking in the
direction of the kitchen door. And the legend on it is “And now I'm hungry.” You see? These
things are right next door to each other.
Now, when you get into psychosis and neurosis, actually they're packed so close
together that they short circuit. They don't go through the next step. Get the idea?
And if you could conceive neurosis or psychosis just as a short circuit where
identification is taking place so that A = A = A, you will see also that it is very easy for the
Know to Sex Scale to get in this condition: sex equals emotion, mystery equals effort. See?
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You ever hear of anybody talking about, “It would be a hard job figuring it out?” This
is idiotic. You mean somebody uses effort to think? Well, that's what it declares. “It would be
a hard job figuring that out.” I've had people tell me, “My, you must use up an awful lot of
energy, writing and so forth.” I don't know how we'd use up this energy. You generally finish
up a novel or something like that, and you say, “Whee. I'm glad to stop sitting still and go out
and do something active,” you know?
But this – we don't burn up energy by thinking; this sillier sort of thing. All right. We
can, though. You can go down scale and fool around with some of the machines, and you will
find out that they are running on energy. They do all their thinking on energy. That is why
they are crazy.
All right. Now, if – just as you run Opening Procedure by Duplication on a low-level
case and find the individual going up this stuff flip-flip-flip-flip-flip, so do you find societies
going in cycles. They go up and down this scale. They have fads of one thing and then
another, you know?
But this could be a low-level Know to Sex Scale. Now, you could have actually the
Know to Sex Scale in the direct vicinity of somebody who is wearing a very thick pair of
glasses. This would be a different one, wouldn't it? It would be heavier and more condensed.
Now, we are pulling this train into the station, so listen real, real carefully here.
Condensation is the keynote. Actually, condensation of knowingness is the keynote of all of
this. And the Know to Sex Scale is descriptive of the condensation of knowingness, and as we
come down scale on the Tone Scale – you see, the Know to Sex Scale is not a fixed scale on
the Tone Scale. It is qualities on the Tone Scale; it is the sequence of qualities on the Tone
Scale.
Well, as we come down the Tone Scale, we find out we're condensing the Know to
Sex Scale. You get that? So that the Know to Sex Scale around 30.0 would be maybe a foot
high on a big graph we have up here, but the Know to Sex Scale itself is condensing so that
we get down around 2.0, it's maybe only a quarter of an inch, it's all jammed in there, you
know? It's getting heavier and heavier and thicker and thicker and all condensed.
Now, actually MEST itself is apparently no more and no less than a totally condensed
knowingness. It knows it is solid and fixed. Knows it's got location. That's what it knows.
All right. But theoretically you start to take that stuff apart, it would start to come up
the Know to Sex Scale. That's theoretically. I don't. When I take it apart I make perfect
duplicates of it, and it isn't there. So we don't have any worry about it coming up a gradient
scale. It just goes.
But if you started to take it apart, expand it in other words, you would get a Know to
Sex Scale. And when you start taking a preclear apart, you start expanding him just as
thoroughly as though you took that wall apart, you see? You start expanding him. And as you
expand him on out he gets in pretty good shape. This would not necessarily even be the
amount of space. Now, this is what is peculiar. This isn't even necessarily, although I graph it
with space, the amount of space in this preclear. That isn't necessarily a case, you see? It's the
solidity factor. It's the particles per space.
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See, we don't necessarily just put more space into this preclear, you understand, but we
could put less particles per the space he has. And this would be a very good way to look at it,
particles are disappearing here someplace.
It's all very well for us to say Know to Sex Scale and it's all fine for us to theorize like
this and take man and put a pin through his back and pin him there to the card and look at him
as a nice specimen. But there wouldn't be any sense in it at all unless it had some practicality
and unless it demonstrated to you the causation of human behavior and permitted you to take
a preclear apart simply by knowing this. It would have no value unless you could take an
action course with it. Knowingness for its own sake is worthiess.
So, this fellow memorized the Encyclopaedia Britannica from beginning to end. Hohum. So we have categorized and cataloged humanity like Kraepelin. I think it's spelled
Kraepelin but it's actually pronounced Kraplin. He categorized psychotic states. This is the
most enormous graph you ever saw. I do not think the graph itself has ever been imported into
America. I know that the graph which is used in America is a condensed or deleted version of
the Kraepelin graph of psychotic states.
But in German this graph occupies a book. And you know what that means in
Germany. When you say “book” you mean a broken back, you know? It's big. And when he
gets all down to the bottom of it he throws all other classifications into unclassified. And
nearly everybody using this scale simply throws all categories into unclassified.
But it's a tremendous amount of something to know, isn't it? Tremendous amount of
something to know. But if we just knew this psychotic scale from beginning to end and had
many examples and classifications of it, it would be utterly worthless to us, just as it is
worthless to psychiatry, just as psychiatry itself is worthless.
That's because they catalog. They're stuck on a low band of symbols, and to them,
knowingness is symbols. We have strung out this many words and therefore we know
something. Damned if they do. They don't know anything just because they have laid some
labels on things.
Just because you know somebody's name is John Jones is no reason why you know
John Jones. Look how much there was to know about John Jones. An old pal of mine, Russell
Hayes, quite an inventor, holds the basic helicopter patents in America and then the US
government went over and got a German Folcke-Wulf helicopter, which had stolen, and
perverted several patents, you see. And brought it over and had it copied as the first helicopter
we use. We owned the basic helicopter patents. Oh, the government. Anyway, Russell –
Russell used to do quite a bit of writing, and so forth. And he and I were good friends. We got
into a discussion one day about characterization. And we had it hot and heavy, and we talked
this thing over, we talked this thing over for three and a half gallons of beer, just to give you
an idea. That was real discussion, what characterization was.
And he finally estimated how long it would take for somebody to actually characterize
a hero. How many words would it take to actually characterize somebody if you characterized
him all the way. And his estimate on it was about a billion words. In other words, many times
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the length of Dickens' complete works, just to characterize one character, if we were to do it
anywhere near fully.
This is kind of curious. Writers get interested in characterization because editors who
wouldn't know a human being if they saw one are prone to say if they don't like you or you
didn't buy them a drink or you resented their making a pass at your girlfriend at a party, other
good reasons that have to do with your skill as a writer... Your skill as a writer is knowing
who to pinch and who not to. All right, a billion words.
Do you realize that everything that has been written in Dianetics and Scientology,
right from the word go – every word that has been put on tapes, and so forth – is still the
characterization of one man. The difference is, is this man that we are characterizing, this is
not a man or a woman, and has no name. This man is not myself. This man is not you. But he
is all of us. He is the common denominators.
You can look – have you ever looked in the tape library down at 616? Do you know
that it cost about $5,000 to copy all the tapes down there? And we can buy tapes real cheap.
That's four years worth of material. And this isn't characterizing one man – not me, not you –
this is simply taking the common denominators to all men so that if we added a few of these
combinations together and made some of the eccentricities, and so forth, possible out of this,
we probably would go on for several centuries before we had even finished characterizing all
the characteristics of one individual.
This would be a real dreary look, wouldn't it? That's why we have little things like the
Know to Sex Scale and the Tone Scale, and so forth, is to permit us to work our way through
this tremendous morass with the greatest of ease and lightheartedness, instead of
lightheadedness.
Well, Russell Hayes decided it would take a billion words, and this is not true. It has
taken well in excess of a billion words just to describe the common denominators amongst
men. And we haven't ever described one man. So that's quite a trick, isn't it? It must be a long
subject.
If all we did was just describe the characteristics in common with one man, this might
be an interesting adventure, mightn't it? It certainly wouldn't get us anywhere. Putting a bunch
of labels on him, stringing a lot of symbols around him, garlanding him with as's and
wherefores, would not get us anywhere. No man would be better off for this having been
done. No condition would have changed anywhere for this having been done. Because
nobody would have the patience or reason to read it. You got to be able to do something with
what you know or it's no good to anybody.
And when you get a piece of information which is nondynamic – I'll tell you
something interesting to do to it. Use it for a literary tea. One is hard put upon in literary teas
and political meetings, and things like that, to find enough nothingness to talk about. And you
have to have a little store of it. So that's a good thing to do with something that you can't do
anything with.
And right now I'm inviting you, if there is any part of Scientology that you are not
doing anything with, simply throw it away. Just discard it. Throw it away. Because I'm going
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to tell you something right now which will do a lot of clarification for you. I've done a lot of
talking on this subject and I think yesterday giving you the category of first you had to change
his mind and then you had to get him to hold a couple of things in an alterable position, then
you had to get him into communication, I think this kind of clarifies the goals of processing,
doesn't it? Certainly clarifies exteriorization.
And as far as what the auditor is trying to do, he is trying to exteriorize somebody and
make them stable-exteriorized. Well, that's good clarification there. That's really, how does he
do it? Well, the modus operandi is very easily delineated. You gotta get the guy into the
condition so he'll change his mind so he can hold two points stably at a distance, one from the
other, and so that he can be in full communication. And don't even have to have him in very
full communication.
But you do these things, you got a goal. Your immediate goals of processing are the
last three, and your general, broad goal of processing is the first one. If you do these things,
some fantastic things occur. This individual starts to know, and he starts to get himself a
better look at existence and he can afford to be kind.
Being kind is a luxury. Remember that. If any of you have any philosophic notion, you
know, philosophic maunder-maunder pondering whether it isn't really best to be cruel, and
whether it isn't really best to be evil or bad, but you're being good but you've seen a lot of
people who were cruel or evil or bad, and they seem to be getting along and winning. And if
any of you are hung up on this old philosophic seesaw of good and evil, whether you should
treat your – the world kindly or viciously, or anything like that, if you are hung up in this
direction to any degree just let me point out that being good can be in several parts of the
Tone Scale. It can be highly enforced and unwitting, it can be done to set an example for one's
fellows or it can be done because you can afford to do it.
But it is the, it is the – in the final analysis – it is the easiest thing to do. And – well
once upon a time the skipper I had – I was a supercargo over in the Orient when I was a kid
for a while, most anything. I could play an awfully nasty hand of bridge. So the three officers
on the ship needed a fourth so they made me a supercargo and I went to Java. Well, anyhow –
about the way it worked out. I had a – an interesting time of it. The old skipper told me that –
now, it was real hard to stay on the straight and narrow, and it was easy to wander down that
primrose path and to get into sin and so forth. And to be lured off of the track of
righteousness. He told me this was real easy.
Well, I went ashore one night in a Chinese port, and I was very bored as a youth is
prone to be occasionally, very bored with life, had very, very little adventure. Life was dull.
We had just gone through a typhoon but that was all over. And I decided that I would stray
from the beaten path.
I had more trouble. It was the most difficult thing you ever saw in your life to try to
get off the straight and narrow, and I finally did manage to get involved, one way or the other,
and I had an awful hangover the next morning and a terrific welt under one eye, and so forth.
And he stood there telling me – and he stood there telling me, “Now, you – you should have
stayed on the straight and narrow, just, even though it was a difficult path,” and so forth.
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And I finally was – I was in enough of a vicious mood, that I said, “You see all the
difficulty I'm in?”
And he said, “Yeah, well, I do.”
I said, “Well, all that difficulty, that lies over there on that primrose path that you've
been dressing up for me.” And I said, “It's the hardest thing in the world to get into trouble.
And the hardest thing in the world to get out of it. This is difficult. Being good, that's easy.
That's real easy.
Well, if you want to get into trouble, why, fall off of the good wagon and you'll be in –
you'll have all of the difficulty and the application of effort and everything that you could
possibly imagine.
This is hard, sweaty work being evil. And very unsatisfactory sort of thing, in the final
analysis, because you never quite find enough energy to go on and finish it up. That's hard
work. Hard work.
The only reason anybody is up here in the penitentiary is because he didn't have
enough energy to go on and finish being evil. That's a luxury to be good. But it is also real
easy.
You have to put up barriers and do all kinds of things in order to get over into a point
of where you have games, and then you have to put up a lot more barriers. And then you put
up a lot more barriers, and you put up a lot more barriers, and then you put up a lot more
barriers and you are getting to a point of where you can be nice and evil.
And man, you have to work at it. You have to work at it. If any young girl is given the
impression that the world is sitting out there waiting, just waiting to lead her into snares and
traps and so forth, she's mistaken. She's mistaken. She will have to put out a lot of effort, lot
of effort.
She could probably drift down all of her years without getting into any trouble at all.
But if she wants some excitement and so on, she is liable to have to start putting up barriers of
one kind or another, secrets. And we get down to the crux of this matter which is she would
have to cut communication in some direction. In other words, she'd refuse – several refusals –
she'd refuse to acknowledge or she would refuse to originate or refuse to answer or refuse to
receive an originated communication or refuse to receive an answer or refuse to receive an
acknowledgment. And if she's got herself in these – any one of these six categories, she's
started to make barriers.
Now, she could work at it and there are very involved ways to go about this. But she is
working on condensation of the Know to Mystery Scale.
The condensation of the Know to Mystery Scale comes about directly from these
particular crimes: refusal to answer, refusal to acknowledge, refusal to originate, refusal to
receive an origin, refusal to receive an acknowledgment, refusal to receive an answer. That is
not necessarily in order, but those are the six categories.
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With two more categories. What are these two categories? You already know them.
They're the – both the two categories, one for each cycle of live form. She could refuse to be
alive, or she could refuse to admit that somebody else was alive.
Well, that's eight, isn't it? And these eight things, these eight negatives, result in the
condensation and behavior patterns and considerations which we know as the Know to
Mystery Scale.
This is so much the case, this is so much the case that if you were to take any ridge a
preclear has or any ridge you have and mock it up as receiving origins, answers,
acknowledgments or admitting the presence of a live form – this is a new angle on
Communication Processing, isn't it – and make it give forth originated communications,
answers and acknowledgments, and be a live form, and that ridge will disappear, and so will
the center of Earth and so will its crust and so will the sun, moon, stars and all the space of
this universe.
We have two methods of making nothing out of something. The processing method:
All you have to do is make something receive answers, acknowledgments or originated
communications or deliver answers, acknowledgments of originated communications or to
perceive the existence of a live form or to be a live form and it's gone. That's that.
And this type of processing, if engaged upon by the auditor, does not require the
remedy of havingness. Why? Why doesn't it require the remedy of havingness? Well, Burke
had an observation on this which was an interesting observation. He said, “I found, during the
session, that I was putting up screens in order to receive the communication.” There isn't any
reason why he has to do this. But he says, “Havingness is a necessity if one is going to receive
a communication.”
Well now, this might or might not be true because I'll tell you how that mass gets
there. It's by receiving – refusing to receive a communication. So havingness comes about
directly from a refusal to have a communication. Just the reverse. Comes about from a refusal
to have a communication or of somebody else's refusal to have a communication or somebody
else's anxiety to deliver a communication or one's own anxiety to deliver a communication;
you get havingness.
So havingness will just cut to ribbons on Communication Processing without needing
to be remedied, which is one of the more fabulous manifestations.
Now, if your preclear, of course, does start chewing on energy you know what I mean,
you're asking him to make a ridge say “hello” or receive a “hello,” something like that, you're
asking him to do this. He doesn't do this. He rubs one part of the ridge against another part of
the ridge and creates heat.
Why, he's lost some havingness by reason of heat, by reason of mechanical things.
And when you lose havingness by reason of a mechanical action, it's got to be replaced. Then
you have to remedy havingness.
But if you make things talk, if you make things live, if you make things receive
messages and livingness, no havingness ever needs to be remedied. In other words, life
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immediately exceeds – no clearer proof could exist of this – life immediately exceeds any
mechanics because it can continue to thrive in the absence of the mechanics if we permit
communication to occur. Fantastic, but very true.
All right. There's two methods, then, of making nothing out of things. One is to make a
perfect duplicate of it in its own time, in its own place, with its own energy. And you just
make a duplicate of it with all those things.
And sometimes people have a little difficulty understanding exactly how to do this
because they think they have to put a second duplicate into it or they have to copy it and push
two duplicates together or they have to do something in this direction.
This is not true. All they had to do was relax and simply say there is a second one
there made out of the same materials and the same space. And that's all, I mean, and
everything falls apart. Except one thing – of course, one other thing falls apart, too. There's
one thing wrong with this perfect duplicate, it cuts havingness to pieces as though you were
putting it through a meat chopper.
If – you know, we can erase an engram today with the greatest of ease with perfect
duplication. All you have to do is have the individual look at the engram, make a perfect
duplicate of it, it's gone. Somebody will doubt this, perhaps. And I imagine some old
Dianeticist might. I had to alter, by the way, the text of the – of one of the Foundation
bulletins. It said we could do this in a few seconds. You could make an engram disappear in a
few seconds. But this sounded so unreasonable that I changed it and put an error in there. I
said a few minutes. That's not true. It's a few seconds is the proper length.
So there's only one trouble with this, is it doesn't leave any havingness. In other words,
you could make a perfect duplicate of anything and make it disappear and discover that the
preclear's havinguess had been reduced that much.
And if you started to make a perfect duplicate of his whole bank from one end to the
other, he would be a very reduced man. Let me assure you, he'd be a very unhappy one, if not
a spinning one. Everything would start to go by the boards.
So, we say there's two methods of making nothing out of something. But if one of
these methods has a liability, then we wouldn't say that it was a technique method, would we?
We'd say it was a method. Well, it wasn't a technique. Get the idea? So that leaves us with
actually just one technique to make nothing out of things: Communication Processing.
I've been running some tests – well, I could tell you about them, and so forth – been
running some tests on ridges, lines, masses, MEST universe gravities, and so on.
Had a preclear lift an ashtray about three feet off of a desk simply by making all the
particles of the ashtray receive the communication of gravity and make Earth receive the
communication from all the particles of the ashtray, and gravity disappeared. I didn't say a
mock-up of the ashtray. I said the ashtray.
We could put all this down to this: resistance to or anxiety about communication
produces mass and condensation, which we graph as the Know to Mystery Scale. See that?
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Refusal, negation against communication produces the condensation which we know as the
Know to Mystery Scale.
Now, you think a lot of other things ought to be in there, but that is not true. Nothing
else belongs in that sentence at all.
Well, we could do this. By test we could find out if this is true, and we would get one
of the more curious manifestations. I've already told you, I think, about a process, if you have
some person that you completely detest, you could work this process on them. If this person is
somebody that you mean utterly to destroy, go ahead and work this process on them.
Scientology has moved up into a bracket of where one of its processes can process in
reverse, right down to death or insanity just as fast as it can go the other way. This is not a
frightening fact, but it happens to be a true one. A Scientologist can handle life. Well, if he
can handle life he can certainly handle death. All right. Now, what would this process be? Be
the one of the more interesting processes because it would sound to the preclear like you were
running the most reasonable process under the sun. Because this is what he is doing and
therefore this reasonable process would be acceptable by him and he would run it.
Somebody who had never heard me talk about this process, who had never heard it
from anybody out in the field right now would very happily run this process for you. “Give
me some things you do not have to be in ARC with.”
And they – they're just sure that there will be an end to this somewhere. There will be
a stop to this somewhere. And somewhere on down the line, why, all of a sudden the ridges
they're accumulating and this horrible mass they're getting into and this terrific anger they're
going down into or this grief they're going down into will suddenly alleviate. They'll think
this will be a very good thing, you see. “Look at all the charge I am – I am building up here
and I'm going to spill.” They never spill it. It just gets more and more and worse and worse.
They go down the Tone Scale.
Now, you must know that the Tone Scale is simply a description of the emotional band
of the Know to Sex Scale. The Know to Sex Scale is a much bigger scale of which we have
the Tone Scale as a livingness manifestation of condensation.
See, you put the whole Tone Scale, fits right in on the Know to Sex Scale at emotion.
And that's a fact, it fits right in there. Now, as we go below apathy, you see, we run into
effort. And as we go on down the line we run into the other minus Tone Scale manifestations.
But the Tone Scale, as it was originally produced in – well, Science of Survival and
discussed a little earlier in some other lectures and books and so on, actually just belongs to
that emotional scale, doesn't it?
So he'll go right straight on down the line and all of a sudden he will find himself
hard-packed into effort, and if you kept up this thing he'd start to figure-figure his way out of
this. And if you kept him up with this he would get into an anxiety about the symbols, the
exact meaning of the words you were using. And if you kept this up, he would begin to get
hungry or worry about being eaten. And if you kept this up he would go right on down into
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sex and he would begin to get sexually excited, and so forth. And he would drop on down
through there and he would tell you it was all a mystery to him. Believe me, it would be.
You can create with this process a black five in two hours, out of a thetan exterior. The
process, again, is simply this. “Give me some things you wouldn't have to go into ARC with.”
Now, the process also runs this way – it's a process, it is a death process, the first one
I've ever really come up and described. I have described PDH to you, and so forth. But this is
real – a real death process. This is much worse than PDH. “Give me some things you don't
have to go into communication with” produces the same result. “Give me some things you
don't have to agree with” does not produce the same result. “Give me some things you don't
have to like” does not produce the same result. So “Give me some things you don't have to
communicate with” does produce the result. And that was the isolation of that corner, as a
triangle, as the only important thing in that triangle.
All right. Therefore you have a death process which produces this condensation
known as the Know to Mystery Scale. And this process is a very, very deadly process. But it
demonstrates to us that as we decide to go out of communication with things we decide to die.
It was a very funny thing, running this process, to discover that there is another side to
the communication process. Have all of the molecules in a pack of cigarettes or a ridge or in
the center of Earth decide to receive a bunch of hellos. And then kind of throw them some
hellos to receive, you know. But that is all simultaneous action. Have all these – all these
particles decide to receive some originated communications. They decide to receive “hellos.”
They decide to receive “okays.” And you will find black and white phenomena turning on.
The old Black and White Processing? It goes black and white, black and white.
Too much origin? You know, and it will all go black. So we have them receive some
okays. Decide to receive some okays, it will go white. Have them decide to receive some
hellos, go black, see. I mean, it will go white, black, white, black, white, black, white, black.
Get the idea?
But if we have them decide to receive some communications or decide to receive the –
or perceive that a live form is around, we get a disintegration of the mass without any liability
to the mass itself. It simply evaporates into a livingness.
Well, this is red hot phenomena. The discoveries which I have been talking to you
about are make and break discoveries as far as Scientology is concerned, as far as Dianetics,
Scientology is concerned. With these discoveries the problem of life might have a lot of
ramifications, might have a lot of developments, might have a lot of conditions but it certainly
doesn't have any problem.
Now, I have asked you to run Inventing of Wrongness. Interesting process, isn't it?
Fascinating process. Now we are going to run Communication Processing, straight out. And
you will find all of these other things running off automatically.
The need to have a wrongness would be the need to break communication, would be
the need to have a game. But wrongness and havingness are infinitely connected. If a thing is
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wrong you don't want it and after a while if you can't have something you only have
wrongnesses and so forth. All these involvements take place.
But if wrongness and havingness are intimately connected then, assuredly, we would
find communication and wrongness intimately connected, wouldn't we. So it is. So actually
the need for wrongnesses resolves on Communication Processing.
These discoveries, as I say – not necessarily the Know to Sex Scale, that simply
describes the phenomena – but these discoveries concerning communication actually make
nothing out of the problem of the human mind. There is no problem with the human mind.
Just a problem of how many auditors can we train. That is about all there is to it.
Thank you.
(End of lecture)
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I want to talk to you now about adult education.
Throughout the world in practically every civilized community of the world there are
projects known as adult education. The high school in any small town of a hundred thousand
or so can usually be counted upon to have some sort of an adult education program. They
teach writing. They teach mechanics of one side or another. They teach, sometimes, even as
advanced a thing as engineering.
In one small town which was very much addicted (a small town nowhere near a
hundred thousand, by the way) which was very much addicted to boating – it had a lot to do
with boating, was surrounded on all sides by water – the adult education there included such
things as navigation and seamanship. And you'd get the old fishermen and the yachtsmen and
so forth, they're grumping up there with gnarled fists and lorgnettes to learn how to navigate.
Well, we find that adult education is – is quite the thing in the United States. And we
find also abroad that this also obtains to a slightly lesser extent, but, nevertheless, in Great
Britain you will find activities of this character.
Now, here we have a problem in dissemination and communication of Scientology
itself We say, “What is it?” And we immediately can say “Life.” And, honest, life has an
awful lot of facets. Actually, it has a tremendous number of activities connected with it, life
has. So if we say Scientology is engineering, we have limited it and so it doesn't communicate
well. And if we say Scientology is psychotherapy, we have limited it and it doesn't
communicate well. If we say Scientology is industrial efficiency, again we have limited it and
it doesn't communicate well.
So what are we going to say?
Well, we're going to say it's an understanding of life.
Well, most people desire to understand life through education. And they think that
they are educated into life. And we find out we can fit in this bracket just as fast as any other,
if not faster.
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So when called upon to explain what Scientology drills are or Group Processing is, I
have been very, very successful with this description: Scientology drills increase one's
awareness of his environment to the end that he can better control that environment and to
increase his particular and special skills in that environment.
And somebody says, “Well, now, what's all this mean?”
Well, you say, “Well, now, you take a machinist. Now, this individual very definitely
has the capabilities and potentialities of being a master machinist. You see, he could rise in
his profession but he hasn't. He's just there grinding out on the drill press and he – the lathe.
He isn't doing anything very constructive about this. He's never risen, particularly, in his
profession.”
“Well, why hasn't he?”
“Well, this lies in the field of education,” we say. You know, quick like a bunny, “Lies
in the field of education.”
It doesn't actually – between you and I – it lies in the field of mental inhibitions and
enforcements and so forth. It's definitely in the field of mind operation.
We say, “This lies in the field of education. You see, he has not been able to learn
higher than the action which he is performing. And it is our mission in adult education to
increase his capacity and potential for learning so that he can then assume the skills which are
at the higher level which he should attain.” See? Very simple and very pat.
We say, “All right. Now, we take somebody who is not very aware of his environment,
you know, and he gets his attention fixated on something. Well, we just make him more
aware of the environment at large. And we do drills. They make him more aware of the walls
and the floor and of particular equipment and machinery and so forth, and so all of a sudden
he would be able to see more than he has seen before. And if he can see more then he can
learn more about it, can't he?”
This is very satisfactory. It is almost chicanery to explain Scientology like this. Almost
chicanery. The fact of the matter is, is this individual is a machinist. He is a machinist in his
particular bracket.
He has his attention fixated and limited by so many factors to such a degree that he
cannot attain higher or further than he has attained. Because it would be, for instance, too
many wins. It would be too many – too much money. It would be too much success, he would
not be able to make enough people wrong by being wrong himself, you see. Here's an awful
lot of factors just in what we know that are immediately involved with why this man can't get
up there. But the funny part of it is, we say, we make him more aware of his environment. We
take care of many of these factors.
And this makes it possible to give an individual, in a digestible guise, psychotherapy.
So that if we were to put an advertisement in the paper and we were to say, “Adult Education:
Increase your learning potentials. We will teach you how to learn.” And if we were to put this
in the paper and let it ride there and have our telephone number and arrange classes and so

9ACC

418

16.12.09

EDUCATION: GOALS IN SOCIETY –
ADULT EDUCATION

3

9ACC-20 -10.1.55

forth, why, we'd find out we'd get a response. There would be people come in there that you
would never see otherwise. There are a lot of people who are worried about their mind.
You see, there's a stigma about being worried about your mind yourself or having an
anxiety that – you mustn't admit this, you see. It's a liability, like a bar sinister in a coat of
arms. But just to not have learned something is no stigma. See, the reason this fellow isn't a
manager of his plant is he just hasn't learned how.
This is idiocy, by the way. That's an idiotic factor in the society. I've had many people
come up to me and tell me this – this is one of the fondest beliefs of one of these Western
Hemisphere societies – tell me this, “You know, I always meant to write, but I never learned
how, you see. I never had any education in the direction of learning how to write, and so on.”
When I was very young I used to look at these people and almost laugh aloud and say, “Well,
I had, myself, a year of creative writing at the university and it took me two years to get back
to selling again.” So education didn't have very much to do with this. But the ability and
freedom to write, the right to write had a great deal to do with it.
Now, he substitutes study for the right to do. You see what he – what he's doing?
You're actually pandering to a neurosis on the part of the society that they think they have to
learn to do. This is – this is a little bit of a neurosis, you see? Actually, they've learned too
much. That's the trouble with them. They've learned far, far too much and they've learned it
far, far too well.
For instance, they know very well that they can't make a success of something. This is
learning, this is education. Education: fellow walks down the street, gets hit with a baseball
bat, after that he knows definitely that people carrying a baseball bat down the street are
going to hit him. This is not true, but he's learned it and he feels this in the depths of his
being. All right. So that's education.
He gets a car on the highway and he drives it down the highway and runs it into a
telephone pole just at the moment that a yellow coupe crosses somewhere in the vicinity. And
he knows, then, that yellow coupes are dangerous. That's education. He knows that yellow
coupes run you into telegraph poles.
A very definite example of that was a preclear I had, not two weeks ago, who had a
certainty the size of an ostrich egg on one thing: that yellow – pardon me, that red pickup
trucks always wrecked you. Complete certainty. He had never been hit by a red pickup truck
but he had witnessed an accident where a red pickup truck flashed across in front of another
car and the other car had swerved. All right, this was education.
Now, your papa and your mama taught you that you weren't to touch a hot stove, that
you weren't to touch this, that you weren't to eat that, that this wasn't the case and that wasn't
the case and something or other had to be done, and that if you were honest and good and
straightforward and always told the truth and never fibbed to anybody you would be a
success! This is education. But that doesn't happen to be true. So later on you got along and
you say, “What do you know, there is that dirty cheat, that dog over there, who has clipped
everybody in the vicinity and the guy has a million dollars. Now, that isn't right, is it?” Well,
the only thing is, is you were taught the wrong thing. You were taught simply that if you were
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honest and always obeyed orders and always did exactly what you were supposed to do and if
you were kind and good, then, somehow or other, you would be rewarded. That's a hell of a
thing to teach anybody!
No. If you are able – and look at what this does to prediction – if you are kind and
good and you have to assume that everybody else is kind and good, you've just plain ordinary
ruined your ability to predict bad. Haven't you? So if you've lost your ability to predict evil,
why you're just not going to succeed, that's all, because at least 50 percent of your predictions
are going to be wrong; and that's going to make you good and wrong being so good.
Now, the fact of the matter is it's much easier to be good than to be bad. But life is
made up of combats and conflicts and the good and the evil of life has to do with the
viewpoint one has of life. When you – it's a good thing for you to eat a nice good dinner, isn't
it? That's a good thing. But darned if it was a good thing for the things you were eating! That's
not a good thing. See, that's evil. If you were to ask the opinion of a duck – as it says in the
First Book – concerning this subject of a beautiful duck dinner, he'd probably 1.5 on you like
mad; he'd be upset. And yet that's good for you to do.
All right. We take some little kid and we pamper him, we protect him, we protect him,
we protect him, we protect him, we hide him away from the horrors of life, we shelter him,
we protect him, we protect him so that he – and we teach him to be good and that man is good
and that everybody is good and everything that's going to happen to him is good. Then, we let
him out into the cold, cruel world and he falls flat on his face. Well, it was a good thing to
protect that child, wasn't it? That was a good thing from whose viewpoint? Yours, maybe, but
not the child's. Because you've given him an inability to predict. So you've released him into
life with a hat full of false data.
Now, what do we have here, then, as a criteria?
We merely have consideration and viewpoint on good and evil. That's all the good and
evil there is: consideration and viewpoint.
Of course, you can make the society move ahead into a more orderly society where
people can be happier, where they will do better. You can make it move into a complete
oblivion.
But look at it from the viewpoint of a duck how wonderful it would be to have a
complete end of man. Let's take some nuclear physicist who is solidly in the valence of a
duck. He might believe that the best thing he could do under the sun would be to end man.
Get the idea? That would be a good thing, wouldn't it, then, from his viewpoint if he had the
viewpoint of a duck.
All right. So who's to say this education? Well, the person who is doing the viewing
does the saying, see? I mean, he's got the viewpoint of a duck and he sees that man goes out
and ruins ducks so he says – he says that the destruction of man would then be the greatest
accomplishment since the destruction of the Pharaohs in Egypt. This would be a wonderful
accomplishment.
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Now, we're mad at ants, aren't we? We think that ants – well, if we were living in
South America we'd be very mad at ants. We're mad at flies, at mosquitoes. These are disease
– carrying insects. And poisonous insects such as scorpions, centipedes, spiders; we don't like
these things. And so we could say – we could say, “Well, now, we're going to launch upon the
most laudable project in the world. It's just a fine project we're going to launch ourselves on.
We're going to destroy all of the ants and poisonous insects and spiders and we're going to
destroy flies and mosquitoes. And we're going to make this the end – all of our career. And
this is a wonderful project.” And you'd find almost any man would agree with you. He'd think
you were a little bit hipped if you were making this your total action in life, but nevertheless
he'd think that'd be a fine goal and you were a good man.
Well, I don't think a spider would agree with him. So who is to say?
Well, a person to say on this would be the person doing the viewing.
All right. If this is the case, then, let's take adult education and let's find out that
possibly the most lamentable thing that could happen to anybody would become the manager
of anything. Actually, his freedom is very circumscribed. His activities are very curbed. He
has a responsibility for a great many things. He is unable to look like a bum or a tramp
anymore. He can't wear easy clothes. He isn't able to play hooky from the job. He actually
departs from any such thing as 9:00 to 5:00 as his hours. See? From the viewpoint of a
manager who's been at it for a while and is nursing his ulcers carefully, being a manager is a
pretty sorry goal. But nevertheless, people believe that it's the proper thing to do to become a
manager, or to become somewhere up in charge of the company or to have some say in what's
going on.
There's nothing unhappier than this. You see, a machinist always has lots of
machinists to duplicate him. But a master machinist has contact with very few master
machinists. Well, this again would be learning of one sort or another, wouldn't it?
But this up-flying ambition comes about through pressure from below. Economic
pressure. An individual is unable to earn everything he needs in order to take care of his
family and those that he has the immediate care and charge of and he feels that the best thing
to do is to make more money and so care for them better via money. So he assumes higher
and higher levels of activity in order to achieve more and more money and so be able to pay
more and more for the care and upbringing of children.
This is not necessarily good, you know. If you take a quick survey of rich men's sons,
it's something like a quick survey of ministers' sons. It's very lamentable.
By the way, Scientology reverses this proceeding. It is the first thing known that
reverses this proceeding. A kid born to a couple of parents who are Scientologists is a lucky
kid. Although most of these parents will give the kid much more latitude of action than he
really should have, this is still better, this is still better than a tight circumscription of every
activity the child has. The kid's pretty lucky. As a matter of fact, these kids that – around
Scientology are pretty frisky and they're generally very healthy and rather uninhibited and
also, oddly enough, they seem to be a little kinder.
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I've made this test a few times. I've had one of them swat me, you know, and I said,
“Ow! Ow, ow, ow!” And the kid would look at me, you know, and wonder whether or not he
shouldn't process it out.
But the minister's son, the rich man's son, rather argues against this idea that the best
thing to do is to do everything there is to do for a family. The rich man's son is – feels that he
will never be able to stand on his own two feet. He's usually pushed around. He's given much
more than he should have, and he generally winds up in the juvenile court division. Quite
routine for this to happen. But that's because he is taught something else. He's taught that
somebody is taking care of him and therefore he must be a dependent unit. And it is
dependency, the – his feeling of dependency which is about the only thing which is
aberrative. Because his father is able to take care of him, or his mother or something like that,
the kid is given this feeling of dependency.
A child has, ordinarily, a great feeling of independence. And if this independence is
brought up the line, why, we find that the kid's pretty good.
By the way, the Ford's family is an interesting exception to this. But here we had old
Henry Ford responsible, as time went on, for motorizing the world with assembly-line
production. No other man had such a great responsibility for this taking place. We had old
man Ford with the idea of certain rights and independencies with regard to workmen. When –
after he was very, very old or I think he had already died, and they had some labor troubles at
the Ford plant, I was very surprised – so was everybody else. The funny part of it was, it was
Ford who put in minimum wage-hour above any legislation we have now. It was Ford that put
in vacation systems and so forth. A janitor in Ford's – somebody just sweeping up the
shavings in the shop could count, when people weren't getting this for doing real good jobs
elsewhere, he could count on a living wage. And they finally struck against the company. A
lot of agitators got in there and tried to make everybody real unhappy. Well, it actually could
have happened only when Ford was real old or dead because he would have had too many
answers for them too fast. But, anyway, he raised his kids on the feeling of tremendous
independence. He gave them wide latitude. And he also booted them into standing up into the
responsibility of the company. So we have young Edsel, now, very much involved with
designing the Lincoln Continental with a small staff of his own and so forth, but making a
success out of it. Fantastic situation there. But this all came about through the definite feeling
that the family itself had a responsibility for the society at large. Get the idea? The family had
a responsibility for the society at large. And it was just unlucky that this kid was born into the
family because he got that responsibility too.
Most rich men's sons that go bad have not been given any feeling of responsibility in
this direction. It isn't the family, he's just usually got a father who's playing “the only one” in
some fashion or another so he never gives the kid the feeling of any responsibility for the
society at large.
Now, I'm blowing this up from the second dynamic to show you a look at the third
dynamic, just on adult education.
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The fourth dynamic is almost completely cut off. Individuals do not have the idea in
this society they have any responsibility for the whole society. And yet it's written into the
Constitution that the responsibility for the whole society is definitely in the hands of every
individual in that society. Constitution says that everybody present is responsible for the
whole society. It doesn't say it in so many words, but it says “votes, democracy, majority
rule,” so on.
You could improve the hell out of democracy and might even make it workable!
Listen, don't think that I am rapping democracy on the knuckles. Any political
ideology or political system needs a lot of raps on the knuckles. We have not yet invented a
workable political system. I qualify that very – with nothing. I qualify it with nothing at all.
We have yet to invent a workable political system. We have some that perish a little less
frequently than others. That's the best you can say about the United States right now: It's only
160 years old.
Great Britain in her present form and action is about 360 or something like that. Don't
ask a Britisher, don't ask a Britisher what his own history is, they don't know. They got their
kings and queens all mixed. We know more about it here in America, actually. Somebody will
hear this tape in Great Britain, maybe, someday and they will say this is not a fact. But how
do they know? They never argued about British history with an American: They better put it
to a test.
But I said the present form in Great Britain is 360 years old. Well, I meant the
monarchical form under which they were going. And that has come to an end and they are on
another form of government now. They are on a sort of a – they're a republic which is
organized on democratic principles in order to conduct and carry forward socialistic activities
which allows for the existence of a monarch. That's the form of government they're using. In
the United States we have a democratic form of government which permits political
machinery to operate unimpeded. We are a – we are a government which is definitely
opposed to socialistic principles operating out of Das Kapital. That's a fact, I mean, the US
government has adopted practically every major, every major recommendation from Karl
Marx, today socialism.
We're a democracy which is going forward as a socialism and violently opposed to a
communism which, by the way, is conducting itself along democratic principles. There's
nothing more democratic than a communist organization. What we mean by these political
terms, you see, is so nebulous that you can just make hash or soup out of any of them and be
equally advanced.
Actually, in actual study you find out that communism does practice democracy.
Because democracy is not an ideology but a political system of majority rule. A democracy is
best laid down in Robert's Rules of Order. And Robert's Rules of Order are based on these
principles which are democratic principles. Therefore, anybody who would carry forward
meetings, activities or political systems with these rules of order would, of course, fall into
the bracket of being a democracy. And unfortunately for the boys that are beating the drum,
saying, “Let's let democracy survive and down with Russia,” Russia is conducting its
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activities as closely as it can – because, you see, there's very few people there that speak
Russian – they're trying to conduct their activities along democratic lines.
And the more I look at this country, the more I see fascism. Fascism is getting very
fashionable. Now, oh yes, the industrial feudalism is getting more and more pronounced in
this country. That's fascism. It's a – fascism is actually the military closing terminals with
industry in a country. When the military and industry close terminals 100 percent, you've got
a fascism. It's a gorgeous mess.
Hardly anybody understands all of these things, by the way. You have to really make
quite a study of; not political economy – in these classes in political economy in colleges they
don't teach these things. I often tried to find out what the hell they did teach in politics in
college, but I was never able to find a textbook. I'll have to look one up some time or another,
somebody will have to send me one.
The – but the point is – the point is that out of all this potpourri man is seeking for
some level where he can survive with good relations with his fellows, some good ARC, and
yet enough sport and excitement to make the game inviting. And he's trying to discover some
pattern of action which can be followed which will produce these things. And he has not
achieved this on the political front.
The least thing that the political sciences advanced into the world today – systems and
ideologies – the least thing they do is bring everybody eventually down to a sort of a dead
null whereby they have very little say in what goes on with the government, they have less
and less independence individually and they get more and more government. How would you
like to play a game where every inning we added an umpire? Wouldn't that be a cute game?
Every inning we added an umpire and gave the umpire more and more force, strength and
power over the game until he became an umpower.
When you had, then, twice as many umpires as you had players, you would have
modern government. You see? Government is an umpire and very often tries to assume the
role of a player. In war it assumes the role of a player.
All right. Then here we have all of these factors – you just think I'm just venting some
of my wrath here, but I'm not – here we have all of these factors unestablished. We have man,
then, continuing to work forward toward some undefined perfection. And he senses this if he's
alive at all, that he is working forward to some undefined perfection. He knows that we do not
yet have a perfect political system. He knows that we do not have yet a perfect system of
production and distribution.
One of the little quiz kids about six or seven years old, way back years ago, was asked
what he thought of the political state – pardon me, the economic condition of the country. The
– somebody very snidely asked this little quiz kid this question. He said, “I don't much think
it's a problem of politics. It is a problem of distribution of goods.” So – he was right, too.
Here's – it's a problem of distribution.
Now, we're getting better and better distribution, by the way. These great big markets
that you see springing up all over America, and a few of which have gotten into London, are
themselves a very good distribution center as long as they are locally owned. They will not
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disrupt economy but will distribute goods far more swiftly and ably with lots less overhead. A
big chain store going all over a country is a bad economic thing in a small town because the
money spent in that chain store, any profit therefrom, is immediately funneled out of that
community and that community has lost that currency in exchange, you see. So a big chain
store will break a small community if all the money received is being sent to Chicago or to
London, see? But let's say that this small town owns this store and let's say that we had five or
six of the grocers and butchers of this town, they get together and they make one of these
stores whereby they buy this stuff at a – at a good wholesale rate, they put it up, it's
adequately preserved, nicely presented and well distributed to the people. It would boost the
living standard of the town – there's no doubt about this – considerably. So that we have – we
have things getting solved in this field of distribution and goods, economies, wages and so
forth. But we're only getting them solved because there are a lot of people which are
searching forward toward better solutions for themselves and the society at large.
Now, if we teach one of these people that he has no responsibility for the community
around him, we have to that degree taught the community that it can't survive.
When we teach somebody he has – there's nothing can be done about something, we
have taught him that he cannot survive just to that degree. You might think that that's a little
short-circuit but it's not. A process – “Give me some things you don't have to control” – it
sounds like an innocent process, isn't it. It sounds like a very innocent process. It sounds like
one of these processes that a fellow would just yawn and “Gee, that would be nice, naturally,
you know, let's all go take a vacation” sort of a process, you know, and it wouldn't wind up
anybody in the soup.
And all of a sudden you've got your preclear in the most vicious apathy you've ever
gotten him into. Nyaaaaaah! Things he doesn't have to control! And you'll find every time he
has abandoned a game and so forth, these things start floating up to the surface and swamping
him. Why, you think it's the – it's the happiest thing in the world to set something up
automatically so you don't have to touch it anymore.
That's a happy thing to do?
Oh, no, that's not a happy thing to do at all. It's a – it's an apathetic thing to do. We get
this car running, you see, so that it will run so that we no longer have to drive it, but it will
take us down to work and back again. And after a while we really begin to get upset about
and with this car. But we also get very dependent upon it so we don't ever wreck it, we keep it
in repair, and it goes, takes us back and forth. And you begin to wonder sometime, “Why the
hell don't I get a bicycle!” You all of a sudden look into the family budget and you find out
that every – out of every five dollars that you're getting in one of them is going to the support
of this car. Yes, it gets that big.
A dependency monitors the economic factor. In other words, the fraction of – the
various fractions of distribution of one's wages are monitorable or predictable by the amount
of dependency he has in these various directions.
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Let's say if an individual were independent of food – we could see immediately if he
were independent of food – what a tremendous difference this would make in his wages.
Right? That is not an immediately obtainable goal, but it gives you an idea.
All right. Now, where's all this go in adult education?
It merely tells you that as far as the public itself is concerned there is no broad, pat
solution on the fourth or third dynamic. They know this. They kind of decided to abandon
these things and let them run. So in adult education we would err, very definitely, to start
people out on the fourth dynamic or even start them on a broad third. We have to bring them
down to a very narrow portion of the third, which is that portion of the third which occupies
the family or the job. And not the whole job, you understand, but just their part of the shop.
Now if this, then, is a goal or a target, as far as we're concerned, we will succeed.
So that adult education along the line of; “How can you better your position at work?
How can you better the state and existence of your family? How can you better a club?” Oh,
not the community, no, we've gone much too high. But he does belong to and is interested in
the Royal Scandinavian Brotherhood of the I-Will-Arise and he'd just kind of like to know
how to be a little bit better secretary for it, you know. It's not a big club, it only has five
members. But, nevertheless, he'd simply like to know how to make these things better.
Now, there is some sphere you can find, even in a psychotic, which the individual can
help. Now, attend this very carefully. There is an area in any psychotic, no matter how bad off
he is, there is an area that he can help. Remember this: He is as sane as he has such an area.
You got that now? You got that? This is a terribly important thing in the treatment of
psychosis. Very, very important.
We find that our index and increase in this psychosis is directly proportional to the
unwillingness of individuals to assist or their prevention from assisting.
If we were to set up a perfect government – let's take this on a broad, big look – if we
were to set up a perfect government which did not require the aid or assistance of any one of
its citizenry, we would have produced a complete apathy.
All right, now, let's round this thing off. You see, then, that we do not have a political
perfection, but we see that men are afraid of attaining one. We do not have a perfect industry,
but we have a lot of people who are afraid of attaining it.
Why? Because it would be one which no longer required the help of anybody. And
that would be the last, end of the game. And out would go everybody's candle. You see that?
People actually understand this down deep somewhere, that if there wasn't something wrong
someplace, if there wasn't something that needed to be picked up somewhere, why, they'd be
dead. That would be the end of it.
Now, you could take a psychotic and if you can get him on an E-Meter you could just
ask him this question, “How many things can you help? Could you help – what could you
help?” And the fellow would be pretty blank. But you say, “Could you help a little dog?”
“No. No.”
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“Could you help a little dog that had just been run over?”
“Maybe. Maybe.”
“Could you help a little dog that had just been run over and was almost dead and that
nobody else was paying any attention to?”
“Yes.”
Get the dwindling spiral, see?
Now, how many other people around are going to help? This is one of the monitoring
factors. If an individual feels that there are all kinds of people who will do this and who can
help and that – all kinds of people who want this particular gadget in the game – that needsto-be-helped, you see – why, then one is rather chary of offering his services.
We under – as long as we understand that there are parts of the community organized
to do this help, we are to that degree helpless in the society and lacking in responsibility; and
we will find ourselves lower in tone.
For instance, we believe right now that there is a system of hospitals in existence, in
any part in the Western Hemisphere, really, there are systems of hospitals in existence which
are adequately staffed by individuals who will aid and assist and bring up to a high peak of
health anybody who is trundled in there. We believe this. We're told it. But, actually, being
told it is simply the mechanism of the people who are managing these hospitals to keep you
off; because it doesn't happen to be true.
Nobody knows it quite as well as those boys who have been around in Operation
Phoenix. They've really taken a look at this and they've found a big hole here. The guys are
not trundled in with great neatness and despatch and cared for without the slightest hitch.
They are not being taken care of by people who are self-sacrificing and so forth. They do a
fair job, you understand, it's better than no job at all by a long ways. But they do not have a
monopoly. Nobody has a monopoly, not even thee and me, on helping the human race.
Nobody has.
But it's when we begin to believe that automaticities have been set up in the society
that do the helping for the society and when we, therefore and thereafter, do not go near that
particular sphere that we fall down with regard to the society. Do you understand that? As
long as we believe that there is a police force down here which requires no further policing
we have lost, just to that degree, our own responsibility for the society. If we – if there was a
perfect police force down there which did do its job we might be justified in taking such an
attitude. But actually that police force down there depends entirely on yours and my
agreement that we should act along a betterment of the various dynamics. We believe that we
should help things along and that we should be law-abiding and stay by our word and our
contract. So the police force is totally dependent upon that agreement. Totally. And the
amount of policing which it does is so negligible as to be laughable, as to say there is any law
and order in the society.
The law and order is the agreement of the citizenry itself that they will be lawful and
orderly. And if a police force caves in that agreement, then it is destroying the law and order
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in the society. If a police force is so punitive toward the citizenry, is so indistinguishing in its
arrests, in its maulings around of the citizenry, if it keeps arresting the wrong people all the
time, you know, and pushing in people's buttons who for years have been minding their own
business and been good people, you know, why, a police force is then destructive of it.
Actually the police force has no more force and power than you and I agree it should
have. You and I could do, probably, a better job of policing throughout the community if
there were no police forces. You wouldn't turn to anybody, then, to do your policing for you.
You just wouldn't. You would be much more careful to act in a lawful and orderly fashion.
You would probably gang up on those elements of the society which were knocking it apart
one way or the other, and you'd be – have to become very punitive and active in that
particular direction.
A lot of injustices would be done. This is perfectly true. But I don't know that there
aren't injustices being done right this minute. We have police forces because we have police
forces, not because we need police forces.
If a police force deters us from being orderly or lawful, which it often does... Well,
have you ever felt very kind toward law and order and keeping law and order right after
you've been given a speeding ticket that you really didn't deserve very much? Huh? Did you
feel more or less orderly or lawful? You started to figure out how you could chew up the
society.
Now, here's a new view. The whole society is actually running forward and dependent
upon the individual goodwill of its citizens: The individual's desire to better himself; to better
his family, to have a little bit better job and a little bit better way to go about things in life.
The entire society is dependent upon that state of mind.
To salvage a society it is necessary to aid, abet, raise and increase that state of mind. If
you were to set up a perfect government out here which required the intervention of nobody,
you would have destroyed the society. But by raising the individual ability of the persons in
the society within the framework that they are able to view, raise their ability within the
framework they are able to view, you would have achieved a marked advance for that society.
If you could go out here and make a stonemason just a little less tired at the end of the day,
you see, and a little more able as a stonemason; a housewife just a little more able as a
housewife; a stenographer just a little bit happier about that typewriter, by golly, this isn't
much of a gain, isn't it? Hm? That's microscopic, isn't it? But if you were able to increase all
the way across the boards these things wherever you found them, if you were just able to
make people feel just a little bit better here and just a little bit better there, you see, about this,
just a little less tired, a little less feeling they would fail, a little more secure in the society at
large, you would have done a fantastically fine job. Because if you could make them just a
little bit more, you could make them a heck of a lot more, see? Gradient scale. If we could do
it just a little bit, we could do it an awful lot. Couldn't we?
Well, therefore, in the field of adult education, with all this talk and foofaraw, we do
have as an immediate goal not making everybody capable of aiding and abetting and
supporting a perfect government. We don't want everybody to get educated up to a point of
where everybody would be an able manager of plants. We haven't any terrifically huge goal of
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increase. If we go into the field of adult education we must not depart from reality. We must
recognize clearly that we are trying to increase the ability of people within their own frames
of reference. And we, in doing that, are dependent upon their having goals. And once more,
just like the police force is dependent upon us being lawful and orderly... Actually, if just the
people in the four or five square blocks around here, right this minute, decided to be lawless –
just this many people – the entire police force of this community would be utterly powerless.
Be powerless! Most fantastic thing you ever heard of They'd have to call in the army. They'd
have to do something if we just suddenly changed our considerations and said we're all going
to be illegal and lawless and we're going to shoot everybody down and throw bombs and do
all sorts of things.
Well, just as the police force is dependent upon law and order, so in adult education
are we dependent upon – get this one real good – we are dependent upon the preexistence of a
goal for betterment held already by the individual. We're dependent upon the individual
desiring to be better before he comes and sits down in a public education room. You got that?
We're dependent upon this.
And if that spark were crushed in the society or if it were to die: The society would die
off so fast it wouldn't even smell afterwards, it would just be gone.
So we find the primary effort to depress an individual or society is to knock out his
goals; his little minor goals.
A fellow comes to you, he says he's had a very unhappy marriage, he's very upset. All
right. If he's very upset, then, it must be that somebody has been knocking his goals in the
head. That is the first and only valid conclusion you can draw about a case. See, that's the first
one, right there. And it's the one which will be valid.
Now, there are a lot of other little things. And we know by our tech niques and
technicalities and processes that it has communication, it has other factors all associated with
it. But the one that we really hit and would know then perfectly is somebody's been knocking
his goals apart.
Somebody departs from Phoenix, goes up to Chicago, he's just got through the course,
he feels pretty good and in a few weeks we all of a sudden see him in Phoenix again. We say,
“Well, Joe, how are you? What's the matter? What's up? How are things going?”
“Well, I probably need a little more training.”
Well, we don't inquire very far into why somebody comes back into a unit, but we can
tell you very definitely it's because somebody knocked his goals apart. One way or the other,
somebody did. Maybe it was just the fact that he had a favorite preclear that he wanted to
straighten up with the processes he learned and he went back there and it was too much of an
uphill climb for him and he just didn't make the grade with that preclear. He had a failure and
this made him quit. See, it was his first test. But generally it's not in the frame of reference of
Scientology. The individual wanted to be something, to shine in somebody's eyes, to make a
success of something somewhere and these very people have knocked off at least some of the
glitter and dash on these goals, made them seem less romantic. They have argued about them
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in some fashion. They have blunted the enthusiasm he might have in the direction of
betterment for himself and his immediate environment. We can count on that.
So if somebody were to blunt the society as a whole in any particular line, we would
have a resultant attitude on the part of the society.
So we are dependent in adult education upon the desire of the adult to be better and do
better in his job and in the sphere which he can intimately and immediately observe. He
doesn't think he's responsible for the election of the governor or the county clerk. He doesn't
think he's responsible for that. This is getting too big. He certainly is not responsible for the
state of man. He's not responsible for the A-bomb: that's in some scientist's hands and
scientists, everybody knows, are very absent people. He's not responsible, really, for how well
General Motors makes a car or General Electric makes a light bulb. See, he takes all this in
his stride.
But he definitely is responsible somewhere. There is a sphere of responsibility of this
individual that he feels he can better, he can better himself in, that he can do better. And that
word better is the one that you are voting for, that you're going toward. He feels that he can
better it.
Now, society, somewhere along the line, have to be picked up. I'll tell you why:
because we're losing these goals, we're losing them quite rapidly. If we are dependent, in
order to better the society, upon the individual feeling that he can at least better himself in
some particular small sphere, if this is – if this is a fact, well good heavens, then, if the society
keeps on in a dwindling spiral we're going to have less and less points to punch, aren't we?
Was a time when we could have gone out rabble-rousing on a political level, you know, just
whamity-wham, and making everything all safe for democracy. Just within this century this
could have been done. But it couldn't be done today.
There was a character – in the United States – occupied a position of some prominence
in the United States who couldn't walk. He didn't want anybody else to walk, either. And we
got socialism installed upon us way, way, way before our time. We made people dependent
on the government. Created a state, actually, actively created a state of dependency on the
part of the individual upon the government. We wanted individuals to be indigent according
to this government philosophy. We wanted them to be indigent. We invented something like
WPA and then wouldn't really let the guy work.
Do you realize that one of the most terrible things you could do to a group of men
would be to hire them just so you could give them some money? That's despicable. If
anybody had ever tried to do that to me I would have cut his throat. There were times during
the depression where I wondered where my next loaf of bread was coming from, but I never
turned around to the government and said, “Give me a loaf of bread.” The government had no
responsibility for me. I had responsibility for the government, but it had no responsibility for
me. You get the idea?
Well, this frame of mind was very general half a century ago in this country. “What?
The government has some responsibility for me, now tell me another one,” see? “I've got a lot
of responsibility for the government.”
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But now you have the reverse of this. You have TV advertising, if you please, to
encourage people to accept social security. This is one of the dizziest promotion schemes that
anybody ever had launched upon. Social security was originally a method of borrowing
money 40 years before it had to be paid back. It was floating of a bond. It was to get
everybody in the country to put some money into the treasury and it was a good way of
taxation. If you work out the insurance actuarial figures on it, you will find that you are
looking at one of the dizziest, blue-sky schemes that you ever saw. It's fantastic.
For instance, I worked for Hollywood for about a year and every week I used to go
down and see my social security deducted. Now, actually, that was a fancy piece of money. It
was upsetting to me. It was a hundred and a quarter a week that they were taking out for
social security. Yea, I was getting pretty good pay, straight Hollywood fantasy wages, you
know, they have nothing to do with actuality. Then, by the way, the studios who have cousins
who sell cars and insurance and things like that expect you to place your orders with them.
You see, they give you these terrific wages and you're expected to spend them. You're just
nobody if you don't throw a hundred-dollar party every Saturday night. I mean, you're just a
bum. This is Hollywood in operation.
But anyway, there was a hundred and a quarter a week, and it went on for about year.
And this is an awful lot of money. So not very long ago, less than a year ago, I got curious.
This is clear back in 1936 and 37. I got real curious: “What the hell happened to this hundred
and a quarter a week!” The government can't find it!
That was the only time I was ever employed. I was never employed at the navy, I
figured the navy was working for me. But they were – I was trying to get them to fight a war
having very little luck at it.
But where was this dough? And the government is now saying, “Huh?” Now, that's a
lot of money. I wonder how many other people's social security is missing. It's an interesting
state of affairs! See, I've lost my first social security card, that was so many years ago, I lost it
during the war in a sinking. I don't know what my social security number was. Oh, well.
Now, here we have – here we have a force moving in on the society saying, “Look, we
are going to take care of you. We're going to pay everything.” You know, Rome? You know
Rome when it started to give corn and games to everybody had the awfullest political mess
you ever heard of. When Rome was a republic, it really did things. And when it started to buy
off the populace, it did nothing! Rome was a bunch, a cauldron of thieves. Now, this is what
happens when the government itself is going to take care of the guy. So, as we cut down the
number of routes in the society by which goals can be expressed – you know, “I'm going to
take care of myself in my old age,” that's quite a goal, see. The government comes along and
says, “No. We're going to take care of you in your old age, if we don't lose your social
security card!” or something.
When you – when you take this goal away from the individual, when the individual
says, “I'll raise my kids up and put them into a good school,” and so forth.
The Russian government, by the way, has taken this goal away from its population
entirely. The kid goes to a state school and his education is immediately scheduled and that's
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that. See, no further responsibility on the part of the parents for what the child learns – a very
destructive thing. So in conducting an adult educational program you've got to be awfully sure
that there exists in the community some desire on the part of the individual to better himself
and find out in which direction. And if you can establish this then you can run adult
education. And if you can't establish it, you're going to fail in adult education because the
primary factor you're depending on – the desire of the individual to better himself – is
missing.
Now, which direction can he better himself?
Well, you'll have to just discover that for every community that there is. It's different
for any community there is.
So the first step that you would accomplish would be to take a little survey in the
community itself and find out what some people's goals are. You'll find person after person
will tell you, “No goal,” at first. But remember a psycho, even a psycho, can find some area
he can help.
It'd be our job in adult education to enlarge that area, would't it? Find the area and
enlarge it.
So therefore you'd have to take some sort of a little poll and you'd have to discover
what in the community was still open as a channel. What was still open as a channel? Some
channel is open there with any person there is, anywhere. If no channels were open, the
person would be utterly, completely insane of the catatonic variety. And if you recognize that
you'll see how important such a little program could be in a community.
Now, the first and foremost thing in conducting an adult educational program would
be to tell these people that you were going to increase and better their goals; not to follow one
of yours! And then, in getting them to do this, you would first make them able to study. And
by study we mean look in Scientology, and that's all we mean – the ability to look.
So that your adult educational program, no matter how you dressed it up, would wind
up with Group Opening Procedure. And in very, very specialized fields would wind up with
Opening Procedure on particular pieces of equipment or areas in the society. And that is a
totality of program.
But the society might demand more of you than that. And if it did then you would
hook yourself up with somebody like ICS or something like that; you would teach
correspondence courses in a classroom.
How would you do that?
Well, you would get somebody to cooperate with you to give you prearranged courses
in various subjects and objects. And you'd go ahead and you would teach these courses on the
basis of; “We'll meet once a week. And you've got to do study lineups in the middle of the
week.”
The society itself can no longer follow a correspondence course. The curve of people
completing correspondence courses is dropping with great speed. I mean, it used to be an
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individual would take a course in being an electrician, you see, and he'd actually complete the
course. Some percentage like 60 percent or something like that would complete this course.
That is not true today, no such 60 percent is completing the course; 8 percent, something like
that; 2 percent. You know, a fellow has the ambition to learn and then the fact that he is
immediately confronted with the materials of learning causes him to quit.
So you actually could take a correspondence course setup, you see, and simply have
the people come into the classroom and you'd teach them straight away. But the lessons
would all be laid out. In other words, any subject under the sun could be taught by you in
adult education.
By doing what?
By enrolling a bunch of people – not in ICS, that's too expensive – but there's La Salle,
which I think is a little less expensive, I don't know, there are several such things. There's an
outfit in Chicago that simply sells you courses by the ton. But what you do is just set up some
kind of a predigested course setup and you'd let them follow through on this particular course,
keeping the thing well salted down with Opening Procedure for a group in Group Auditing.
Now, we would increase special skills on a stenographer by making her do 8-C on
every single part of a typewriter for a long time; on paper; on anything, ribbons; on anything
connected with an office, even bosses, you know, in some fashion or another.
Female voice: Go over and touch the boss?
Just something on this order. You'd have to if you really wanted to get the whole job
done. Something like this. Of course the boss might misinterpret this on the part of a pretty
girl stenographer. But I don't think he'd be mad about it. The problems are then laid out in the
following formula to discover the goals of your adult student and to assist him in obtaining
those goals by making him more aware of his general environment in this order: one, more
aware of his general environment; two, more aware of the materials with which he will have
to work to attain that goal; and three, more aware of himself and his capabilities and abilities.
Now, if you were able to do these three things more or less in that order, you would
have somebody who was – who was really bearing down on the accelerator.
Now, no matter what tiny goal he came to you to achieve, you would not under any
circumstances berate it, criticize it, knock it down or try to evaluate or tell him there were
better goals. You're dependent upon his having at least one tiny goal. Cherish it.
You'll find that after he's had some Group Opening Procedure, after he's had some
specialized address to the materiel involved; he will change and enlarge his goal.
So adult education amounts to increasing the goals of the people with whom you're
working. And that is the secret back of everything you're doing and something you mustn't
tell them.
He comes to you with this tiny goal, he gets a bigger goal. You start to work with this
bigger goal, he'll get a little bit bigger goal. You start to work with this bigger goal, he'll get a
much bigger goal, you see? Until all of a sudden he is taking some real responsibility on the
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first, second and third dynamics. And if you kept it up long enough, he'd have responsibility
on the fourth. But that's way up the track.
The beauty of this, or the horror of it, is that it doesn't have any end as far as you as an
educator are concerned.
Now, to aid and abet anybody who would care to engage upon such a program the
HASI, being authorized by the state of Arizona to do so, would be very, very happy to issue
degrees in education. Because if you can't educate people then nobody can, anywhere.
If you just look at Opening Procedure of 8-C and reevaluate it, you'll realize that you
have the greatest educational tool that has ever been invented. A wonderful tool. And that in
itself makes you a teacher. Two-way communication in itself makes you a teacher. People
could not help but learn and get better. This makes you, then, a more able teacher. It isn't
whether you can spell, do arithmetic or anything else. You could make a person capable of
spelling and doing arithmetic.
By doing what?
By using your imagination of how to address 8-C to those particular fields in which
the individual feels himself incompetent. Don't validate the blocks particularly. However, just
recognize his goal, make him more aware of his environment, make him more aware of
himself and his potentialities and capabilities. Just increase his communication and you'll
increase his ability to do. It's just as easy as this.
Therefore, adult education is a very wide-open field to an auditor in any area, and
should definitely be looked at as a very superior item of dissemination for the materials of
Scientology and source of income for an auditor in an area. It has a lot to do with auditing,
doesn't it?
But nevertheless, you have put up yourself – you could actually do this. You could put
yourself up, for the purposes of adult education, Hubbard College of Adult Education, which
is part of the Hubbard Dianetic Research Foundation, recently authorized. It's Hubbard
Professional College. We are going into a refinement of that so as to give it a division of adult
education. So then anybody could follow in that particular field.
This is one way of picking a society up by its bootstraps in a frame of reference which
it itself understands. And with considerable more experimentation we will know many odds
and ends of exactly how you go about it, but right now we already know it would have a
successful career.
Thank you.
(End of lecture)
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An auditor who doesn't know his fundamentals doesn't know his preclear because
these fundamentals exactly and closely appertain to the preclear himself. They are a
description of the basic agreements which this individual has made on the whole track in
order to get himself in the shape he's in. And if we don't know these basic agreements then
we're apt to go over along side someplace and go over the hills and far away and start hitting
something that is terrifically ungermane to the situation.
Now, we could pile up a lot of things that we could call the fundamentals of auditing.
The fundamentals of auditing would simply be those things which stressed and took apart the
basic agreements on the track and rehabilitated the thetan's ability to make more agreements
and make his own postulates stick again. That's what we would do in auditing, you see. We'd
take apart the enforced, inhibited agreements, the ones he couldn't do anything about. We
would take those apart enough so that we could get him into a situation where we could
rehabilitate his ability to create and agree at will. In other words, we would take this obsessive
or inhibitive line and put it into a knowingness category. And if we did that then we're
auditing. If we don't know we're doing that we're not doing anything. You get what this is?
We've got to take him out of the unknown, unconscious, stimulus-response type of
behavior and activity and put him over here to where he can cause this activity at will. And
when we've done that we've really got a boy. All right.
What are these compulsive and inhibitive patterns? What are they? And they are
contained in the Axioms of Dianetics and Scientology; the Axioms and definitions. If an
auditor doesn't know what these are he might draw some of the most interesting conclusions
regarding a preclear. Furthermore he will always have this feeling: “Maybe the HASI doesn't
know what it's talking about. Maybe it does. I don't know.”
He's definitely on an uncertainty. That's the least thing he's on. You can determine this
immediately: Somebody is getting results with auditing, it's because he knows the
fundamentals of this science. That is why he's getting results in auditing.
Now, let's make – let's make a good comparison of this. Let's take an engineer out here
and he's building himself a bridge. And if this engineer knows the fundamentals of steel
structure; if he knows something about grading, overburdening, positioning concrete in place;
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if he knows something about cantilevers, stresses, weights, overloads and factors; that bridge
will stay there. And if he is shorted on any one of these things I've mentioned then any
goofball practical contractor – in our lines that would be “crystal ball reader,” you know, the
engineer has this as his little cross to bear. He's always dealing with practical engineers who
don't know anything about the fundamentals of engineering. And they come up to him and
they start telling him what the stress analysis is and what it isn't and he doesn't know and he
takes their word for it and that bridge goes crash down into the chasm.
Well, it works the same way with a case. The preclear is your practical engineer in this
case and he's going to tell you what's wrong with him. And brother, if you do not know the
fundamentals of existence itself, then you don't know what's wrong with the preclear and so
he can tell you and so the case can go on forever. And that's about all there is to it.
There are just so many things that can get wrong with a man. The best categories of
these are simply categorized this way: He gets out of a knowingness band into a compulsive
or obsessive band. Instead of using postulates and handling things with postulates, he starts to
use energy and handle everything with energy. This is what happens to your preclear. As soon
as he starts to use energy and handle everything via-via-via, energy-energy-energy, he is then
in a condition where any piece of energy that comes along directed at him can throw him.
If he is not using energy and if he can handle things by postulates, he is impervious to
the stimulus-response patterns of energy itself.
So what gets wrong with him is he starts to handle things in terms of mechanics. He is
being totally mechanical. He is starting to handle everything in terms of space. In the absence
of space he doesn't find or feel that he can do anything. He has to have some energy in order
to do something, You know the final result of that is the guy goes out here and he buys a
bunch of fishing equipment and then he buys a reel, which is a very special reel, and then he
buys a whole bunch of reels which dry line. And then he gets some boots and then he gets a
fancy knife in order to clean fish. And then he buys himself a couple of outboard motors and
then he buys himself a boat. And then he decides that in order to haul the boat around he's got
to have a trailer. Well, in order to have a trailer he's got to have a special air-inflating pump in
case the trailer tires ever went flat.
Has this boy ever done any fishing yet? No, he's getting further and further from doing
fishing.
So he then decides that in order to really fish he better get himself this hunting lodge
out alongside of this lake. And so he decides if he's got that he'd better stock it up for long
stays, so he puts a lot of stuff in there. Then he decides that, actually, the crude plumbing that
is out there isn't so good so he had better put in plumbing, a water pump, a well and a septic
tank. He proceeds to do this.
Has he done any fishing yet? No, he sure hasn't. There's this little kid down here with
a bent pin has gone out and emptied the lake by this time. He has to have in order to do and
that is about the lowest of the brackets that man gets into. After a while he even inhibits this
and he decides he can't have which tells him adequately that he can't do. But this is all getting
over into compulsive and obsessive behavior. He has these things that tell him now whether
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or not he can do it. Does the motor run – does this outboard motor run? Well, that tells him
whether or not he can go fishing. You got the idea, if the motor doesn't run, he can't go
fishing. What's the motor got to do with fish? Well, if his hobby is repairing and putting into
action outboard motors he's all set. He – but let's not – let's not worry about that if our goal is
to go fishing. All right.
Now let's take a look – let's take a look at an auditor and see the frame of mind that
you actually could get into. You might think that you have to have all this tremendous number
of possessions in order to audit, and that these possessions are so tremendous and they're so
big and there are so many of them that you couldn't possibly grab hold of them. And so if this
were the case then you wouldn't be able to get up to a point where you could audit, could
you? You always have something more in order to audit.
Well, these things are ideas. They have nothing to do with mass. There are certain
things you have to know. Do you know that you can be restimulated by a preclear if you
yourself don't know the fundamentals of the whole track? And if you know them you can't be
restimulated by a preclear because you will understand exactly what he's doing. It's only when
you don't understand what this preclear is doing that you can become restimulated.
Now let's look at that as a slight bonus of knowing this science. These are ideas. These
are the ideas, the agreements, the postulates and they have nothing to do with mass or energy.
You are not in possession of a big lump of stuff when you know this. It's actually true that
knowledge of the whole track and the common denominators upon it set a man free. Why?
Because these things undo energy.
If you've run, even for a moment, a little spot out there saying, “Hello,” you saw
energy start to disintegrate. You saw it start to come apart. You saw less masses just by
reason of a little communication. Well, it took us a long time to win that particular datum but
now that it's won it should demonstrate to you whether it was therapeutic or not. It certainly
must have been educational if you look at it this way: A mass of energy came apart.
What is senior – the energy or the idea? The idea every time.
All right. Here is an organized chain of ideas which strings back over seventy-six
trillion years. An organized string of ideas which actually do not amount to more – as far as
the importance is concerned – than four or five dozen ideas. That's a fantastic thing, there's
just this little bit of ideas. And those ideas strung back through time have created every form,
object or activity on the whole track.
Now as a student of this subject you are being asked to put yourself into possession of
these four or five dozen ideas. You don't have to have anything else but these things because
once you've got these ideas, once you know that they are the ideas which are the common
denominators in the track, then no preclear or textbook or anything else will be able to fool
you or put you into a state of “I do not understand.”
That's the one state an auditor must never get into, “I don't understand,” because that is
itself energy. It's incomprehensibility. The preclear can then sit there and be
incomprehensible. Only when the preclear is being incomprehensible does the auditor get
restimulated. If you were to understand everything this preclear is doing, then you therefore –
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you can predict this preclear. And what you can predict you don't worry about. You could
predict that you would have to wait for eight million years for an answer and a comm lag that
you knew would be over in eight million years, would then not worry you, if you knew this –
you follow me?
But if you thought that it might occur a year from now or ten years from now or fifty
years from now or eight trillion years from now, you could then worry about it. You wouldn't
have to – you wouldn't be able to predict where it is. If you can understand what is wrong
with the preclear, you can predict what he is doing and predict what he's going to do. If you
can do this then and there, you have placed yourself in a situation where you cannot be
restimulated by anything. In other words you cannot be made into an unknown, unknowing
effect.
And that is the first and foremost reason completely, regardless of results, why an
auditor has to know his definitions and axioms. The first and foremost reason is for his own
sake.
Do you feel comfortable with somebody fooling around with a .45 automatic that they
know nothing about; putting bullets in it and taking them out of it and fooling around with its
safeties and its hammer and not knowing where the safeties are and not knowing where the
trigger is. Would you be comfortable? Could you sit there adequately calm in front of
somebody doing this? You bet you couldn't. Well, by God, you are looking at a .45 when you
are looking at a preclear that actually doesn't know where his safeties are, doesn't know where
his – the loaders or ejectors or injectors or trigger or barrel or anything else is. This guy is this
terrific mass of incomprehensibility. You know one of these days he's going to pull the wrong
lever. Which way is he going to go? Well, he'll go in the direction to give you some trouble if
you are living with him.
So let's apply this to the business of living. Still, if he pulled the wrong lever and you
could predict that he was going to do so because you saw the motions which preceded pulling
the wrong lever, you would at least know it was a wrong lever and you could be that
comfortable about it, that you could predict his activity and behavior. Only those things which
you do not understand can hurt you.
All right, let's go a little bit further in the making of an auditor. And he's facing this
case, and he's running this case in an interestingly abstruse, obtuse sort of way. He is saying
some process like, “Well, tell me about your troubles, and tell me some more about your
troubles.” And he keeps this up and by golly you know the preclear gets better – some more
troubles and some more troubles and some more troubles and you know the preclear is feeling
– feeling right nice. I mean everything is going along very fine and some more troubles and
all of a sudden the preclear starts to get upset and uncomfortable. If you do not know and if
you cannot explain two-way communication in terms of living, that first thing alone could
cause an eventual upset.
We just use one process and we get a good one-way flow started on it. And if we let
that flow go long enough, certainly by just communication alone we're going to get a stuck
flow, if we are going to do no more to this case than that. Right? You should be able to
understand that.
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All right, next thing, next thing; you are going to give him a scarcity of problems after
a while because you are as-ising every damned problem this fella can think of. You haven't
asked him to invent any problems or remedy his havingness of it. You've just asked him time
after time to tell you about some more of his problems, and the next thing you know there sits
this poor devil who hasn't got any game left.
Well, for instance, the sore tooth that he's got, you know that once upon a time had
tremendous workability and it might again. My, was his mother sympathetic. Tremendous
workability, beautiful game. “I get a sore tooth, Mother runs herself ragged.” Nice game.
Might occur again. Might even work on the wife. And he starts telling you about this sore
tooth and you as an auditor can make him tell you about this sore tooth in such a way as to asis the entire computation. Now what do you think will happen to him after you've been up to
this long enough? The first liability would be that he would get a stuck flow on just this type
of auditing, you see. You're making him give you an answer, him give you an answer, him
give you an answer, him give you an answer, him give you an answer. What are you doing
with the communication formula, huh? Huh?
Male voice: Sticking it...
You sure are. You are sticking it and it will stick eventually. I don't – I'm not telling
you now how to remedy it. I'm just telling you what can happen here. And if you don't know
the real application of communication in everyday living, if you don't know that the two-way
cycle of communication actually behaves as it behaves, then there's an awful lot of
incomprehensible things can occur with this preclear which you then have to look far afield
and find some very unsatisfactory answer for.
You did it; you were sitting right there. The first thing you did was stick him by
auditing him for forty hours, or sixty hours or a hundred hours on how many problems he had
and because it produced results at first, we thought that this was terrific. And the next way
you stuck him was to take all of his games away from him without asking him to invent
anything else to go in their place. So this wasn't good. That's bad auditing.
Well, you know the fundamentals. You see there's really no reason why I should have
to teach you how to audit. If you were capable of applying the Axioms of Scientology
immediately to the problem of another fellow human being, you theoretically could dream up
enough processes to satisfy adequately every single condition which you would meet. But it
has been found by experience that auditors do not do this. So we have codified processes.
And we have the codification of processes known as Two-way Communication,
Elementary Straightwire, Opening Procedure 8-C, Opening Procedure by Duplication,
Remedy of Havingness and Spotting Spots. All of these are very intimately seated in the
Axioms. All of them have rationale back of them which stems immediately from the
definitions and Axioms of Dianetics and Scientology. They were developed straight out of
theory. And they are only there for one reason – Is it actually would be an imposition to ask
every student of this subject to come along and suddenly start to extrapolate a hundred
percent from these Axioms because he would not have any objective reality on it.
Furthermore, the Axioms themselves are restimulative. They are restimulative. They cannot
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help but be restimulative. The fellow starts to resist them or fight them, the next thing you
know he's got a counter-blast going against one of his basic agreements on the track and they
fold fast.
You know, by the way, I don't worry these days, I don't even vaguely worry these days
about somebody popping up somewhere grabbing a completely cockeyed brand of Dianetics
and Scientology and putting out a lot of yap-yap to the public and patent medicine
testimonials and so forth, and starting to go to town. I don't worry about this boy. You know
why? He could have gotten away with it with early Dianetics. There wasn't enough – wasn't
enough of these basic axioms on the track in early Dianetics. But he wouldn't get away with it
now. He's fighting the stuff of which he is made. There could be no quicker way to kill a man.
And so it occurs these people last about a year in a sane state. Now this is a horrible thing.
We've got the most awful self-protective mechanism you ever walked into because they are
stealing it or taking it aside – you see they could have it. There is no reason why they should
steal it, but their make-up tells them they got to steal it. All right. They could have it. But they
don't do that. They have a basic misunderstanding of its mission, its activity and its form. And
having this basic misunderstanding of it, they then haven't got any better sense than to start to
buck it in some fashion or to say, “Well, this and that of it is not true, and something or other
is not true, and we all know this,” and so on; and then start to tell people how awful a real
auditor is – you're in the area...
By the way, don't think these boys just yap at me. That's not true. They catch you in
some area and they might tell you how bad I am, but they tell the next guy that comes in how
bad you are. That's what that goes all about. It's just bad over there. And this individual starts
saying how bad the real trained auditor is and they really don't have to do that and so on, and
he starts fighting a buzz saw. And he might as well go out and find himself a nice, big
sawmill and fight a buzz saw, because he – it'd actually be less painful. This is not a threat I'm
giving you. I'm just saying this stuff is there to be understood and learned, and there isn't,
unfortunately, is no short-stop. You don't stop early on this. There is no stopping early. You
know that. That's why you've studied it for as long as you have.
You were studying it at the same time I was studying it. I was developing it along the
line and I gave you everything that I discovered that had validity as it was discovered. This
was good enough. This was good enough. But now there are damned few bugs extant in this
stuff. Very, very few bugs. An alignment such as I gave you the last couple of days – we'll
call exteriorization procedure – this is simply putting together a lot of stuff we already know
and know well to produce more rapidly a certain result.
Well, let's not go astray in the believing that you know something if you can't define it.
That is the sorriest trap that anybody ever led himself into. This is what's known as something
like the recognition of words. You know about the recognition of words? People have a
recognition value of words. It certainly doesn't make them literate. They know that word
means something vaguely resembling what it means, but they themselves cannot use that
word. Let's take a college student, somebody with a pauperized vocabulary, and turn him
loose in Thomas Hardy – which is bad literature to begin with – and they start running across
some of these words, and they give them recognition value. They think they know what it
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means. When they see the word, they have a vague idea of what it means. That's recognition
value. It certainly isn't knowing the word. And they will wind up with the dimmest idea of
what the author was talking about.
All right, let's get a little bit further. What is basically the vocabulary of people? It is
terrible. I can really point you out an “It's bad over there.” I was utterly flabbergasted the
other day to write somebody a letter and have the entire letter misunderstood because the
person did not know what the word expect means! You'd say this man was the champion
moron of all time. Nn-nn, no he's not. He manages a business. “Oh,” you say, “Recognition
value or knowingness value of words couldn't possibly be so bad that there's somebody out
here who doesn't know what expect means.” Yes there are. There are lots of people around
that don't know what a word like expect means.
I try to use, by and large, simple English. Very few of these definitions or Axioms in
Scientology have complicated words in them. They either have a made-up word out of whole
cloth; take some adjective and make a noun out of it, something, just a whole cloth, because
there is no place, no hole – there's been a – there's a hole there in the language. There is no
word that makes up this hole; a phenomenon nobody has observed before so we don't have a
pat word for it.
But you don't find us using words like telekinesis, or telekinesis is the proper
pronunciation of it. It's a gaudy word, isn't it; telekinesis. Well, if you were studying
philosophy at Georgetown University in order to become a priest, you would not only know
that word but you would know the four or five textbooks which go to explain what that word
means. And that's what somebody would expect of you in one of our modern institutions,
parenthesis, laughingly referred to as, unparenthesis, learning. It would be getting more
symbols of the definitions of more symbols to pile on the top of more symbols. You'd get
pretty giddy after a while.
I've never seen two priests that couldn't get into an argument over some such subjects
as the one I've mentioned. They have observed certain phenomena and then they've given
them words and the words have become more important than the phenomena. We all know
this manifestation in healing, in psychology and so forth. We've seen it there. It's also in
religion. A man who was really trained in the field of religion has simply been made a
walking dictionary of symbols – not of understanding, just of symbols. You give him one
word and he can come out with the other combination of words which explains that one word.
See? Now you ask him to explain one of these other words that he used to explain it and he
can come out with another regurgitation of words which explains this word. All words
explained by all words. You get the idea? We got a word, so we explain it with these words
and then we get one of these words and we can explain it over here with these words and then
we got a bunch more words and the next thing you know we've got the symbol band
beautifully hit.
Well, now listen – in Scientology we're not explaining words by words. We're
explaining words by life behavior and we are unfortunately called upon to explain life
behavior by words.
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There is another point on our communication line. We have an actual comparison and
that comparison is experience in existence.
Now an auditor, because he's working definitely straight up to and close to – very,
very close to – the pattern of life which is the preclear; therefore, has this before him: He has
life. He doesn't have words. So he'd definitely have to have a comprehension of that life
manifestation. And the most fantastic thing that has happened here in the last four years, that
life in all these various complex manifestations has been described by words. Scientology and
Dianetics are semantic triumphs completely aside from doing anything. You get the idea? We
can give a simple word description of phenomena occurring in life.
You won't find very many long words in Dianetics and Scientology mostly because
Western scientific thinking has gone over into the hands of the engineer. It no longer belongs
in the field of philosophy. The engineer has captured all this ground. Today the psychiatrist
and the psychologist is turning more and more toward some scientific explanation. He right
now has turned rather interestingly to the electronic brain boys to find out what's happening –
the electronic brain boys just as though – he's still on the idea that a human being is totally a
machine with no other production in it, but a machine. It's a basic misconception of
philosophy. But he's being forced over into the field of science.
It used to be enough for a doctor simply to be able to name the bones of the body and
not be able to do anything else at all to be a physician. Now this is the most incredible thing
you ever heard of. Every one of these bones had a tremendous number of names. This was
way back on the track. But they had all these names. Somebody had named all these bones
and this fella could name these bones and it took them hundreds and hundreds of years on the
subject of bones to get up to a practical application of bones and healing. And the first
practical application of it came in the – somewhere in the vicinity of about 1780, 1760.
Somewhere in that band of time, somebody came up and said, 'A doctor should be able not
only to name these bones but to identify them by touch while blindfolded.” Medicine had
started to get real. And a good physician could do this. He could take all the assorted pile of
bones; a skeleton completely knocked to pieces in its separate parts in a pile, and he could
take each one of these things blindfolded and just by touch identify what that bone was. Now
we've gotten over in toward reality.
But they still clung to the fact that the brain had an enormous number of names. You
could ask today the psychiatrist what is a brain and it – in – the first thing that would click
inside of his head would be an enormous number of names. That's his understanding of it –
this great number of Latin names. That psychiatrist was made to sit in class day after day,
week after week, month after month and memorize some of the most incredible and
misleading Latin titles you ever saw. Latin. I wish I had a textbook here of all the parts of the
brain. I mysell, am just – I never look at it but what I say, “What a tremendously complex
waste of effort. What a beautiful example of useless activity.” Just casting up these names for
the brain.
But these boys could not do anything for the brain. Now do you understand me? They
have not to this date done anything for the brain, but they know an awful lot of names. So that
you as an individual inheriting some of this tradition of – learn an awful lot of category, learn
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an awful lot of definitions and know nothing – you got that, learn a lot and know nothing –
have some tendency in Dianetics and Scientology to discount the necessity of a precision grip.
This has been done to you. It's been done to you in schools. You have had to learn, if you ever
took basic psychology, you were asked to learn all sorts of parts. Completely useless, after
you learned all these parts, you couldn't make a man laugh or cry, but you knew all the parts.
What good was that?
Scholastic training back down through the years has disabused us all of the idea of
ever knowing anything about definition. And then we moved into the field of engineering.
There have been engineers with us since long ago. They were building roads and bridges in
Gaul that haven't gone to pieces yet. The engineer fought his knowledge out of the physical
universe, and the physical universe is a very hard taskmaster. A man is right or he is right, he
never gets a chance to be wrong.
And the engineer has come up paralleling these humanities with precision definition
and formula. This is an entirely different philosophy. The philosophy is: State in the minimum
number of words the exact behavior of this particular action. Where there's a bad engineer in
practice, I will show you a person who as a student did not think it necessary to learn the
elementary definitions of physics and chemistry. He didn't think it necessary. And the
educational system in which that man was unfortunately forced to learn did not think it
necessary to return him to the fundamentals. One of the most laughable experiences I've ever
had in the field of education was trying to get across to an engineer who was working with me
on a project in a big aviation company – I was called in on consultation very briefly, I have
very, very little to do with this sort of thing – but I was called in on consultation in order to
resolve a navigational problem, they had all of a sudden run into this and it was entirely far
afield and they had to look around for somebody who was in Who's Who or some place on the
subject, so I went in and I tried to talk to this individual about kinetics.
And the individual had been taught kinetics in a university which used advanced
physics. And the boy had never had to study elementary physics. He only knew advanced
physics. He knew none of the simple laws of motion, of inertia, interaction, acceleration.
Newton's basic three laws were unknown to him. And I couldn't get across to this man
anything about the problem because he kept talking about kinetics. He kept talking about the
upper echelon formulas of kinetics.
This man was an absolute master of theory of equations, of differentials, not
differential calculus, but that mathematics known as differentials, of topology, a German
mathematics now about thirty years old. A master of these things. He could get more complex
than any man I have ever heard of and yet he couldn't solve the basic laws of motion, and
could not understand why the whirligig device, which was going to be the artificial horizon
running on a little reaction motor, had to have as much mass to discharge in back of it, as it
had. He just couldn't get it through his head.
Mass interaction – every action produces a opposite reaction. All right. Therefore, we
just had to have so much fuel in the little whirligig that was going to drive an artificial
horizon. He couldn't get it: Why we had to make any allowances whatsoever for fuel capacity
in this device, and why the device itself was going to take down the actual functioning of the
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guided missile to such a degree. It was going to put on the guided missile immediately about
125 pounds of weight, in terms of its own fuel. And I kept telling him the fuel has to weigh
125 pounds. Why? Well, because there's 125 pounds of thrust going to be exerted – Well,
something like you trying to explain to this kid that he should put on his shoes, because there
are carpet tacks on the floor. And he says, “What do shoes got to do with it?”
And I got curious about this boy, and he was the head of the department that had this
particular project in charge. And his complete stupid thick-headedness was the reason they
had to send for a consultant. But was he stupid? No, he could put up the facade of being the
most brilliant man you ever saw, and probably was a very, very brilliant man. But when he
was educated, he took his elementary physics, his basic physics in high school, and he really
didn't start to study engineering until he was in the university, and the university gave him a
textbook on the subject of kinetics, which he later on dragged out while I was over at his
house, and it didn't have anywhere in it Newton's three laws of motion.
We're going to write a textbook on kinetics without the basic three laws of motion. No
we're not. Now, those three basic laws of motion are the most simply stated thing you ever
heard of. They are most elementary thing; the inertia, acceleration, interaction, there's nothing
to them. Any kid can understand them. And because they are so tremendously understandable,
a person pursuing this course of study simply reads them, and he says, “Well, that's easy,” and
he goes onto the next page.
Let me tell you something, that next page doesn't have anything on it as important as
Newton's three laws of motion. The origin of these three laws of motion was the surrender of
the physical universe to the engineer. It was the white flag. It ran up a white flag at that
moment in the face of man. This was enormously important. So what is important and what
isn't important is the basic part of any educational system.
Now one time we were in the state in Dianetics that we didn't know whether it was
more important that the preclear yawned – we thought the yawn might be a very, very
important factor. We watched for yawns very carefully. All a yawn is is a change of his basal
metabolism. It doesn't demonstrate anything better or worse. He might yawn, yawn, yawn and
go into a boil-off. Boil-off is – we thought at one time was therapeutic, until we had
somebody run... I got this as a – set this up as a project.
And I had auditors make preclears boil off until we had in one case three hundred
hours of consecutive boil-off by a case, with no change of psychometry. No change on an EMeter reading and no change of case or any rehabilitation of ability. Boil-off wasn't
important, was it? It just wasn't even vaguely important. It's kind of found – we found out that
the preclear didn't even get rested in the boil-off. It wasn't something that rested him. He
woke up – if he went into the session tired he'd come out tired.
All right, so all I'm trying to show you is we had an enormous number of data, oh, just
thousands of data, pieces of this puzzle which belonged somewhere, some of which were
more important than another, but for God's sakes, which were the important pieces? Where
did they belong? Which was the most important pieces?
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And gradually as these years have gone on, we have built a puzzle within a puzzle
within a puzzle within a puzzle. And the inside puzzle is the simple one. It's a very simple
puzzle. Pieces one to fifty, fitted together, make a preclear.
But you can look at the outside puzzle that's around this puzzle and you can find out
all kinds of interesting things. You can find out about his familial relationship, the
relationship of his childhood, the fact that broken marriages very often result in juvenile
delinquents. We can discover all sorts of significant data which is of – still of interest to an
auditor in the outer puzzle. But that's not a puzzle anymore because we worked that one first.
All right. Now we go around and we find outside of this puzzle we do get into a puzzle
as far as life is concerned and that is; contains such things as the parts of the brain in Latin.
And if I were today asking you to memorize the parts of the brain in Latin, I would be
ashamed of myself. Because it wouldn't lead anyplace, wouldn't lead anywhere at all. It
wouldn't make a single person better and it wouldn't increase your understanding of life one
bit, except to this slight mechanism: If you give something a name it becomes more familiar,
and becoming more familiar is better owned by you.
There's a process that goes that way, a very weak process, but it has some efficacity
and it's simply this: Just start naming – giving things names in your environment. Now you
look at that chair and that chair gives you its name, doesn't it? It says sort of “I am a chair.”
You've been told often this is a chair, so this process goes in this direction: It simply says,
That is a yumgetit and that is a togwalla.” And a guy just goes on along this line, and he feels
his vocabulary start to creak and come apart at the edges. It's not a very effective process, but
it's a tremendously interesting process. It will certainly ruin a general semanticist. It'll ruin
him. But it's an experimental process.
All right, the isolated data which were important as of 1951, end of; appear in
Advanced Procedures and Axioms and the Handbook for Preclears as the Axioms of
Dianetics, the Logics and Axioms of Dianetics.
Many of those still have validity. All of them have validity in this outside ring puzzle.
But they – they all have some validity yet, but some of them are with us yet and they were the
ones with the greatest validity. And so we look over all of these axioms, end of 1951 and we
discover out of them enough impact to cause me last year, year before last now, to be
welcomed with very widespread arms anywhere I went in Europe.
“This is the man,” not the fellow who invented Dianetics, but “This is the man who
organized psychotherapy into usable axioms.” And whether they are the right axioms or the
wrong ones had no bearing on it. Here was somebody who had at least organized
psychotherapy into a usable series of rationales. And it became tremendously interesting from
an intellectual standpoint, whether anybody understood them or not, because nobody had ever
attempted this before. And so, these boys were not in argument with me on whether or not
Dianetics was true or false or whether or not these were valid axioms or invalid axioms or
whether they solved anything or not. They were with me all the way because I was the first
guy that ever organized psychotherapy into a series of axioms, you see. That was quite
enough for the European scholar. That was quite enough.
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He had good differentiation there, he didn't think you had to do the whole job in one
fell swoop. In America you're expected to have solved the whole thing, and written all the –
and organized it and so forth, and then they'll let you live.
Now, here is a – here is an interesting viewpoint, there, those 1951 Axioms. If you
were being required to memorize those 1951 Axioms and required to memorize and
understand them, you wouldn't really be undergoing a big imposition because they still have
tremendous validity. For instance, gradient scales, the basic – the background of data and how
we understand data, and so forth, are all in those, that data which hasn't been touched since.
But as far as the therapy end of it is concerned, we have overridden it. The last coupie of
hundred axioms out of those nearly three hundred axioms have today been superseded by the
fifty axioms which appear in The Creation of Human Ability and which you have a copy of.
The therapy axioms, the ones that immediately and intimately apply to therapy have to
a marked degree been superseded. This doesn't make them any less valid. They are all valid
observations, but they are axioms which belong to the outer puzzle. So we've at least
condensed a couple of hundred of them into some fifty, which describes life.
Now an auditor plunging into a case without having this much understanding of
existence is asking for several things. One of the things he's asking for is case failures.
Another thing he's asking for is restimulation of himself He's asking for that, he's asking for it
very, very definitely. Another thing he's asking for is a puzzle on his own part as to just why
Scientology works at all.
Now the basic thing most auditors try to change on preclears is the preclear's mind.
We know this is the most basic therapy. They try to change him – change his mind by feeding
him various ideas. Well, the single change that has happened here of recent months has been
this: Has been the understanding that given the ability to change his mind, what he changes
his mind to is of no importance.
The auditor a couple of years ago was trying to change a person's mind into a certain
direction, you see. We're not trying to do that. All we're trying to do is get the individual to
change his mind freely; put him in a situation where he can change his mind freely and then
not give a damn what he changes his mind to. Because if he can change his mind he can
change his goals. And if he can change his goals, he can survive. So we sort of leave that up
to the fella.
Now that's a very much higher-toned view. But if you think that by running some
concepts or rearranging a preclear's ideas you're going to get anyplace, you're mistaken. You
will only get as far as you restore to him the ability to change his mind. If he can change his
mind, he'll win. If he can't change his mind, he'll lose.
Now we get from there immediately into mechanics – changing the mind. If he can
change his mind facilely, he'll be in good shape.
Now we get into mechanics and we find out that experience, education and other
things may monitor the direction he will change his mind because he's applying it to a set
pattern known as the physical universe. And we have moved over into this and we find out
the first thing the physical universe demands of us is two poles. It demands two poles, at least;
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that we can – must be able to have force and strength to impose space on two electrodes – two
positions, two locations.
You see, the base of the electric motor imposes the distance upon the two electrodes.
And the floor of the building imposes that distance upon the base. And Earth imposes that –
hold-apart on the floor of the building and the sun and the Earth are imposing this distance
that light is going to travel, but something about this solar system and the galaxy imposed the
distance of the sun and the Earth and somewhere, someplace – reductio ad absurdum –
something is imposing distance between two particles. It just boils down to this: Something is
imposing distance on two particles. Remember, we're into the mechanical field of this because
we're going to ask this individual to perform a mechanical trick, and the mechanical trick is
simply be a distance from his body and reactive mind. He's already convinced of the distance,
therefore within this framework of conviction we're going to impose a mechanical trick on
him of ask him to be a distance from this body and mechanical mind and we're still going to
ask him to control it while he's at that distance, which is cute.
And then we're going to put another trick to him, we're going to ask him to
communicate with anything and everything there is in this universe. And if he communicates
with everything and anything there is in this universe, as far as he's concerned there can or
can't be, can be or doesn't have to be, a universe.
See, he could take the MEST universe or leave it alone.
Now, therefore, the first and foremost of these three things is something called change
of mind. Now that's very silly that something which has nothing but the quality to – of mind
change should have any difficulty in doing it. This is real wild, you see. I mean, this
individual who can do nothing but mind – change his mind, he can certainly do this you see.
He can make postulates or he can change those postulates or he can end those postulates.
Well, if this is all this individual can do, then if you please, if you please, why do we have to
work at it? Well, we actually don't have to work at it very hard, and it's certainly not
something that we should stress considerably in processing. We should simply work in the
direction of doing it.
Well, all right. Let's take these fifty axioms of which I spoke. These fifty axioms are a
pretty good codification of existence, but remember each one of them was once part of an
enormous sea of data, the sea of data of just two years ago; those axioms were afloat in there
someplace. But that sea of data of two years ago – three hundred axioms – was – they were
captured data, captured territory from an ocean of maybes. They were some captured
certainties from an ocean of maybes.
And if an auditor is still afloat in that ocean of maybes, if he doesn't recognize that
some of this territory has been captured, then he can be shipwrecked and drowned with great
ease because he get – well, let's say he takes Opening Procedure of 8-C and he works it a
certain distance and all of a sudden a great big mass of something moves in on the preclear
from some quarter. And it might be a very painful mass, might do very bad things to him, and
the auditor didn't know really that this could occur and didn't know why it occurred. Maybe
he wouldn't know anything about this business about two terminals, there's got to be two
terminals. He didn't recognize that every preclear is using his body as one terminal and an
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enormous amount of reactive energy or machinery for other terminals. And he goes over here
and he touches – has the preclear touch the wall, and he touches the wall and he touches the
wall and he touches the wall and he touches the wall and all of a sudden the preclear has
terminal trouble. Why shouldn't he have terminal trouble, he's getting his attention fixed off of
these terminals in the bank up to the fact that he actually has terminals in present time and
doesn't need these damn terminals in the bank. So he starts letting go of them and actually
they start flying around in all directions.
Is it serious? No, it certainly isn't. It merely shows you that 8-C is working. That's all it
tells you. But if you didn't know this business about terminals, you could get awfully baffled.
And you probably, if you didn't know that much, wouldn't know that I knew enough to tell
you to go on and run 8-C, and that you would solve this particular juxtaposition of terminals.
The individual has just started to abandon the terminal, he will abandon it all the way when he
discovers that he can have another mass than some hidden mass, ball of engrams, in the bank.
See, he's counting on these engrams around in the bank. He's counting on masses. He's
counting on old electronics. You wonder why these people bring in these electronics on
themselves all the time. Well, you shouldn't be baffled about this particularly, they're just in
search of a terminal and these terminals move in and they use them. And they generate
electricity between the body and these terminals. And they're trying to set up automatic
machinery.
Well, there's no reason why they should do this when they've got a terminal right
there. There's a wall. And you get their attention on the fact that, look, they've always got
terminals. Present time is just strewn with them. They're all over the place. There's other
people, that's the most valuable terminal. These boys who go off and start finding terminals
down in their bank someplace, and so forth, they've become unaware of other people. They
don't think other bodies are standing around there to discharge against. Nobody to argue with,
nobody to talk with, nobody to fight with. They must think this is the case or they wouldn't go
using these isolated terminals.
All right. We find this individual starting to work here with the wall, touching the wall
and letting go of the wall and approaching it and moving away from it. We could actually run
8-C, you know, all the way. We don't because the reason behind 8-C is simply get the guy
under the auditor's orders so we know what he's doing and get him a little bit solved as far as
this terminal problem is concerned. But we could make 8-C an end-all process and you as an
auditor certainly ought to be able to make it an end-all process and do nothing but 8-C.
Somebody asked me yesterday would you touch the boss. We were running Reach and
Withdraw with adult education. All right, would you go ahead and touch the boss? Yes! But
you don't have to have the boss there. The simplest thing in the world would be for this
individual to reach and withdraw, touch various parts of; and so forth, a human being.
Let me tell you how I worked a psychotic one time. I worked this psychotic for four
auditing periods of twenty minutes each and she went out and got a job and we haven't heard
of her since and she's a waitress in some place or another right now fairly nearby and having a
happy time of it. This person didn't know her name when she came in. She gave four or five
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names doubtfully and then didn't know any of those. This is quite a – quite a interesting little
case. Not an isolated case, not a selected case, one that walked in off the street and there were
no available auditors so I audited her.
The oddity in this case was that nobody else was alive anywhere in the world. See,
there was nobody alive. This person was walking around as the only one. But some dim
circuit did walk her in the front door, so she couldn't have been too bad off, you see, I mean,
she couldn't have been too serious of a case because some dim circuit did walk her into the
right place. And when they come to you as an auditor, you haven't got the worst psychotic
you could get by a long ways.
All right. I had this girl touching the walls and I had her walking through space to
discover if there was – anything was in it. She'd move her body through this space fearfully,
feeling she would encounter something and reached the point indicated that she was to
proceed toward with the greatest of relief I just had her walking back and forth in the room
because I could make her do that at first. I couldn't make her touch anything. So I just had her
walking back and forth through space finding out if there was anything in it. “Now, you walk
over to that exact spot there and find out whether or not there's anything between you and it.
Okay, now let's walk over there. That's right, that's right. Well, was there anything in it?”
“All right. Now, you see that corner of the rug over there. Now you just walk over
there and see if there's anything between you and it.”
This psycho, of course, was less psycho every second of the auditing session, relief;
relief; better off. Well, I finally got her up to a point where she'd touch the wall and let go of
the wall and so on. I was still running A. I mean, I was directing her to the spots, picking
them out, so forth. But I never came off A. I just ran A all the way.
And I said, “All right. Now, walk over here and touch my shoulder. That's a good girl.
Now, you go over there. Now I'm going to walk over and touch your shoulder.” “Okay.” And
I did.
And we did this for quite a little while, you know, several minutes, back and forth,
many times. And now I said, “Breathe on my hand.” She did. So I said, “Now you come over
here – you come over here and I'm going to breathe on your hand.” And I did.
She almost hit a terror charge. She recognized that I was alive – breath, very intimate
thing to life. She recognized I was alive, got quite shocky, wanted to go hide herself;
immediately, she wanted to hide under the desk or in the closet. She actually was trying to
pull the closet open. Another time she tried to get under the bed just to get out of sight
because there was something else alive there. She was convinced now there was something
else alive in the world. That was a big uptake. Although she was afraid of it, she now knew
there was something alive.
The next immediate gain was this: “Show me your hand. Thank you. Very good. Now,
look at my hand. Okay. Now show me your other hand. Okay. Now you look at my other
hand. All right.” Back and forth, back and forth.
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“Show me your head. Show me the back of your head. Show me your foot. Show me
your other foot.” Next thing you know, she definitely knew somebody was looking at her and
she was no longer afraid. And she definitely knew she could look at somebody, and she was
no longer afraid. And that was the end of the case. This is running 8-C all the way using a live
terminal.
Now, I dare say it has considerable benefit in this direction but it has never been put
out completely in this form. But why would I essay to do this? What would be the cue for
this? Simply I knew the basic modus operandi of 8-C which happens to do with terminals.
This is a process that has to do with terminals. First and foremost it overcomes the willingness
or unwillingness of the individual; the obsessive or unwilling following of orders. It
overcomes that which of course reestablishes communication. But the next thing it does is
overcome terminal trouble. And other people are alive in the world; there are other people
around in the world. And sometimes a person doesn't know he doesn't know this, which is one
of the more peculiar things.
So, there is a background to 8-C, you could give other backgrounds to 8-C. But it's a
codified process. It's actually there codified for the excellent reason that it's pretty hard to get
somebody at an HCA level of training to grab hold of the idea of terminals, electrical charges
running between the other. Because he always tries to make it much more complicated than it
is. This is a universe with the basic unit of two. This universe has two as its basic unit. And a
thetan gets in here being one, and he's done. He has to be able to duplicate himself sooner or
later.
Doesn't make a game. This universe will collapse on anybody, because he has to fight
it. He starts fighting this universe instead of fighting another live thing. And the second he
starts to resist this universe it caves in on him.
So there is the type of reasoning which an auditor should be able to accomplish
through his knowledge of Axioms, through his knowledge of definitions.
If he knew these well, he could figure out, he could know, and he could predict any
preclear he was called upon to process. And the only reason he doesn't is because he doesn't
know this basic material. So, you're being asked to know this basic material.
It's all very well to say, “Well, it's not really practical.” Well, I'll tell you what's
impractical: is having to know eighty-five thousand processes. And I'll tell you what's
practical: to be able to evolve any you need.
And if you know the definitions, you can evolve them. That's a lot to ask of anybody.
But if he knows the definitions he will at least be able to understand what he is looking at.
Because he'll gradually get a great certainty on the fact that these are the definitions that make
up life.
Okay.
(End of lecture)
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You have had quite a bit of the material of Scientology written to you and explained to
you. You found out quite a lot about it, but if these were just a series of arbitrary definitions
so that we could process, they'd be worthwhile but they wouldn't be very valuable.
Let's take up this business yesterday. Miriam suddenly discovered that the word
symbol as given in the English language means a substitute for. Now, that's a very definite
English definition. And instead of meaning this, she found out it meant mass, meaning and
mobility. And this was a shock. Of course, it would be until she examined it further and found
out that mass, meaning and mobility were a substitute for the thing which was life. And all of
a sudden – I don't think I am drawing a longbow to say so – her understanding of Scientology
in just this one little point broadened somewhat. Right?
If you can't get that kind of a spark out of every one of these definitions, if you can't
get a broadening of your understanding of life out of these definitions, then there is something
you have missed about one. Got it?
We are in the very happy state that there's doggone little added baggage riding along
with us now. Now, you've seen me actually throw away with wild abandon, although you
haven't noticed it, a tremendous amount of stuff. Man, we were accumulating there for a long
time until we were the – it was up to the Plimsoll mark of Indian Ocean Summer. And we've
just been strewing the wake with stuff
Look at all you don't have to know about engrams. Well, that's just one of many. Overt
act-motivator sequence isn't very important, but it sure does explain a lot of behavior. We
don't use it very much in processing.
More important than that, the whole book What to Audit got thrown into the wake,
although today people read that with great fascination because it explains what these preclears
have been up to all this time, you see; what they're dramatizing, and so on. It's a piece of
understanding, but we don't use it in processing. And similarly there is a tremendous amount
of bric-a-brac.
Well, if all of this throwing away has been going on, what has been kept aboard?
Because there still is a small amount of cargo in Scientology which is the more important
factors. Scientology, even though it now resembles a Missouri steamboat... A Missouri
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steamboat by the way was a remarkable thing. They tell the story about a steamboat pilot who
got one of these Missouri riverboats in the early days well up the Missouri, passenger and the
captain and the pilot were about all the people there were aboard – course a couple of guys to
stoke the engines. The passenger woke up and he looked around and he saw nothing but
prairie in all directions, not a sign of water, not a sign of water this morning. And he saw the
captain and the captain looked awful bleary-eyed, the passenger was bleary-eyed and they had
both been drunk the night before, and the captain said, “That's right, we're eighteen miles
from the river. The goddamned pilot got drunk last night and there was a light dew.”
Now, we almost resemble this wonderful state of affairs except nobody's drunk. We
can travel on a light dew, and this is what you're studying right now. It's not very much.
But by golly, given a hole in one's understanding of the data which we still retain, an
auditor can now get awfully puzzled, he can get very upset this is certain.
Let's take first and foremost one of the early basic words in Dianetics: aberration. The
actual English derivation of the word means a crooked line, an aberration. It's a term actually
which comes from the science of optics. A lens is aberrated if it twists the lines out of plane
where they belong. A lens has as many aberrations as it twists the light out of a straight line.
Look: cause-distance-effect, straight line between, the introduction of a via. Get that whole
philosophy?
Audience: Uh-huh.
All right, it's right there in that word aberration.
We say, “somebody is aberrated.” Well, is there an absolute state of aberration? No,
because you could just keep winding it up and winding it up. But is there a theoretical
nonaberration? People who are – yes, very definitely it would be cause-distance-effect,
known cause, known effect, straight 1ine between and no vias, and that would be
nonaberrated and would be nonaberrative.
Well, this is an interesting thing here. Let's take the boy, he knows he's right there, the
preclear does, he knows the wall is right there, and he reaches out his hand and he touches the
wall. Well, he's coming awfully close to cause-distance-effect, isn't he. And we make him go
around cause-distance-effecting until we finally get him in the state where he recognizes that
there's no via between him and the wall.
Now, many of the preclears that you have will stand up in front of a wall and can see
that there is something between them and the wall, old masses of energy, all kinds of things
and stuff and they will actually reach too deep, reach too shallow. It's just like the pilot who
tries to land 20 feet under the ground or 80 feet above it. He can't reach his effect points
anymore.
Well, you'll see this manifested in very, very many ways. He can't arrive for one thing.
He'll start a task and never finish it. See, he knows there's so many vias.
Did you ever run into anybody that – they'd start to – did you ever ask anybody, “Can
you please fix this tire?” And they are there and they got a couple of tire irons and so forth,
and then they realize they have to have a jack and they go find the jack and they put that
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under there. Then they realize that they probably have to have a different type of lug wrench,
a fancier one, and that one doesn't work very well, it works a little bit, you know so they have
to go and get another lug wrench. And then they realize by this time that they are wearing
pretty good clothes, so they've got to go and put on some different clothes. And then they look
over the spare that they're going to put on, and they decide that this needs some repairs first,
although it looks all right to you. And they keep accumulating data, until at last they start
accumulating excuses, and there sits the flat tire on and on and on. They are just departing on
vias that keep them from arriving. And the more vias they hit, the less they are going to
arrive.
You get a government, a bureaucracy. The reason we object to a bureaucracy is
because it's via-via-via-via-via-via-via-via-via-via-via, and it never gets anyplace. What men
are trying to do is make the system responsible. The system has got to be responsible, not the
individual, and if this keeps going you have a very aberrative state of affairs, because you are
looking straight at an aberration.
Aberration means no more, no less than a great many vias. Now, did it say a great
many necessary vias? Unnecessary vias? No, it just said “a great many vias.”
For instance, here I sit talking to you. We have dispensed with a great many vias.
There actually is a possible via on this line; there's a tape. All right, but this still has been unviaed down to a minimum.
You will notice however that every once in a while somebody objects to tapes. They
just don't like these tapes. Well, they just – so, it's a via, it's obviously a via, so to some degree
it's aberrative – some slight degree. Now, it just depends then on how much deaberrative
material there is on an aberrative tape. It's just a sort of a contest between these two points.
All right.
Now, we look at this aberration, if we understand aberration very well as a word, and
as a definition, if we understand it – not just be able to quote it – if we understand this thing,
we'll understand an awful lot about what's wrong with Joe Doakes and Bill Frud. We can also
understand what's wrong with a psychiatrist.
A psychiatrist is sitting there looking at the patient and he's got to go find an electric
shock machine. Dah! And the electric shock machine doesn't make anybody well. He's just
putting some more vias on the line between the person and his own body and anatomy, see.
But there the psychiatrist sits, you see, and there the patient sits. Now, let's take an E-Meter.
Actually, what was originally called an E-Meter is going to be called shortly a
physiogalvanometer, which word is trademarked by the HASI – a physiogalvanometer, it just
happens to be a happy combination of words that has never been used before so it can be
trademarked.
And the main difficulty with the old E-Meter was that the fellow who was making
these things just couldn't bear to arrive or something, and we would have a conference and
there had to be certain things put on this E-Meter to make it work, or certain things taken off
to make it work and so on, and I'd get this thing pretty well streamlined and agreed upon with
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him, and then son-of-a-gun, we'd go back and put on two more dials, until we got something
that was all dials and no meter, or all meters and no preclear. It just got to be so many vias.
In the first place, it was a big via between the auditor and the preclear, big via. But it
had its purposes. It was actually merely a substitute for communication lag. That was all it
was a substitute for. Now that we understand communication lag, our own understanding
came up, what possible use is an E-Meter? Well, the funny part of it is, it does have a use, but
not in auditing. The physiogalvanometer today will be produced, probably, by the HASI or
the HDRF for the purpose of personnel counseling. And it will be used to check employees'
references without going into the vias of more letters.
We'll just ask him, “Why did you leave the job?” and he says, “Well, I just got tired of
it.” And the needle goes wham, you see. And you say, “You mean you got fired?” And the
fellow says, “Well, yes.”
This, by the way, gets around the fact that many employers will give an employee a
reference, a good reference, just to get rid of him.
All right, so we can really then, with Scientometric testing, turn around and get a –
with this physiogalvanometer – give a personnel counselor a very, very valid tool. We are
going to indulge in just as an experiment a little bit of personnel counseling. We are going to
start an employee certification service. And we are going to give anybody whose references
are in good shape, or who is in good shape, and who can do the job a little card that says so.
And in addition to that, if they can't do the job we are going to give them Group Processing
for the same fee as their testing. See, this is a very direct line to raise the employability and
employment capability of the country at large. If anyone wishes to start this up, it could roll.
We might start it up and let it roll.
The physiogalvanometer though, which will be used in order to accomplish this,
doesn't even vaguely resemble in its parts, circuit or anything else the old E-Meter. It has two
lights; it has a switch; the switch says ON and OFF. And one light is red and one light is
green and they burn in varying degrees of intensity so that the needle is really falling. On an
old E-Meter, you'd get that thing burning red-red-red-red-red-red-red-red-red-red-red-red-red,
and if it were rising, you would get green-green-green-green-green- green-green-green, and if
it were neither rising nor falling but were stuck, both lights would be out, regardless of what
the tone is. Nobody ever made sense out of tone anyhow.
So this will be the personnel counselor's physiogalvanometer. You have a red light and
a green light, it'll have an on and an off switch, it'll have a plug which you plug it in, it'll have
one electrode that the person holds in his hand, and that will be the end of the meter. There's
nothing more there. No other adjustment, no other dials, nothing. And it'll probably look like
a desk ornament. Or it'll look like a nice little desk clock or something of the sort. Now, that's
taking the vias out of the line.
The only reason we are giving it to the employment counselor is because he doesn't
know his Scientology, so he needs something to give him the word.

9ACC

454

16.12.09

DEFINITIONS: GLOSSARY OF TERMS – PART I

5

9ACC-22 – 12.1.55

Actually a Scientologist can be very ruthless on personnel counseling, he doesn't like
to cut his ARC down to the point that he would have to cut it down by reason of talking to
people; he just doesn't like to cut it down this far. He likes to believe for the best – and he
knows doggone well that that person with that neuritis – ding! below 2.0. He knows that.
Experience will bear it out. He doesn't need an E-Meter to tell him this person is telling lies
about his last employment. He would just look over the physical condition of the individual
and tell you whether or not he had the straight dope. The easiest thing in the world if he really
wanted to study it from this angle and recognize exactly what he was looking at, he could do
this.
All right, let's take this word aberration, and let's find out that the greatest via in the
world is an unknown. That's the greatest via there is. All right, if the greatest via is an
unknown, therefore the more mysteries that you impose on auditing, the more mysteries you
impose on living, the more aberration there is going to be.
The more data which I would – I don't – but the more data which I would hold in my
back hip pocket on the subject of Scientology to secure it for the HASI, the more data which I
would withhold one way or the other or would misprint or not print totally of, the more
aberrated you could expect this science to be. The science is not aberrated for the good reason
that when I get ahold of a datum, I just hand it to whoever is handy.
But you'll find groups where the leader of the group is withholding data and boy is that
an aberrated group.
Do you know, nobody realizes why we made it necessary for every member of an
authorized group, every real member of an authorized group, to be a member of either the
HDRF or the HASI. You know why we did that? It's so that nobody could sit there in the
middle of that group and withhold any data. In other words, we had a communication line to
all the members of the group and therefore if anything important was being released, it would
be released to all those people.
There's – withholding data or twisting data or perverting it in some fashion leads to an
aberrated condition in the society. One of the most aberrative things in the society, by the
way, right this moment is a newspaper. The newspaper is specializing in one tone level:
emergency disaster. It doesn't match the tone level of a great many people in the society.
Furthermore it does not report its news accurately, and even after the news has been reported
by a reporter who is already repressed and didn't understand what he was looking at anyhow,
it's then edited to fit the policy of the paper.
And today you find the newspaper world going very steeply out of communication.
This is almost an impossible thing to recognize unless you actually go into a newspaper office
today.
Many of us have had experience with the press. Many of us have worked for the press
one way or the other and we found the press at times could be a very great adventure and that
reporters very often were very crusading people and that a lot of good has been done by the
press. But we don't – that isn't the condition which obtains right this minute. It is with great
shock that my attention was suddenly jerked to this circuit that is going on right now just a
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short time ago, and I tried to discover what the score was, and found out that the reason why a
press release couldn't be issued to the press had nothing whatsoever to do with the press
release but had a great deal to do with the fact that most of the sections of the country today
are depending on a thing called a teletype, and this teletype is spreading its little ticker tape
far and wide and what comes off the teletype is news. This is not at all reasonable.
And they have gotten so dependent on this darned teletype and news services that are
someplace, that I don't think there is any beginning on the teletype. I think that the boys up at
MIT developed some kind of a brain machine that simply dreams up some news, you see, at
opportune dates consulting an almanac or something of the sort and shoots it through the
teletype.
We don't have today an accurate picture through the newspapers of what is going on in
Europe. We have a highly wildly colored account of what them commies are up to. We have –
I've seen no news stories – I've seen a couple in a magazine – but I have seen no news stories
today that told us accurately that Germany was trying to get on her feet. Actually, Germany is
trying to get on her feet desperately. If the American people understood a little bit more about
Europe and got some news through from Europe instead of colored propaganda, we might
have a greater responsibility for that very small section of the world. It's a very tiny section of
the world.
You could lose Europe three times in Texas. A tiny section of the world, not very
many people in it to tell you the truth, this thing called Europe. Why we didn't annex
Germany and why we didn't square away this hot bomb that is sitting over there is more than I
will know.
We went over and took her government, we took the government of Germany, of half
of Germany, we are busy governing it now just as though it was Minnesota, and yet the
Germans themselves are getting on their feet with what? With resentment. Why resentment?
Because we have to some degree repressed their initiative and we're just cooking up another
hot spot of resentment.
But it is up to the news today to report what is happening in the world, not what some
political party wishes people to believe is happening. And so we introduce this colored via.
And actually we mean prop – when we say propaganda we mean there is a via on the line, the
word itself is colored today, so that we say propaganda; aberration, see, the same words, equal
magnitude. Not equal, similar magnitude: propaganda; aberration.
Unless people get the straight story about what's going on, they can't solve any
problem. The way you keep a problem from being solved is to introduce enough quirks in the
line. Now, let's take Freudian analysis. Here sits a preclear, patient; should be a preclear, he is
a patient. And the analyst goes and pours to him a lot of interpolation, an analysis. I know, the
analyst will very often tell you that they have stopped evaluating, but then a lot of them have
read Dianetics: The Modern Science of Mental Health.
And by the way, a recent survey, a recent series of letters to analysts brought back
quite a few responses on the subject of “Good heavens! I didn't know I could be trained in it!
How much is it and where?” about Dianetics; they'd been using it.
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And God, I tried to train some of them. Lord knows what they are doing and calling
Dianetics.
But they introduce a via into the fellow's bank by evaluating for him. Now, so does
Mama introduce a via into a little kid's bank until you will find many a preclear in this
condition: You will say, “Now, what happened? Where were you when you were about four
or five? What happened during that period?” And this person will give you the most glib
response you ever listened to, and then you would say – if you were very wise to this
particular fact – you would say, “Now, are you remembering that?”
“Well, yes.”
“Well, what are you remembering?”
“Oh, my mother told me all about it.”
“Well now, how about you remembering what happened?”
“That's impossible. That's all blanked out.”
Childhood memories when blanked out this thoroughly have been blanked out by
somebody else evaluating for the child. And here we have evaluation now in auditing up to its
full stature. So we don't evaluate for the preclear. Why? Because we will introduce a via into
the line; we will keep that line from being straight; we will bend it through ourselves back to
his recognition. And if we have done this, then good God what have we done? This individual
is not then capable of stringing a straight line between cause and effect. We have given him a
via, you see? So evaluation is just a via and evaluation is aberrative because it introduces one.
Now do you see what all comes out of this word aberration? And a very interesting
long line of understanding has come out of it.
My instruction of people, of you, might be considered to some degree a via. Oh, it
very definitely is. It's a justified via, however, in my viewpoint because nobody has dug it up
for the last two or three thousand years that I know anything about. And it was about time
somebody did. And my instruction of you is justified only to this degree that after I have
called your attention to something, you as you go along the track with auditing and living,
will all of a sudden string the straight line yourself and say, “Hey, what do you know!” So
that you do it first analytically almost superficially as a subject and then suddenly you run
into this thing and you'll string a straight line – zip! Sometimes you will even feel a little
electric spark as you just knock out all the vias on the line, you see. And suddenly you've got
a grip on this particular datum, and you say, “Gee. That lines up real nice.” And the next thing
you know, you're running a cause-distance-effect on life instead of a cause-via.
But think of the number of vias one might have had before I started digging this stuff
up, see. They must have had tremendous numbers of vias, you see? So I'm actually shortcircuiting a tremendous number of vias and then I leave it up to you with your experience
with preclears and with life at large to short-circuit the remaining vias. Do you see that? So
that your understanding should eventually become very clean and clear on these. But it won't
if I keep being very powder-puffy on the subject of giving you the straight definition. I mean,
if I keep saying, “Well, it is all right. You probably understand that,” and so on. If I don't
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really try to get you to get to the exact meat of a definition of just exactly what I am talking
about, then all these various words which I use will remain as a definite via. My effort to get
you to a straight definition and recognition of it is simply an effort to get you to un-via, to
take the aberration out of the subject. See that? All right.
By the way, this particular glossary was – which I am not going over with you in full,
I am just telling you about it – was compiled by Burke, and he dug it up out of a lot of copy
here and there and wrote it up because we were in a very bad crush to get through to the
printer with Creation of Human Ability And he wrote it up and sent it through, so many of
these definitions had to be just extrapolated by him at that time.
It is not that I am taking no responsibility for it, but I am telling you that you may have
a, you may have a briefer series of definitions. These are all very acceptable definitions, but
you may have a briefer definition or a briefer series of definitions, a briefer glossary with that
book on its second or its third printing when I get around to writing one.
I write up a glossary every once in a while, every six months or a year, something like
that, I will write up a glossary.
The last two glossaries which have been published, however, have been written by
other people who have taken the meanings, usually directly from my work or lectures. All
right. Acceptance level: There's a whole PAB on this subject, one of the more fascinating
subjects. But rejection level is its companion, and as Accept-Reject is a very, very high
echelon process, you should understand something about acceptance level.
Therefore when somebody – you understand something about acceptance level, you
better had. Because I will tell you that a preclear who sits down there and is playing a
superficial game with you and this person has a very, very bad neuralgia, this person has
glasses a half an inch thick, this person has a pretty bad comm lag, and this person says to
you, “Well, I can accept all Packard cars and fur coats and diamond rings.” Ding. Ding. Ding.
This person can accept garbage cans, sewers, decayed bodies and that's about it.
When you get yourself a good command of acceptance level I am afraid you can look
holes through the activities of man, and his rejection level will explain to you a lot of rebuffs
that you have had and have seen.
Just whys. And that's it. It's acceptance. What is their rejection level? What is their
acceptance level?
Now, the statement here, “The acceptance level of a preclear is the condition in which
a person or object must be in order that the preclear be able to accept it freely.” It's not a bad
definition if you know exactly what it means and what acceptance level means.
Acceptance level is simply that level in existence which Q-and-As with that level in
existence. You got a duplication here, of course.
If you find the preclear at the sewer level then, Q and A, he'll accept sewers. Get the
idea? If he is really at a Cadill – you know there are a lot of people around driving Cadillacs
whose acceptance level is a two-wheeled donkey cart? Hm? And you know they have more
trouble with that car? They just can't understand why they get into all that trouble with that
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car. There's a social acceptance level there. There's a social acceptance level – what a person
is expected to accept. And he very often finds himself completely at war with what he can
really accept and what he is expected to accept. And if we get this, we will understand all we
need to know to get the war between social man and individual man. If there is a war it is
between these two levels.
Social man is expected to reject certain things. He is expected to reject foul play. He is
expected to reject disloyalty, infidelity. He's expected to reject this and that. He is taught
carefully to reject an enormous number of things, and these may not be his rejection level at
all. His rejection level may be loyalty, courage, decency, fidelity. That may be his rejection
level. These things may just be fingernails on the blackboard to him, these qualities. Any
good quality of the society may be just horrible to him.
And someday along the line he does an unsocial act. Why? Well, he'd just break down,
that's all. He just can't stand this tension any longer, being told at every hand that he should be
honest. You'll have somebody talking to you sometime about how honesty should apply or
shouldn't apply – you know, whether or not it is really best to be honest. They are teetering
around with this curious thing: Their rejection level is honesty, their social acceptance level is
honesty. Get the idea. Their real rejection level is honesty, and their social acceptance level is
honesty.
So somebody comes along and has told them and taught them very carefully they must
be honest, where actually all the factors in their case cause them to reject honesty. So you get
a war, and you'll get a war in the individual. He'll go around puzzlingly about this, worrying
about it, thinking about it, and most of the worries which a preclear comes to you with are
these two worries: social acceptance level, personal acceptance level, social rejection level,
personal rejection level, at war. And those are the problems of the preclear. It really breaks
down with great rapidity.
The reason Freud could have so much fun on the second dynamic is because the
society has more to repress on this than anything else; there are more vias put on the second
dynamic and the second dynamic is itself a via.
Why you just simply can't mock up another human being is... Well, I guess it makes a
better game. Well, anyhow...
Now, here is another word here – affinity, affinity. It's one of the least understood of
the three words: affinity, reality and communication. Yet you'd better have some feeling about
affinity; you better have some sense to affinity.
Now, affinity is the consideration of the individual about the distance. And that is the
definition of affinity. It's the consideration of the individual about the distance. That's all. I
mean there isn't any more to affinity than that. It's the least understood of these things mostly
because it's so idiotically simple and because it can get balled up.
You realize that somebody appears who is dressed exactly like you, looks like you,
talks like you, comes from the same part of the country and you hate his guts, and yet he's
making a perfect duplicate of you.
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Male voice: Over there.
Yeah. Over there. You get the idea? So, you ca – your – the reason you dislike him is
because – if you do dislike him – the reason because you dislike him is because you consider
that there is a distance, that's all, see. And you just don't like that distance. All right, at the
same time somebody might have somebody walk up to him who is dressed like him, who
thinks like him, who talks like him and welcome him like a brother, you know, a wonderful
guy, a terrific guy.
I've seen this happen. I knew two Marines once who were exactly alike and of course
being Marines they did wear the same clothes. They didn't come from the same part of the
country but they talked more or less the same language. And these two boys were absolutely
inseparable, they were just like twins.
And I knew two others that were quite similar to each other who just hated each
other's guts. The more distance between these two, that hated each other, the better they liked
it. See? This was gorgeous. I mean what – “You mean that guy is going to be shipped to
Quantico now. Well, that is wonderful. I am over here on China station. The further the
better.”
Whereas this other pair considered that if one of them had been shipped to Quantico
they would have been real upset. Get the idea here? It's the consideration about the distance.
Now, reality takes the similarity into effect, the duplicate is taken into effect under
reality, agreement. See?
Now, you have to have a consideration of whether an agreement is taking place or an
overt act.
So affinity is the consideration about the distance.
Actually all emotions and everything else are simply considerations. And there is no
other thing but consideration when you come right down to it. The next time you see an art
critic, please tell him so. He is making a – he's trying to mathematically codify consideration.
I'm sorry, but it can't be done.
The acceptance level of art can change for a whole society. The Greek for instance –
wasn't it the Greek that had to have fat hips on a woman and wasn't it some other period that
the only beautiful woman was a pregnant one? When was that, the 12th century or something
like that?
Male voice: The 14th.
Fourteenth century? Fantastic. But we wouldn't consider that the same way now. So
we've had a consideration change on the part of the whole society. Well, who indoctrinated
them this way in the first place? And we have merely social acceptance level. And social
acceptance level can add up to acceptable art, but this doesn't make consideration any
different than consideration. Just because a lot of people are considering a thing in one way
really doesn't make it real, although it does under R make it real.
Now, R is simply the agreement upon considerations and that's R. We had a lot of
agreed upon considerations. We've got life. We got reality. We got walls and floors. And if
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we've got disagreed on considerations, why we don't have any masses or spaces. We have
some that are orderly or arranged. If we have disagreed upon considerations – you know,
nobody is agreeing upon these considerations at all – we have chaos, one kind or another, or
we have no universe at all.
We have to have agreement upon considerations before we can have anything.
Scientology is the study of the agreement of considerations which has evolved into
existence as we see it today, and that is the study in which we are engaged. We're studying the
agreed upon considerations, and these agreed upon considerations as listed are the Axioms.
An axiom then is not a self-evident truth as it says here in the next word or two. It is a selfevident agreement upon. It's just obvious that somebody must agreed upon it; it's there, isn't
it? Well, if it's there, then somebody agreed upon it including the person who sees it. All
right.
The consideration of the distance is affinity.
An ally has been with us a long time. We don't use an ally very much today. But it's a
nice thing to know that somebody is in somebody's valence. And the ally – the person he's
likely to get – most likely to get into the valence of is an ally.
It says here that an ally is “A person who has aided in the survival of the preclear
under engramic or highly emotional circumstances and whom the preclear reactively regards
as important to his further survival.” Very well stated, so true.
The only trouble is, with the ally computation – and remember now that the preclear
reactively regards as important to his further survival. And because it's under engramic or
highly emotional circumstances, you will find quite ordinarily that a person considers these
allies to be allies until you process him and then will become angry with them and will
become upset about them and so forth. He just goes up tone on them, and going up tone on an
ally is uptone from an engram which is pain and unconsciousness, and that's pretty low toned.
So as he comes up, he will hit the whole emotional bank on the subject of this ally and he will
start hating them and reviling them, and then he will get up to a point of where he can take
them or leave them alone.
Now, the ally might have been actually repressive to the person's survival for his own
good. So it doesn't mean that the person was nice to the person, you understand. It isn't
necessarily true that this individual was nice to the person. An ally is simply somebody who is
regarded as important to his further survival. And individuals will go into the valence of allies
just to keep them around.
And the analytical mind is that part of a person's thinking machinery and memories
over which he has relatively full control. Oh, that's a good First Book definition and perfectly
good definition.
But let's recognize something further here. The analytical mind can be defined much
more sharply today. It's 'the thetan plus his machines. That is the total of an analytical mind,
and we can separate the thetan from the analytical mind. There's no thinking machines left
around, and the second there's no thinking machines left around, we no longer have an
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analytical mind; we have a thetan capable of consideration – many qualities, but no thinking
machinery. He can remember without a machine.
Analytical mind interposes the idea of a machine, the idea of a computer, a
computation of automatic memory banks and so forth; of analysis of data to summate into
conclusions. Well, anytime you have an analysis of data, you've got an analysis of experience,
which is an analysis of past, and that's a machine because a thetan does not need an analysis
of past in order to think. All he needs to do is predict.
He can take a know at the environment, you see. He doesn't take a look at the
environment, he takes a know at the environment and predicts its state. Get that? That's the
way he thinks. And the second he begins drawing up things from the past and past experience
– we've got a banker or we've got a government or we've got something else or we've got an
electronic computer up at MIT or we have an analytical mind. See? And that definition is
imposed by the words themselves: analytical, which means analysis. It would be a mind
which did analysis and it analyzes via machinery.
We understood this very clearly back in 1950 that the analytical mind was something
which was capable of sane conclusions based upon rational experience. So an analytical mind
is that part of a person's thinking machinery and memories – get that “and memories,” see,
memories – past; memories are part of this analytical mind – over which he has relatively full
control.
But that isn't the way a thetan thinks, and if you've still come up from Book One
thinking a thetan thinks that way, he doesn't. He takes a know at the environment and
predicts.
For instance, as I sit here, I can't tell you why because there is no why to tell you
about, but I can tell you that certain events will transpire on certain days and hours of the
coming six months. Now, this is very easily dragged down scale to crystal ball reading or
something like that. I first encountered this as an analyzable, observable, demonstrable
phenomena in the field of navigation. I could look in at a – on a navigating machine and know
whether it was right or wrong, and I thought, “This is real peculiar. That's a machine, and
machines are right, and yet I know whether that machine is right or wrong.” And I puzzled
this for some time. This was on expeditions where I had a lot of fancy equipment to measure
things for the Hydrographic Office and so forth.
Came the war and I didn't have time to navigate. I used to bawl out the assistant
navigator or something or other, “Why don't you get the right latitude and longitude for God
sakes. You haven't even been near the nav shack,” see. But we weren't in the right position
according to his piece of paper.
“How did you know that?”
Well, you just knew it, you see.
“But how did you know it? Why did you figure that out that way?”
Well, I didn't figure it out, I just know we are not in that position and that's all there is
to it.
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And this drove me to despair because it drove other people to despair. Here was this
phenomenon, not in the field of crystal ball reading, but being applied to life and death, you
might say. It is a very – and therefore open to question on the part of people in the immediate
environment. And I knew I'd been doing this for a long time, but I didn't know how.
I thought there had to be a how to it, and the more I worried about their being a how to
it, why, the less I did it. You get the idea?
If you could be totally relaxed about existence and not worried about it at all, you
would know what the president was going to have for dinner in August – that's right – if you
could be just totally relaxed about it. If there was nothing you were trying to prevent, if there
was nothing you were trying to vigorously and violently effect, you see, you could really
relax about this.
For instance, I tell the boys around here once in a while, “Well, such and so and so and
so, or that's a bad deal.”
And they say, “How do you know because you haven't read the despatches on it yet?”
Well, they no longer tell me that. They no longer say to me, “Well, you haven't read the
despatches yet,” or “You didn't know.”
I just say, “Well, that'll wind up in a bum beef. That's no good,” and so on. Because I
had to redevelop the faculty with the first Foundation. Any one of you has this same faculty.
It's only when you think you had better depend on it in order to survive that you lose it. See, if
it's not important, if it's not an important part of your survival, you can always do it.
So we have this interesting trick. The early Foundation where I was teaching about
eight hours a day and evening and morning and I was trying to get stuff written and had all
even – I was even buying the desks and renting the typewriters and so forth, mostly because
we were moving a little bit above the speed of most of the people around. They couldn't get
up to speed on it, and it all would have fallen in on our heads if we hadn't gotten up to speed.
So anyhow, had to redevelop this faculty. But because it was desperate, for a little while the
faculty took a steep dive and went out of sight.
I'm very well acquainted with this particular phenomenon, very, very well intimately
acquainted with it.
I've had people stand around and tell me that this could not possibly be true, that such
a phenomenon could not exist, and boy, as the track unreeled, it certainly was true that these
people did not mean me any good. You get the idea? If they could just knock down your
ability to predict in this wise, they could knock your survival and luck to pieces. And this is
luck. The faculty known as luck is the ability to predict.
When an individual depends utterly upon luck without predicting, he's going to be
failed. But if he is relaxed about winning the poker game, he will win. You get the idea? Why
does he win? Well, it's because he is so relaxed that he predicts whether his hand is the
winning hand or not. He doesn't try to read it from the faces of his fellow players. It doesn't
matter; it's not on their faces anyhow.
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I've gotten so I don't play cards anymore for an entirely different reason: It's just too
much restraint to stay three feet back of your own head. It is, it's just too much restraint. Now,
when you start to analyze a situation, then you are giving over your own basic power to
predict because you can know the situation and know its future without analysis.
And one of the most wearisome things there is, is to explain to somebody in
accounting or someplace how he should keep an accurate record of finances, when you
yourself know whether the organization will be broke or solvent at what date. And when the
government comes in and tells you that you must keep an accurate record, you know that you
are only keeping it for the government.
Now, you can then know whether or not you should spend or not spend and so change
the future. Whether or not you have to get wildly active in order to alter the future, because
the odd part of it is is the future is alterable by the individual; the future is alterable by the
individual, and this is what makes this also confusing. You know exactly how things are
going to be if you keep right on sitting there; then you know how things are going to be if you
act in direction A and then you know how things will be if you act in direction B, but you've
got a hundred and – a thousand directions that you could act in life. Well, so therefore you
would have a hundred thousand conditions to be predicted couldn't you. And so you get an
evolvement which can be very easily explained by memory, experience, analysis and
prediction. And memory, analysis, experience and prediction is a very lame and involved
explanation for the ability to predict. Because the only thing you have is the ability to predict,
and the more vias of how you predict you put on the line, the worse off you are going to be.
You know, it is an old saw that somebody reading the crystal ball for somebody else or telling
the cards for somebody else will eventually lose that faculty. You know that old saw.
Female voice: I heard it for money.
And it's also for money, that gives it stress, you see.
But the crystal ball, the deck of cards are the via which enter the aberration. So if you
are ever going to go into mind reading for sport or otherwise just simply pass your hands
magically through the air to attract the attention of the person whose mind you are going to
read and get a dreamy expression on your face, if you feel dramatic, and give them the future.
Don't tell it off a deck of cards or out of a crystal ball. You don't need either the deck of cards
or the crystal ball. If you use them, remember, you don't need them, you don't want them.
Curious, a very curious thing.
The easiest thing in the world to understand is thinking, if you don't try to get yourself
involved in the factors of memory and experience and computation. The psycho is up there in
the psycho ward because he's tried to compute the future too long. Now, this “must and
mustn't happen again” is the most revelatory process that you ever wanted to run on anybody.
He's trying to prevent things from happening. In other words, he's holding onto experience so
as to change the future. There's no reason why he should do this at all.
He should be able to tell at any given moment what tire of his car is going flat. He
doesn't have to recall a facsimile, or hold onto a facsimile of tires going flat to know a tire can
go flat.
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As you come up scale and exteriorize and so forth, you find yourself dealing with this.
And the only reason it ever falls down scale is the introduction of a via and it gets to be an
analytical mind just because you rig up a computer. That computer will always fail.
Well, that's a long way from lecturing, telling you how to crystal gaze. But the odd
part of it is, instead of a wild, unheard of or strange activity, it's the woof and warp of
existence for a thetan: crystal ball reading.
Oh, I must tell you that one day I had a big chronometer case under my desk on the
USS Algol, and I had taken the chronometer out and put it down in my room because the
quartermaster kept winding it at odd moments and so forth, and so I took this out of the case,
and it left part of my chart table with a big glass-covered compartment in it. So I got a
goldfish bowl and – ashore one day, and I mounted the goldfish bowl on a little velvet pad,
and, oh, it made a very, very pretty little crystal ball; it was down underneath there. And this
was my big gag, you know.
And one day the admiral of the transport division with which we were working came
aboard, and he walked in and he asked me how things were going and what kind of
navigational equipment us guys had these days. And of course he was interested because he
was an old-time navigator, and we did have lots of new equipment.
And I showed him around, and then I said, “Of course, this is my best equipment.”
And took him over to the chart table and showed him this gag, you know. And he looked
down through this and saw this crystal ball sitting there on a black velvet pad. And he says,
“Fine,” and he went out of the chart room. And a little while later the captain came in
absolutely bursting – absolutely bursting with laughter.
The admiral had come up and reported me for using crystal balls in navigation. I never
knew how dumb you could get but that was pretty dumb. I guess you have to be that dumb to
get to be an admiral. But it wasn't a joke at all. Well, maybe the admiral had had a lot of
experience too, you know. I suppose this is all very logical.
Well, you guys certainly don't know, don't know how upset anyone would be if you
failed to know what ARC was. If you didn't know what ARC was, everybody would be real
upset, boy! And that tells you where the center of this science is.
If you looked all the way down the list and found the one people would be most upset
about if you didn't know, you would have the middle of Scientology, wouldn't you. And so
you have the ARC triangle which was developed in July of 1950. I developed the first two
parts of it, C and R, I think they were. No, they were A and R, and gave a lecture on it as A
and R, and then all of a sudden hit C, some such combination, and there was this triangle.
Now, about two months after that I did a paper which has not survived unfortunately,
because I will never do it again, which extrapolates ARC into mathematics and demonstrates
that mathematics cannot exist in the absence of any one of the factors, and that a
mathematical formula must contain A and it must contain R and it must contain C in order to
be mathematics. All mathematics is therefore derivable from ARC; which was a cute little
stunt, but more important – not any longbow, I mean, it's unswervably true that ARC, affinity,
reality and communication, are the basic and component parts of mathematics and there are
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no other. All you're trying to get is the agreement amongst factors; all you're trying to do is
communicate from one mind to another.
Notice one of those Logics in AP&A? “Mathematics is a servomechanism of the mind
or mind is a servomechanism of mathematics.” It only communicates those formulas, and as
far as A is concerned, we are just measuring the relative quality of similarity.
There was much more to this, but the fact of the matter is that understanding,
mathematics, reason, all these things are in the same basket, and we got the oddity right there,
in I think it was September of 1950, that these three things composed understanding, these are
the three component parts of understanding. And when we have raised these three parts we
have raised somebody's understanding.
Now actually, your understanding has raised enormously, I am sure, though it hasn't
been tested, it wouldn't have to be, simply by running Communication Processing. That's
what's peculiar. Communication Processing, by the way, on one of its early tests under
original investigation, was demonstrating this continually, that it was raising the prediction
quality of the preclear, the very factor I was just talking to you about.
You kept running Communication Processing, Communication Processing, nothing
more than that and all of sudden this individual was predicting better.
If you want to know what permits an individual to predict it would be raising his
ability to communicate. Of course, then he could take a know at the environment and could
communicate it into the future.
All right. The other data here similarly has use. But behind each one of these there is a
considerable amount of understanding.
We have the Auditor's Code today, 1954, as a much more meaningful thing than it was
in 1950, much more important.
We have the Axioms today as much more meaningful than those which were written
in late 1951.
We have barrier as being a very specialized definition. Most people consider a barrier
a wall or something of the sort. But a barrier would be space, energy, matter or time. If you
don't know that a barrier could be space, energy, matter or time, you might get confused as to
how a trap is put together. A very good dissertation on this, as far as I – as far as the written
works on the subject are concerned, the best dissertation is in Dianetics 1955! on barriers,
called “Entrapment.”
Boil-off is very, very unimportant. But you better know what it is. For instance, I was
quite pleased to find the boys in the auditor conference that takes place at 5:00 every day, all
of them just chorused. The fellow said, “I kept getting dopey, I kept getting dopey. I don't
know what is wrong.”
This was a young auditor, he had just been trained. And these other boys have been
trained way on back, and they looked at him. And I said, “Go on” I said, “Tell him what a boil
– what causes a boil-off.” And they said, “It's just too continuous a flow in one direction. It's
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just a one-way flow.” And so they were all very startled with him because he didn't know this.
And I just told him to reverse the flow, right where he was sitting, and he only did it for a
moment or two and he became quite alert. That's all a boil-off is, it's a flow flowing too long.
Actually you could talk yourself into, or I could talk myself into, an unconsciousness if we
never got an acknowledgment. It wouldn't happen if we were completing cycles of
communication, even if we were completing one cycle of communication it wouldn't happen,
but with no acknowledgment you generally will find yourself getting groggier and groggier
and groggier. You'll go down scale.
And you want to know why people aren't as alert in this universe as they could be or
what awareness is; it is simply a lack of complete two-way communication, you see? And this
all by itself would cause boil-off on a gradient scale which is a person has just boiled off just
so far that, he is Homo sapiens, see? He's only boiling off to that point or he's boiling off until
he's completely unconscious.
The reactive mind could be said to be something that is boiling off all the time in
complete unconsciousness, you see, but nevertheless articulate once in a while. See, it'd get a
reverse flow once in a while, it would wake it up a tiny little bit.
If you look at this thing called boil-off, you'll understand an awful lot about man.
Well, we could cover these Axioms and definitions in tremendous detail, and I won't
do so with you, but I may possibly have shown you – in spite of the verbiage I was giving you
– I might have shown you a tiny little point or two that might help clarify some of these things
today.
Thank you very much.
(End of lecture)
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I am going to go through with you, as we go from day to day here, with fair rapidity
now after the little introductory talk on the first few of these, these definitions. You know a
definition can be for its own sake and it can be for the instructor's sake and it can be for the
auditor's sake. And we hope to a marked degree that these are for the auditor's sake.
We went right on up to ARC and now here on January 13th, 1955, we are going to
cover from the ARC line of this particular glossary on through.
An auditor: This is a compound word taken from listening. The one thing auditors
don't do is listen in practice. If they did they would acknowledge what the preclear said. The
biggest failure in auditing is failure on the part of the auditor to listen. That's a fact; that's a
horrible fact. It is the biggest failure.
Of the failed cases, momentary stops on a track and so forth that I have checked of last
fall, of all of those cases, I found no single exception to this. The auditor had not taken a
moment to listen to what the preclear was trying to tell him and the preclear trying to
originate this communication was then thrown into apathy. Some of these people had actually
exteriorized. Some of them had suddenly put a beam against the front of their foreheads and
pushed themselves out. Some of them had actually had enormously glaring balls of fire
suddenly start to move in on them. Some of them had had enormous squadrons, you might
say, ranks of bodies appear all beautifully stacked up in front of them. Startling phenomena,
real enough in several cases to require that the preclear get a quick grip on reality because
they were realer to him than the room. And yet the auditor had not acknowledged.
So here we have the word auditor. It doesn't merely mean to listen, it also means to
think.
The word auditor has been taken from the English language, not from an accountant. I
am not quite sure why an accountant is called an auditor. But an auditor earlier was a legal
term. It was one who listened to the complaints. They have a similar grade to this in Arabian
countries – a kadi. He listens; he's a court – he's a street court, you might say. He is out in the
street and he listens to complaints and so on.
Well, this auditor was that evidently, very thin derivation on this, and then finally was
somebody who kept accounts and that strayed a long way from the word. But auditor is
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getting better and better known as a word. It is getting well enough known now so that people
are not completely associating it with Dianetics and Scientology. An auditor is somebody
who does psychotherapy. And I have had it said – heard it said actually that auditors should
use Dianetics; they should find it and use it. Actually, by people who weren't being sarcastic
at all, they had the word auditor much closer to them than psychotherapist. So, to change this
word at this time is an impossibility, and it's gotten solid. It's an agreement.
Now, a Scientologist is the definition given here, but the basic definition of auditor is
one who listens and computes.
This definition here, by the way, a Scientologist: one whose technical skill is devoted
to the resolution of the problems of life, is the proper definition for a Scientologist, not
necessarily the proper definition for an auditor. An auditor is one who listens and computes.
Now, we have the Auditor's Code, the Auditor's Code of 1954 is what is meant here.
The early Auditor's Code was taken out of chivalry, lock, stock and barrel. And those parts of
it which were discovered to be practical were practiced very hard, but a great deal of modus
operandi was accumulated in four years on all the reasons cases fail and we found the
common denominators to that and I sat down one day and wrote the Auditor's Code from
these accumulated notes. And the Auditor's Code of 1954 will keep both auditor and preclear
very definitely out of trouble.
I understand the other day Burke said that there wasn't any real reason whatsoever for
an individual to know the Auditor's Code, no, no real reason to know the Auditor's Code, as
long as – yeah – as long as one knew just one factor of it. There is line sixteen now is coming
out in The Creation of Human Ability which is “Maintain two-way communication with the
preclear.” And he says, as long as he maintained two-way communication with the preclear –
see, there is no reason to know the Auditor's Code as long as the auditor did maintain twoway communication with the preclear. But the Auditor's Code was how you maintained twoway communication with the preclear. So if you want to really maintain two-way
communication with a preclear, you follow the Auditor's Code.
Let's take such a thing as “Don't process the preclear when he's hungry,” the line that
approximates that. And we find out that an individual whose attention is very badly abstracted
because of hunger, whose burning rate inside the body is very poor, is in an interesting
condition of inattention and we don't then find him conversing well. Just like a preclear sitting
on a tack, it's very hard to audit. Same thing. All of these various points are the tacks the
preclear is sitting on.
Now, nearly every bog that we have run into, occurred sometime after 10:00 P.M. This
is an oddity. Now, I have found, by the way – though, I have occasionally disobeyed this by
auditing somebody up to 10:30, just trying to wind the case up. But that's why it's 10:00 P.M.
The actual hour is 11:00. But if you decide to stop the session at 10:00 you can certainly get
rid of it by 10:30. You got the idea?
But if you were ever – under any circumstances – if you were ever to process
somebody up to 11:00, you would discover this interesting thing occurring.
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Let's say you have pulled a boo-boo or the preclear has or something or the other has
happened and we discover that we have in our preclear less and less present time. He's sort of
skidding; he's sort of dragging back into the muck and the mire and we don't quite know
what's going on here but we decide we'll patch this up. If the clock says 10:00, pat him on the
head, no matter what comm lag he's in. You'll find out he's skidding-skidding-skidding and
you're going to patch him up and it's 10 o'clock. No, you won't. No, you won't.
I have had this experience several times myself of trying to patch somebody up late in
the evening so that they could go home! And the next thing you know it was 2:00 and the
preclear was worse and worse and worse and worse and worse. And I finally had to quit at
2:00 with the preclear in much worse condition than he had been in when I had originally
tried to stop the session about 11:00.
Now, one night an auditor sent a preclear over to me that was in the most screaming fit
I ever saw in my life. Every once in a while this will happen. An auditor will call me up and
say, “Oh, my God!” Do you know that I noticed one day that the hour at which I was being
called was about 11:00, 11:30, right in that area. Hence, 10 o'clock. Very curious. But the
ability to recover deteriorates almost by the cube from 10 o'clock on. What's the reason for
this?
The body is built of cells which were once plankton or something like it. When the sun
went down their source of power as they floated upon the sea was diminished to such a point
that they just lay there and suffered and waited for the dawn. And the most dismal hours of
the night are those when the stretch has been carried on to the very horrible degree; they've
drained their last tiny bit of resource, maybe 4:00 or 5:00 and the sun comes up maybe at 5:30
or something like that. And then “Ahaaa.”
I don't know if you've ever stood a night watch or not, but a body reacts just as regular
as can be right through that cycle. More people die at 2 o'clock. You see, it's too many hours
till dawn. If they can only get until 3 o'clock or 3:30 they would realize that they only had to
hang on another hour or two, and the god-giving, life-giving, breath-giving sunlight would hit
them again. This is dependency upon the flow of photons. The body gets conditioned into this
pattern, it believes in this, it's convinced of this and so it starts to get more and more
despairing the further away you get from sunset. We get first a frantic activity. You know,
“Well, we won't care anyhow. You know, we'll go on somehow.” That's fairly early in the
evening. And that frantic activity will calm down at about l0:00 – gone. Have you ever
noticed the terrific tumult that a kid goes into just before he gets ready for bed? Well, that's
standard. Tearing around to all the night clubs – same deal when he's little less a kid, little
more of a kid and a little older.
Now, there is that curve and so it is with each – you know, the individual is just less
and less recovery as you advance later and later into the night. And if you start fighting this
factor, you're not fighting his case, you're not fighting anything, you're not fighting anything
but one of these confounded old curves that has been produced by the rising and setting of the
sun over the many eons. And there is no sense to fight that curve, just let it go to another day.
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An awful lot of technology sits in back of the Auditor's Code to such a degree that I
have often wondered if the Auditor's Code wouldn't produce line by line a process, see? And
then if you resolved each one of these frailties in the preclear, demonstrated by that, if you
wouldn't have a real clear Clear. It would be a neat experiment, we will try it someday. Not by
auditing him at 2 o'clock, however. We will put him in a dark room and audit him.
Axiom here is a self-evident truth. And it becomes self-evident after you know it.
There's some real, real queasy mathematical terms like “axiom.” An “axiom,” a “maxim,”
several items and words in that category of vocabulary, all of which are unsatisfactory to
describe what you are doing.
I invented the word logic. There is no such thing as “a logic.” But I invented the word
logic trying to throw a word somewhere into this morass that would mean something. There is
no adequate English to describe one of these little laws unless you simply say it is a law.
Barrier. Of course, the barriers are matter, energy, space and time. Barriers are
consideration or idea that limits other considerations or ideas. This of course includes
emotional and physical universe barriers. A barrier is a limiting idea. If the idea happens to be
as solid as a wall, it's no less limiting.
All right. We get this old word charge. It's the energy being held in present time in
relation to an incident or chain of incidents. And that's a precise definition for charge. An
incident has charge in it. Well, you know it'll have charge in it. Did you ever run a screamer?
Well, this fellow is sitting in almost total charge.
Also, we call – we use the word charge to indicate the amount of grief the fellow
would spill if he ran a secondary, also the amount of anger which he would release. In other
words, it's an outburst withheld or outbursting. He released a lot of charge. It's a word taken
straight out of a terminology from batteries. It actually is too. Some fellow will have some
old-time facsimile that's got an awful lot of energy in it, actually balls of fire and every other
darned thing, you know, and if you don't think those things are charged, the preclear
practically crackles and pops. And when you release them, you are releasing charge. Chronic
somatic is one of the oldest words we have, next to aberration. It is a substitute word from
psychosomatic. Psychosomatic is rather overdone in many degrees and we desired to dodge
this word psychosomatic so we had this thing called chronic somatic. Of course, a somatic
means a physical feeling; it doesn't mean physical pain. A somatic is a physical feeling. So a
chronic physical feeling however may be objected to by the individual. And so just feeling
alive might be called a chronic somatic by some stretch of the imagination, if it's a chronic
feeling with the fellow. I've often wondered if a fellow didn't go to sleep simply because he
was tired of feeling so alive.
Here it's defined as a suboptimum physical condition or a pain which resists change
and remains over a long period of time or recurs frequently; which of course is a very precise
statement of it.
Any statement of that, though, that it is a feeling existing across a period of time, a
person objects to, any such sense as that defines definitely and adequately chronic somatic.
Circuit. Spelled s-u-r-c-u-i-t. No, it's spelled here as c-u-r-c-u-i-t, c-i-r-u-i-t. Circuit. Best
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explanation of circuits – or pardon me, the best description of circuits to date is still in Book
One that we have on this – circuits, demon circuits. A circuit is a very interesting thing. It
means just what it says in the mind. And if we try to get too technical about it we lose it. It
means just what it says.
Do you know that most thetans are putting out fitter to pull it back on themselves? Do
you know that? All right. Now, you put out an impulse over to the right and then it travels
over to the left and it travels back and hits you and that's a circuit. Got that plainly? And it is
just what it says. It's an impulse that goes in one direction and then goes in another direction
and then comes back and hits you. And that's a very adequate, direct definition of a circuit –
or hits the preclear. It makes a circle, an irregular circle I would say, but it's like an old circuit
rider, it goes over here. You say, “Hello” and then through various machines in the mind,
computers and so forth, this “Hello” is relayed until you've forgotten that you emanated
“Hello” and enough time lag is put on the thing so that it finally comes back and you are quite
startled to have something say, “Boo!” And that is exactly how a circuit operates. It doesn't
operate any other way. It behaves as though it has a life of its own. See, that's an accurate
statement. “It behaves as though it has a life of its own.” Actually, it is a circuit.
Why is it a circuit? It's the guy who puts out the impulse that makes it go live and that
is the most fabulous thing. You got that? And he has to actually put out the original impulse
that livens it up. He is furnishing it every piece of energy which it has.
The one thing a machine cannot do is produce space and energy. A fellow has to
produce it himself So this is a curious and wonderful thing, isn't it? This fellow is being
driven crazy by Mama, by Papa, by Joe, Bill, Agnes – it is only one guy. They might have
given him the pattern that he could follow but if somebody is being hit in the stomach by an
impulse of some kind or another, you know. By the way, we had a girl, one of the Advanced
Clinical Course students scrounged her up around town and processed her. She was the most
curious case. She burned the backs of her dresses. That's right, she burned them.
There was a short circuit would occur which would singe the fabric. And this clinical
course student came around and we had a little conference about this thing and obviously this
person was simply directing a beam of energy which would go around and hit her in the back.
So we had some kind of drill or another that alleviated this and it stopped right away. But this
was a circuit. This individual was being hit in the back with a beam of energy sufficient to
burn her dress. And she ruined more dresses that way. This was the awfulest thing that was
happening to her.
Now, a thetan actually keys up his machinery in this weird fashion. This is a weird
fashion. He fixes it so that every bit of energy which he puts out is nicely and neatly used and
conserved somewhere in his machinery. It's the cutest arrangement you ever saw.
If you look at somebody sometime while you're well exteriorized, just turn your
perceptions around and upside down, you'll see this ring of machinery around somebody
sometime with its little lights and relays. And these lights and relays are the most curious
thing because he thinks “dog.” Now, that's an energy expenditure you see and so he's got
“dog” keyed up, you see, so it will go through these various relays and it will activate
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something over on this side such as “Wanting to paint.” See, he has got it so it will stage itself
and disassociate itself so that he can have a synthetic playmate. He's got all of these darned
machines. He can do every one of these things himself and the only energy a machine ever
hits him with is the energy which he himself is producing at that moment.
Now, this is also true of facsimiles. Facsimiles don't stand around in huge charges. The
individual has so split up his forces, has so split up and directed his abilities, is so remote
from himself, you might say, that he is actually charging up pictures and the facsimiles are
really made by some process of duplication, obsessive duplication of a thought or an idea.
When you figure the ability of a thetan, always include in it the ability to make these
confoundedly complex circuits. The most gorgeous stuff you ever saw in your life, utterly
incomprehensible. And he would be the most baffled person in the world to realize he was
doing all this, which is what the circuit is based on – surprise. The basic game of a thetan is to
mock up a little box, pretend he doesn't know what is in it, open it up, look, get surprised.
All right. Here we have the Theta Clear. Clear, Theta, it says. I don't know why we
just don't have Clear here. What is a Clear? A Clear is a person who is not being influenced
by his reactive mind, that's the first definition, earliest definition of Clear, still valid. Simplest,
earliest definition. He is an individual who is not being influenced by his reactive mind. Well,
then if you simply push somebody out so that he wasn't being influenced by his reactive mind
– remember the reactive mind belongs to the body and you simply push somebody out so he
wasn't close to it anymore – he'd be Clear, wouldn't he? That's that. Now, we assayed to make
Clears at first by reducing the reactive mind. And then we decided all we had to do was
detach the fellow from the mind, from this reactive mind, and increase his ability to handle it
and control it and we would have a much better process of clearing.
Scientology signalized this reversal. Dianetics was erasure of the reactive mind so as
no further influence and Scientology was separating the individual from his reactive mind and
placing him in a state that he could control it. And that is the difference between – the most
basic and fundamental, but too technical a difference for the public at large – the difference
between Dianetics and Scientology. It's the real reason behind why I changed the word in the
first place.
I was thinking, the second I started to get a sniff of this type of phenomena, I said,
“Oh-oh! I will never under God's green Earth convince anybody,” and I guess I have
convinced a lot of people, but I very long – “that Dianetics has now done a complete
flipperoo and no longer has to reduce the reactive mind but just get somebody out.”
I didn't know at that time that people had a very great difficulty viewing nothingness.
They would get sick viewing nothingness and so I thought, well, it might be a good time or
another to introduce this word. Then the word was introduced at a time when Dianetics was
kicking back. It had become a sort of a circuit and it was kicking back sort of hard and so I
changed the word to Scientology in order to carry on and concentrate the attention of those
people immediately in my vicinity upon the fact that we were doing something quite different.
We had moved up into an upper echelon that had to do with origin and formation of existence.
And this was not Dianetics. Dianetics was a – had a different echelon.
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But there's no difference between a Dianetic Clear and a Scientological Clear today.
There is no difference whatsoever. It is a person uninfluenced by his reactive mind, period.
And if you wanted to go ahead – you want to go ahead and make a Dianetic Clear?
Fine. It'll take you a long time.
I really think that what happened in the past was the individual simply ran – enough
engrams until he suddenly realized that he could control these damned things and he exerted
pan-determinism over these things and simply separated himself from them and we just didn't
find any more engrams that had to be erased and we had a Clear. And as long as we were
doing it in this fashion and as long as the ARC was good with the preclear, as long as – an
unfortunate little lost factor in there – that two-way communication was being maintained
with this preclear, we made Clears. And when we didn't do these things, we made him the
prey of his engrams. So Dianetic processing in Book One, had the liability of bad auditing or
the bank suddenly caving in on the individual and making him the prey of it.
All right. A Theta Clear, Dianetic Clear, what's the difference? You don't have to have
any difference in there at all. It is just a person who is not influenced by his reactive mind.
By the way, this tells you that a thetan can still be influenced by his machinery and
still be a Clear. Let's understand that nicely. Now, a machine is something set up by a thetan
to amuse himself one way or the other. And the most unhappy thetan you ever want to meet is
some thetan whose total machinery has been wrecked. You just ruined all of his machinery.
One of the things that happens with somebody who is – liable to be the reduction of his
havingness in terms of machines. And if you don't rehabilitate, when you are making an
Operating Thetan, the ability to make machines and hide them and forget about them...
It's very simple. You have him make a postulate that such and so is going to happen,
“Now hide it, now forget about it. Okay. Now do so and so,” which is the trigger. “What
happened?”
The fellow says, “Nothing. Nothing happened.”
You say, “Now, listen, this is between us. We want you to make this postulate, to hide
it, now forget about it. Now, got that, now? All right. Now do so and so.” And that's the
trigger to the postulate. Such as “Get the idea that every time you think of the word cat you'll
get sent to Paris. You got that idea now? All right. Now, let's hide it. Let's forget about it. You
do that? Okay. Think of the word cat. Now, what happened?” The fellow says, “Nothing.” He
didn't make the machine, you see? You actually got to get a machine that works. And you
work with him until he's finally willing to do this, and all of a sudden he says – you say,
“Cat.” You say, “What happened?”
“I'm in-I haven't got the remotest idea why, but I'm in Paris.” Big game he plays with
himself
The Code of Honor is the ethical code of Scientology. It's a luxury. It has nothing to
do with enforcement. Anybody who ever tries to enforce the Code of Honor on anyone has
immediately pushed it downhill from a code of ethics to a code of morals and it's unworkable
as a code of morals. That's about all you can say about it.
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A code of ethics is something which is not enforced. The difference between ethics
and morals is enforcement. A code of morals is something which is enforced. This is a very
distinct difference.
We had to reach back, by the way, to Greek and Roman philosophy. This world is in
an interesting state today philosophically. It defines morals as ethics and ethics as morals and
I don't know but, you know, people don't even think this is funny, but I can laugh like hell
about this. This is the wildest thing you ever heard of. That an individual will take the Ten
Commandments and confuse this with an ethical code. The Ten Commandments had nothing
to do with an ethical code. The Ten Commandments are there because you'd better do them!
Not for the good of anybody particularly. But they're there and this is the agreed-upon
behavior pattern which we're supposed to have and things work better and so you had better
do it and we have enforcement. And we don't have an ethical code, we have a moral code.
All right. And here we have a beautiful word, communication. It's the consideration
and action of impelling an impulse or particle from source-point across a distance to receiptpoint with the intention of bringing into being at the receipt-point a duplication of that which
emanated from the source-point. That's communication.
Now, a two-way communication: You see, there is a communication and that's it. Then
there is a cycle of communication and that contains this plus an answer and an
acknowledgment which is a reverse flow. That makes a cycle of communication.
Now, the next one is a two-way cycle of communication. And you've spread it out just
about as far as you want to go to be codified. So you've got first a communication. Now,
therefore, soldier A shooting at soldier B with a bullet is effecting a communication. See that
clearly?
A cycle of communication would require that soldier B now shoot at soldier A with a
bullet. See, that would be a cycle.
Now, a two-way cycle of communication would require that soldier B now fire a
bullet at soldier A and soldier A would fire a bullet back at soldier B. In other words, soldier
B now has to emanate, originate a communication.
All right. We have this covered here. Live form is part of communication. If you think
that a letter being shot out of a letter machine in a post office and down a chute to another
machine is a communication, you are looking at an interesting thing. You are looking at a live
point sometime or another going through a tremendous number of vias, going to a live point
somewhere else. But boy, the vias on that line! The communication is not between machine
and machine, it's between live form and a live form.
This helps us a lot when we try to understand aberration because a person who
consistently and continually (quote) “communicates” (unquote) with live forms is not likely
to get very aberrated. But an individual who consistently communicates (quote) (unquote)
“communicates” – very much (quote) (unquote) there and not (quote) (unquote) in the first
instance – with machinery, with a minimum of live forms, can get very aberrated as a couple
of us have discovered in processing. Right?
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Sitting there punching a linotype machine is gorgeous. I mean, you obviously are
communicating, aren't you? There is the words, there is the sense and so forth. And yet if you
didn't recognize and if you lost sight of the fact that the product of this linotype machine was
going to be read someplace by a live form or if somebody convinced you that these forms
were never going to go anyplace or be read, why, you would then be communicating, (quote)
(unquote) “communicating,” with no live form and the aberrative consequences would be
considerable. It wouldn't be, of course, if you knew this.
Communication lag is the length of time between the moment the auditor poses the
question or statement (which is missing here) and the moment when the exact question posed
is answered positively by the preclear; no matter whether silence or talk or incorrect answers
occur during the interim. This is covered here later. It is also the length of time between the
giving of a command and the moment when a preclear carries out the exact command
correctly. And that is absolutely right. It's the interval of time between the statement and the
answer.
Now, we look at a two-way cycle of communication we could find out there'd be a
second lag. There is a second communication lag. It's the interval of time between the answer
and the acknowledgment which completes the thing and that would – what would be called a
second communication lag. That's the second communication lag. He had a bad second lag,
you could say rather clumsily. In other words, you would give him an answer and then he
wouldn't acknowledge.
You'll find a lot of people around who have pretty good first lag, it's not bad, and their
second lag is atrocious. You give them the answer and you might as well have been talking to
the air.
Consideration is the highest capability of life, taking rank over the mechanics of space,
energy and time.
That's a wide definition.
See, a consideration actually includes such things as postulates; consideration. The
word consideration includes such things as postulates, commands, thoughts, worries,
anything. This is a blanket word and it means that quality of considering. And you can
consider something with a postulate and you can consider it with a command and so forth. By
the way, let's see. What unit was it where we considered considerations at such length?
Fourth unit? Fifth? No, it wasn't the fifth. Sixth?
Audience: Sixth.
Sixth unit. Sixth unit. A tremendous number of lectures there on the subject of
consideration. A rather interesting – it's an interesting subject. If you think that consideration
is an interesting subject, of course you're just saying life is an interesting subject.
The quality to consider is that which establishes life. A person is as alive as he can
consider. It's a very valuable thing this consideration. A person who has lost his ability to
consider is just that dead. So you have a gradient scale of the ability to consider which
parallels the gradient scale of life and this becomes a very interesting thing to work with. So
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that – it gives you a great understanding, by the way, of your preclear – a great understanding.
This individual is taking secondhand all kinds of artistic considerations and so forth. Boy, if
you ever get anybody who has a habit of taking artistic considerations secondhand, you've got
a boy, you've got a boy. Man, when they will do that they're dead. They smell dead, too, quite
often.
When this fellow will give you the – a predigested yackity-yack straight out of the
guidebook about the cathedral. This is gorgeous. You are looking at somebody there who is
practically an automaton. Because when an individual's ability to consider art form on his
own is gone, practically the last thing that he has any reason to live for is gone. There is
hardly anything else. So when they tell you – when they give you at long length a dissertation
on Sibelius and you find out that this is inaccurately duplicated from a textbook on Sibelius.
Heh! And they will do it.
Now, here we have a new word: copy. It's a technical word. It means another one just
like the first one, occupying a different space. And it would be a perfectly correct definition
for copy. It says here a duplicate distinguished from a perfect duplicate in that it does not
necessarily occupy the same space, same time or use the same energies as the original.
But if we drew another package alongside of this one or if we mocked up another
package alongside of this one, the second one is a copy. And what do you know, we have
almost the same word as facsimile, don't we? But in view of the fact that a facsimile is made
of the real universe as part of its definition, we have to have this special word, copy, which is
a broader word than facsimile, much broader word. Because you can have a copy of a
facsimile but the facsimile has to be a copy of the real universe.
All right. Creative Processing is a nice old-time process which had as its keynote
having the preclear make out of energy of his own creation various forms, objects, distances,
spaces and the basis of its modus operandi has to be very clearly understood before it is
workable and that is gradient scale. Creative Processing has to be done by gradient scale. All
right. Let's take somebody and we'll say, “All right, mock up something.” And this individual
is liable to fumble for a long time. “You mean by 'mock up' make this copy? All right – of
something.” And he'll fumble and fumble and he will finally make a copy of something or
he'll make something and he'll make something else and something else and something else.
Now, if you were to search around and find the things he couldn't make, you would
clear him up in many points of thinking.
Let's take a nurse. Here was an – here is an actual case. A girl had had a nurse during a
period of illness and this nurse had been rather brutal to her. And she could make copies of
Mama, she could mock up Mama, she could mock up Papa, she could mock up George and
Bill. She could mock up London and Paris and Rome and New York. Mock up anything
apparently, but couldn't mock up this nurse. And this was an intensely aberrative situation.
Here was a facsimile, a series of facsimiles sitting there which were – could be resolved by
the mock-up the moment the preclear found out he could create this form. All right.
The solution to this – this actually worked, just schoolbook, strictly – one: had the
preclear mock up a footprint of the nurse. That was an unsuccessful attempt. Just to give you
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an idea how far she was from this nurse – couldn't mock up a footprint of the nurse. So, we
had her mock up a numberof footprints of women until she could mock up a footprint of the
nurse. And having mocked up a footprint of the nurse we got finally a discarded shoe of the
nurse and from a discarded shoe, we got a current shoe of the nurse at some distance from the
nurse, of course. And then finally got two shoes of the nurse and then got a whole pile of the
nurse's clothes. And having gotten a pile of the nurse's clothes we were then able to get one
lock of the nurse's hair – total mock-up. And gradually we built this nurse on a gradient scale
and the next thing you know, this nurse was there, was operating under perfect control of the
preclear, had the preclear move the nurse around a few times and copy the nurse many, many
times, and remedy havingness with the nurse and so forth.
And the very next time this nurse, who had produced actually a terror syndrome on the
preclear thereafter – this was why I'd been yanked in on the case. There was one person in the
world who was producing a terror syndrome and just nobody could solve this; just the idea of
nurses, you see how it spanned out and associated. And the next time this nurse showed up,
this girl put her to work very, very forcefully and chased her tail all over the place. It was the
most remarkable thing, her family said, they had ever witnessed. They could not credit that
anything had happened there, you see, which actually would cause this reaction toward the
nurse. Actually, plenty had happened.
You get how the gradient scale is used in Creative Processing? Now, if you know this,
that I have told you just now, you know actually anything you want to know about Creative
Processing and it's a very workable process even if it's a very old one. Gradient scale, make
them mock it up.
Now, we get a preclear who can't mock up a damned thing; solid black in all directions
and this you say is not a subject for Creative Processing. Let me assure you that this preclear
can mock up something. He can mock up something and if you'll just stay with him for a little
while till he can finally mock up something you will return visio to him. If you can get him to
mock up sounds on a gradient scale long enough you will return sonic to him. And actually
gradient scale applied there in Creative Processing will return sonic and visio. But it requires
a very, very smart, cagey auditor. But all he has to do is just what I've told you. He has to bear
with it. And this is a curious thing that we would have passed on along the line past Creative
Processing. Because it looks like a real stopper. You know, it looks like a wonderful place to
stop. But auditors couldn't learn how to do this. Isn't this strange?
There is a phenomenon that comes up in Creative Processing. If you ask the individual
to mock up a body, he would probably discharge against this body and lower his havingness.
So the one bug that comes up is havingness. So if you did Creative Processing and remedied
people's havingness with the mock-ups and had them, you know, get them to throw them
away and pull them in and so forth, and ran Remedy of Havingness and Creative Processing
you would have an awful terrific process, very, very good process.
By the way, we talk a lot about throwing away or not doing anything about old – we
are not doing anything much about matched terminals and double terminals. But you know
that's a very effective technique if you remedy havingness. This is one of the fastest ways to
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deaberrate some individual. Gradient Scale by Creative Processing may be a slower method
of doing it. That'd be the extreme.
Let's say he can get a mock-up of Joe and Joe has recently just beaten the tar out of
him, but he can get a mock-up of Joe. Let's put two mock-ups up of Joe, huh, facing each
other and then two more mock-ups of Joe facing each other and two more mock-ups of Joe
facing each other and all of a sudden Joe is no longer aberrative. Fabulous the speed with
which this works. That's a fast one. That's really fast.
One particular instance: a wife I processed who's violently jealous of her husband's
secretary without any cause by the way. This secretary was strictly dragged in from Dr. Ross'
canned food factory. Honest, it was the darnedest thing but evidently there was something on
the whole track and some girl like this that really upset things. And I had this girl mock up
two of these secretaries facing each other and then replace the mock-up several times and
every single bit of jealousy and irrationality with regard to that particular secretary ceased,
bang! Five minutes worth of processing.
But this discharges the living daylights out of somebody's havingness. It just knocks
havingness to pieces. So matched terminals becomes immediately workable if you remedy
havingness immediately afterwards.
Male voice: It spoils the game.
Hm, it spoils a game all right. You got to give him some more mass to play with.
Dianetics. The definition of Dianetics means dia nous. It means “through mind.”
Another reason why Dianetics became an unworkable word the moment that we were no
longer going through such a thing as the analytical mind, the word itself did not mean that
much as it had before.
We find here dichotomy, next word. Somebody might throw this one at you sometime
or another. Dichotomy is a pair of opposites. Where the hell did this word come from?
Actually it comes out of flower growing. It is really a grab at the moon for a word but it
means positive-negative. It is an effort to express in the field of language and human behavior
the positive and negative quality of poles, and that's what a dichotomy means. It's a positive
and negative quality of poles that you would find in electricity expressed in human nature. So
we have such a dichotomy as “I can – I cannot,” “hate – love,” so on. “I can hate – I cannot
hate.” “I can control – I cannot control.” That's a dichotomy. It means the opposite polar sense
of the livingness.
That was really a reach for the moon, dichotomy. But I don't know what the hell you
would put in there. I spent, I remember, a couple of days fooling around with words of all
kinds or another but they always meant something else.
By the way, with definitions, this is the most terrific contest you ever got into in your
life on the subject of life itself is defining. The second that you use some word out of some
older science, it already has so much mud hanging to its roots that you can never clean it up.
And when you try to teach somebody this way: “Well, we have now conditioning.
Conditioning meant to psychology so and so, and so and so, and so and so. But to us
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conditioning means the repetitive impact.” That's a definition? No, it isn't because it's got a
via in it. We have to explain what it doesn't mean anymore every time we use it. And so
everybody would go crazy trying to learn such a vocabulary because it tells you first what it
doesn't mean and now what it does mean. So we find that a system has been employed
throughout here. We've gone into far flung fields for a word or we've taken and made a noun
out of an adjective, just to get a clean word, and then said exactly what that word meant and
so we had a vocabulary. Tried not to have too many of these.
But a dichotomy is an example of taking a word from flower growing. Di, sort of kind
of means two, choto my, it sort of has a run to it. The positive and negative poles expressed in
livingness.
Dramatization: May I invite your attention to the chapter called “Dramatization” in
The Original Thesis. It's the only dissertation so far that I have written on the subject of
dramatization that is really a knockdown, drag out, this is what happens and how it happens.
The Original Thesis, not even Book One, I mean, it was before Book One.
Dramatization: The guy has a picture, you know, and the picture says “Wiggle your
ear” so he wiggles his ear; that's a dramatization.
Now, if you could figure some raving, duplicating obsessively psychotic who was
surrounded by nothing but sane and well-controlled people, you could actually get a
dramatization of sanity. Did you ever think of that? I've seen it. It's the damnedest thing you
ever want to see in your life: somebody dramatizing sanity. They're not even vaguely sane,
they're wild. You have to track them very carefully to see that what they're saying doesn't fit
the real universe, it doesn't fit the environment. It would be what a sane person would have
done in another environment.
So, we get the second meaning of dramatization which would be that it is not a present
time situation. The individual is enacting or making a drama out of some past occurrence by
rote, you understand? He's following it by rote, strictly push-button. So therefore he's doing
something in 1955 that is copied from exactly 1780. See that? So you've got an out-of-time.
The best example of dramatization is a player piano roll. The roll goes through the
piano and the piano plays and there's no player sitting there. Well, that's a dramatization. Only
in this case the dramatization is a mock-up or a facsimile of some kind or another and that's
the player piano roll and the preclear just goes on and plays the piece. He could no more stop
himself or start himself in this piece than anything. What he is doing there, and he is the effect
of drama. Curious business.
You will see an awful lot of that. There's the dramatizing psychotic as opposed to the
computing psychotic. The computing psychotic is a nutty circuit, he's an insane circuit. It
figure-figure-figure-figures and all of its computations are offbeat. Figure-figure-figurefigure-figure.
Now, you will understand something a little more in just a second now. The
dramatizing psychotic is running off a player piano roll of a facsimile. In other words, one is
running off a facsimile and one is running off of a machine. So you have the nutty body with
the dramatizing psychotic and the crazy thetan with the computing psychotic. We spotted the

9ACC

481

16.12.09

DEFINITIONS: GLOSSARY OF TERMS – PART II 14

9ACC-23 – 13.1.55

difference between these two things back in the fall, early fall of 1950. There are obviously
these two types of psychotics and there are no other types of psychotics.
All right. So there's the reactive psychotic and the machine psychotic and you'll see
these two. Now, the machine psychotic thinks; he figure-figures. He'll give you wild, different
computations all the time.
The dramatizing psychotic doesn't. They simply play. Well, when I see a dramatizing
psychotic I have a problem. Oh, I see – when I see a computing psychotic I know very well a
thetan is present. When I see a dramatizing psychotic I am very doubtful because it tells you
immediately that the thetan in this case must have at least succumbed to the reactive bank to
dramatize this thoroughly. Both of them have no criteria, no consideration, as we were talking
about a little while ago, see? The keynote is absent consideration, consideration absent. And
so we have the dramatizing psychotic and the computing psychotic.
We have a dramatizing psychotic out here and that's a goofball one. We also have a
computing psychotic out here. We are running a type of Communication Processing on the
two of them.
And just to complete this particular one, the perfect duplicate has a definition but it
also has quite a study.
The perfect duplicate is one which is made in the same time, same place with the same
energies as the original; matter, energy, space, time. Not necessarily the same consideration,
but as far as the mechanics of the thing are concerned, you have identical. And when you
make a perfect duplicate it disappears.
This was what told us what an ultimate truth was. An ultimate truth is nothing. The
ultimate truth is the static. It is not any masses, energies, spaces or times.
Well, a perfect duplicate then, if you told a preclear to make a duplicate and he made a
perfect duplicate, whatever he was looking at would have disappeared. If you told a preclear
to make a perfect duplicate and he had something left of what he was looking at, he didn't
make a perfect duplicate. Do you get the difference between these two things? There's not
only a difference of what he does but a difference of result. If he makes a duplicate he has
another one, he has two. If he makes a perfect duplicate he has none. A different result.
Okay. Well, so much we have slogged along that far. It'll take us forever at this rate,
won't it?
Did you learn anything from these definitions?
Audience: Yes.
Language is to some slight degree a via, but unfortunately you are dealing with people
whose main communication line is language. You are liable to get into the belief that all
language is in the band of symbols. No, it isn't. Language is only in the band of symbols when
it no longer has a consideration connected with it. As long as language has a consideration
connected to it and with it and as long as those people using language are still considering,
why, it's not in the band of symbols.
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But when a language is only at last in the band of symbols and there's no further
consideration connected with it at all, it's no longer anything but MEST; it is not
communicating. When anything gets into – really gets into the band of symbols, which is to
say there is the symbol and the consideration is absent, we just have a symbol and that's that.
When an individual gets into that state he's a gone dog.
When we talk about the Know to Sex Scale and say somebody is stuck in symbols, we
simply mean he's using language without further consideration and this is a pretty hard thing
to do. Do you know that he couldn't understand anything you said? It wouldn't matter if you
used the plainest language in the world, he couldn't understand a thing you are saying. He
could utter sounds, you got a parrot. He could write words, you got a philosopher. But there
would be no consideration connected with these things. Consideration, the degree of;
determines the amount of life present. When you can change a consideration it must mean that
you have considerations to spare.
You're liable to get a little bit into the symbol band slightly when you're studying
definitions because you are actually having enforced upon you to some slight degree a set of
meanings. But as I have been trying to demonstrate to you in these last two lectures, these are
just relays of communication which have an understanding of life wrapped up in them and
they too are very subject to consideration.
(End of lecture)
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This is an auditing demonstration which we'll continue which is illustrative of the
action of each one of the Six Basic Processes. In this auditing my stress will not be upon the
precision delivery of the communication of the auditing command. I am not worried whether I
give the auditing command properly or not. What I am worried about is whether or not I
communicate what the hell I want to this preclear. Do you understand?
Now, the reason why we use an auditing command on precision simply has to do with
this: very often – unfortunately more often than not the student doesn't get the idea, so we
give him a phonograph record and that's the auditing command. But let me assure you that
this is not good auditing.
Every auditing session requires that we have two-way communication. The number of
upsets, hassles, remarkable stupidities which go on under the name of two-way
communication shouldn't happen. Two-way communication is merely making the preclear
answer some specific thing. It is not much of a process. If you think that you're going to go in
and just by chattering at a preclear make him well, listen, he would have been well years ago.
Get the idea?
You've got to get the attention of the preclear, got to get him answering what you're
saying, otherwise you have to resort to something like basic Communication Processing.
Basic Communication Processing would be mimicry and below that level putting “hello's and
okay's” into the fellow's bank.
All right. Auditing is not then for the edification of the auditor; is not to produce the
maximum effect upon the preclear, but is to obtain the result of making the preclear capable
of handling his own bank and himself and his environment as distinguished from the
environment, the bank, the body handling the preclear. Now, do we understand this?
And where auditing departs from this goal it fails. And where it degenerates into a
nonunderstanding activity on the part of the auditor merely giving forward a bunch of rote
yakety-yak, it fails. Now, let's first get this thing real clear: the difference between an effect
and a result. You can get an effect on your preclear by shooting him, by dropping him into a
can of boiling oil, by putting him over the muzzle of a 16-inch gun and firing it. I guarantee
that you'll get an effect in each one of these cases, but you won't get any auditing result. We
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have a very good auditor in the vicinity who got himself most gorgeously fooled. He hadn't
audited a preclear for quite a while and he hadn't audited the six basic steps for quite a while.
And he got himself an alcoholic for a preclear who was the most dyed-in-the-wool,
spectacular alcoholic you ever wanted to see. And Bobby kept giving him the six basic steps
and the fellow would come up and he'd have a comm lag and then Bobby would flatten that
comm lag, and then he'd go on to the next step and flatten any comm lag that showed up
there, and he was very sure that there was something very tricky about this preclear. There
was something real tricky that wasn't being accomplished. This he was sure of if he was sure
of nothing else, until he had put in twenty hours. And then he came to the realization that
techniques were working as prescribed – routinely. And the technique was merely flattening
the comm lags. But he wasn't getting an effect on the preclear and Bobby is probably,
nostalgically, thinking of those good old days when you snapped the finger and the preclear
rolled up in a ball. You get the idea?
In other words, this is a terrifically unspectacular session. Twenty hours. Preclear
didn't yell, scream, protest or anything else. Bobby just kept working flattening the comm lags
and he was sure there was something very fantastic here.
So we had this case, though, walking forward to a time where this guy is now a stable
exterior and not an alcoholic anymore. He was producing maximum result, but this is not
maximum effect.
All right, let's just start in here. And I'm not going to ask you to think up a thing. I'm
not going to ask you as a preclear to do a thing but simply be a preclear. This is a chance to
get some good auditing, a chance to foul me up. See, it's also a chance to suddenly hand
forward the computation that everybody's been searching for probably for years. Here's a
wonderful opportunity, but I'm not going to run on you anything more – I'm not going to run
on you anything you need, I'm just going to run on you the six basic steps. Of course, this is
not something you need. All right.
LRH: How you been making out

PC: ... I'm not worried about it.

lately?

LRH: Good. We have just done the
process known as Two-way Communication
complete, complete from beginning to end.
Why is it complete? Come on, tell me.

PC: Pretty good. Fine.
LRH: Fine? Have you been coming
along in memorizing axioms okay?

[Responses from Audience.]

PC: Fair.

She answered directly the question
asked, without any comm lag to amount to
anything, and said it directly, so obviously
we have a two-way communication. Now, if
she actually at this moment probably would
feel free to ask me for something, if you
wanted to complete the cycle, but this
doesn't mean complete the process. You
don't have to complete the cycle to

LRH: Fair.
PC: I get sort of confused and whiny
now and then, you know.
LRH: Oh, really. It doesn't worry
you too much?
PC: No, I'm not...
LRH: Well, fine.
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PC: No, I've been around people that
are pretty good at it.
LRH: Pretty good at it.
PC: Sort of mocking up answers.

Well, that took a long time to get
over that step, didn't it? You notice that I've
also become very significantly upset and
terrifically gripping on this subject. You
know that we immediately have tackled this
problem. We went right to the heart of the
matter and we didn't permit ourselves to be
deterred by the fact that we were auditing.
We went right to the heart of this and we
are now busily involved in getting back
down the bank to find out why you were
confused about the axioms. You know, you
notice this.

LRH: Discouraging?
PC: No.
LRH: No, not discouraging. How
about people who were just fabulous about
forgetting, you know?
PC: Oh, yes.
LRH: Oh, you've been around
somebody like that. Who was fabulous
about forgetting.
PC: Well, names – my father is
fabulous about forgetting names.

So we will go on to our next step,
our next step, which is Elementary
Straightwire. And how about, how about
memory; have you ever had any trouble
with memory at all?

LRH: He is, is he?
PC: That's one specific category,
though.
LRH: Good. Well, did he ever have
an explanation of why he did this?

PC: A little bit.
LRH: A little bit. Do you suppose
other people do occasionally?

PC: No, he just said, “I just can't
remember names.” That's all.

PC: I think so.

LRH: Well, something looks real
good. I ran across a preclear one time that
had a real good reason for doing this. He
said that the best thing to do with unpleasant
people was to forget their names.

LRH: An agreed-upon thing to have
a little trouble with memory.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Well, let's see if; let's see if –
By the way, were you ever around the
memory shark? (I'm auditing her, now, by
the way.)

PC: Oh.
LRH: This preclear, by the way,
couldn't remember his own. We found out
he was an unpleasant person.

PC: No, I don't believe so. I don't
think so.

All right. All right. How about
people that lost things. You been around
anybody who's lost things?

LRH: Did you ever have any – been
around anybody who was real, real
disdainful about the terrific efficacity of his
memory?

PC: Oh, yes, I think so. Recently.
LRH: You have? Who? Who loses
things?
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LRH: Oh. Mr. Pinkham Loses

LRH: Mm-hmm. Well, what
particular one of these instants wouldn't you
mind remembering?

PC: Yeah.

them.

LRH: (Keep that recorder on.)

LRH: Any of them. Well, now bird
dog that one. Come on, just give me one
incident.

things?

PC: Which particular one? Any of

PC: He forgets, forgets things. That
was the quickest one I thought of and
nearest to present time.

PC: Okay. Just one?
LRH: Just one. Just one little tiny
incident.

LRH: He forgets things. Well, yeah.
All right. Now the foregoing part of this
particular straightwire is merely to acquaint
the preclear with what we are going to do
and could be called simply dunnage. It's
just acquainting the preclear with what we
are talking about and getting him thinking
about thinking and remembering. So,
because very often we would have a
preclear who would be quite, oh, well, he'd
be upset. You all of a sudden ask him to
remember something, you know, and this
seems to be a strange and peculiar thing for
you to do, so he would be startled and it
would slow him down just for this effect.
So we have gone from two-way
communication with a nice smooth
transition over to the fact that we are
talking about memory.

PC: Well, there was one little tiny
cactus that I liked real well.
LRH: Oh, you remember looking at
it?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Did you just get a picture of
this cactus?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Why don't you tell it “okay?”
PC: Okay.
LRH: Did you tell the picture okay?
PC: Yeah.
LRH: All right. Something else you
wouldn't mind remembering.

Well, let's ask you now, is there
something
you
wouldn't
mind
remembering?

PC: Oh, the lectures we listened to
last Saturday.
LRH: Last Saturday?

PC: Well, I wouldn't remind – mind
remembering yesterday.

PC: The tapes – we listened to tapes.
LRH: Oh yeah. What exact instant

LRH: Well, okay. What about
yesterday?

there?
PC: John on the telephone.

PC: Oh, outdoors, being outdoors.
All the interesting cactus I saw, and the
rain.
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LRH: Oh? Remember that exact
instant?

LRH: Did you see a picture of that?
PC: Yeah.

PC: Yes.

LRH: Tell it okay.

LRH: What was he saying?

PC: Okay.

PC: I don't know. I just saw him; I
wasn't listening.

LRH: Did you tell it okay?
PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Oh, you weren't listening to

LRH: Well, fine. All right.

him.

Hey, you guys, you see what this
pc's doing? Huh? Pc's doing two things. I
don't care if this wrecks your case!

PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Okay. Did you just get a
picture of that?

PC: Oh, that's all right.

PC: Yeah. I can't...

LRH: This pc tells us about cherry
blossoms and then tells us about a garden of
pansies; she tells us about lectures and then
tells us about somebody on the phone. Get
the idea?

LRH: Tell it “okay.”
PC: It's not there now.
LRH: Well, tell it “okay.”
PC: Okay.

Male voice: Yeah.

LRH: All right. All right. Now, give
me something else you wouldn't mind
remembering.

LRH: Well, now, this other gimmick
that I am using here, I haven't talked much
to you about. But you should realize that
this – make her say okay to the pictures and
so on – do you know that before we got
through she wouldn't be getting any of those
pictures automatically anymore.

PC: Oh, I wouldn't remind mem – I
wouldn't mind remembering Washington,
DC, last spring.
LRH: Mm-hmm. Well, that's good.
Give me a specific instant there in
Washington.

PC: Mm-hmm. I've got an automatic
– I've got an automatic picture putter-upper,
I know.

PC: Okay. When we went to see the
cherry blossoms.

LRH: Yeah. Sure. All right. You just
tell it okay every time it gives you a picture.
You see, it's this lack of acknowledgment on
her part that's causing those things to come
up in mass form.

LRH: All right. What particular
moment when you went to see the cherry
blossoms?
PC: Well, there was a garden of
pansies we saw, too, along with the cherry
blossoms. I remember that.

Something in just remembering
form, it should simply remember for her and
of course it will even stop that and she will
do the remembering. This didn't ruin your
case, did it?

LRH: Well, do you remember the
particular instant there?
PC: Yeah. I can...
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LRH: All right. I think this is real
cute – you've got a real gimmick going
here. All right. Give me something else you
wouldn't mind remembering.

9ACC-25 – 17.1.55

LRH: All right. What specific
moment of that will you pick?
PC: Well, one forkful.
LRH: What? You've got one forkful?

PC: Oh, my birthday – my birth
date.

PC: I haven't got a picture there.

LRH: Birth date. Okay, which – ?
Now, what do you do in a case like this – is
blow the session as the auditor? Did you get
a picture of your birthday, when you did
that?

LRH: Oh, you don't have?
PC: No.
LRH: Well, any – you can remember
this clearly? One forkful?
PC: Yes, I can remember.

PC: No.

LRH: You do remember one forkful

LRH: But you don't really mind
remembering your birthdate. What is it?

of it?
PC: Yes.

PC: February 17th, 1927.

LRH: Where is the fork? What's the
position of the fork? Let's get a – let's get a
moment of the forkful.

LRH: You don't re – mind
remembering this. Well, okay. Give me
something else you wouldn't mind
remembering.

PC: All right. It's on the plate.
LRH: You got it? PC: Yeah.

PC: Okay. San Francisco.

LRH: All right. Did you get a picture
of that?

LRH: All right. San Francisco.
PC: Mm-hmm.

PC: No.

LRH: When?

LRH: You didn't?

PC: 1948.

PC: No.

LRH: What specific moment?

LRH: Well, tell the absence of the
picture okay.

PC: Mm. That's the cue. You say
specific moment and all these specific
moments pop up – a lot of them.

PC: Okay. I can't win.
LRH: Well, that's the purpose of an
auditor, you know, is to cause the preclear
as many losses as possible. Give me
something else – give me something else
you wouldn't mind remembering.

LRH: Oh, you get a whole lot of
them.
PC: Yeah, I don't get just one.
LRH: Just tell them okay. Tell them
all okay.

PC: All right, arriving in Phoenix in
– October 1st.

PC: Okay Well, all right. I'Il pick
the specific moment of eating cheesecake in
the Golden Pheasant.
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PC: Pulling up in front of 616 in a

PC: Mm-hmm.

car.

LRH: ... very easily. Fine. Did you
get a picture? PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Mm-hmm. You remember a
specific instant of that?

LRH: Tell them okay. Tell all the
pictures you got during that sequence okay.

PC: Yes.
LRH: Oh, you got one. Did you get
any pictures?

PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Did you do that?

PC: Yes

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Tell it okay.

LRH: Well good. Now, let's find
something else you wouldn't mind
remembering.

PC: Okay.
LRH: Tell them all okay.

PC: All right. A time we made
barbecued spare ribs last summer.

PC: Okay. LRH: All right. Fine.
Now give me something else you wouldn't
mind remembering. PC: Oh, Camden.

LRH: Okay. What specific moment
was that?

LRH: What part of Camden?

PC: Oh, they're – just a moment
they're – they're sitting on the grill.

PC: Now, whatever that address was
of the clinic – 726 Market Street, I think.
Cooper, Cooper Street.
LRH:
Mm-hmm.
particular moment there?

And

LRH: Hm-mm. Was it real nice?

what

PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Did you get a picture of that?

PC: Oh, I remember a moment when
there were several people in that reception
room.

PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: All right. Tell it okay. All
right. Fine. Let's find something else you
wouldn't mind remembering.

LRH: Mm-hmm. Several people
there.

PC: Oh, let's see, a time when 1 was
in the, I think, the seventh grade.

PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Who were they?

LRH:
happening?

PC: Bob Shannon and Harold Ladas
and Carole Yeager. This particular moment
I don't think Dale was in there. I think that's
all at that moment.
LRH: That's all.
moment of that moment?

9ACC-25 – 17.1.55

The

Mm-mm.

What

PC: We were making baskets.
LRH: Do you remember a specific
moment of the making of baskets?

specific

PC: Yeah. I can.
LRH: Did you get that?

PC: Yeah. I'm sitting there at the
desk.

PC: Mm-mm.

LRH: You're sitting there at the
desk. Allright, you recall this..

LRH: Did you get a picture?
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PC: Mm-mm.

9ACC-25 – 17.1.55

PC: Well, I can remember a specific
instant when I fell down the library steps
and sprained my ankle.

LRH: Tell it okay.
PC: Okay.

LRH: And what particular moment
of that can you best remember?

LRH: All right. Did you tell the
picture okay or me okay?

PC: Falling, 1 can remember that.

PC: Yeah. I told the picture okay

LRH: You can remember the falling
or the pain?

LRH: All right. Fine. Now let's find
something else you wouldn't mind
remembering.

PC: I can remember before and
during...

PC: Oh, coffee at Snappy's Grill this
morning.

LRH: Which part of it?
PC: Well, we were – I'll remember
the ah, beginning of the fall.

LRH: Okay. Did you get a specific
instant of that?

LRH: Oh. All right. Did you get a
picture of that?

PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: You got it real good.

PC: No.

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Well, tell the absence

LRH: Did you get a picture?

PC: I got a picture of the library. I
don't get a picture of the incident.

PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Tell it okay.

LRH: Oh, you got a picture though.

PC: Okay.

PC: Mm-hmm, I got a picture.

LRH: All right. You can just tell
these pictures okay without my telling you
to, you know.

LRH: All right. Well, give it an
okay.
PC: Okay.

PC: All right.

LRH: Give its error an okay. You
know, it's...

LRH: When they fly up, why you
just tell them okay.

PC: Okay

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: You should've given it – you
got that? It should have given you a picture
of...

LRH: Okay. Let's find something
else you wouldn't mind remembering.
PC: College.

PC: I got me there now.

LRH: Which year?

LRH: Oh, you got you there now.
Well, give that an okay.

PC: First year.

PC: Okay

LRH: And what part of that year?
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LRH: All right. Fine. Now, give me
something else you wouldn't mind
remembering.

9ACC-25 – 17.1.55

PC: I don't know whether I did or
not.
LRH: Well, give it – doubtfulness an

You notice, by the way, that we
immediately cleared up this sprained ankle.

okay.
PC: All right.

PC: Yeah.

LRH: All right. Now, let's find
something else you wouldn't mind
remembering.

LRH: You notice that we went into
this and ran it as an engram and then ran the
secondary and then lock scanned it.

PC: Oh, seeing Lyle Sudrow in New

PC: Now I got a specific moment at
the – during the congress.

York.
LRH: Good. What moment?

LRH: Good. You've got a specific
moment during the congress? Oh, you're
getting well disciplined now.

PC: Having dinner – at the beginning
of dinner.
LRH: What moment of the dinner,
the beginning?

PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Is this defensive?

PC: At the beginning. Uh-huh.

PC: I just picked out one.

LRH:
The
beginning?
What
particular thing there – was there to
remember? PC: Ordering.

LRH: Got a picture?
PC: Yeah.

LRH: You remember ordering. What
did you order?

LRH: Good. Give it an okay.
PC: Mm-hmm.

PC: It was a Chinese restaurant.

LRH Give it a real good okay.

LRH: Good, what did you have?

PC: Mm-hmm.

PC: And we had shrimp with lobster
sauce and some kind of chow mein and we
had tea, and some sort of fried rice. I think
that was it.

LRH: Give it an enthusiastic one.
PC: I did.
LRH: All right. Fine. Now give me
another moment you wouldn't mind
remembering. PC: The beginning of this
session.

LRH: Well, good. That's fine. That's
fine. That's just wonderful. Did you get a
picture of that?

LRH: Oh? What specific moment at
the beginning?

PC: Yeah.

PC: When you said, “Don't mind the
microphone.”

PC: That's a nice restaurant.

LRH: Okay. And did you get a
picture of that?

PC: Okay

9ACC
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LRH: All right. Let's find something
else you wouldn't mind remembering.

LRH: Mm-hmm.
PC: Yeah. I got one.

PC: Okay A friend back home.

LRH: Got one?

LRH: Good. What about this friend?

PC: Mm-hmm.

PC: Well, I was having in mind the
last time I saw her.

LRH: All right. What instant there
you got?

LRH: Mm-hmm. What particular
instant of that?

PC: It was counting sales tax stamps.
LRH: Mm-hmm. Well good. Did
you get a picture of it?

PC: When I first saw her at that
particular occasion. That was just as I drove
up to the house.

PC: Yeah.
LRH: Give it an okay.

LRH: Good. And remember
something she said or something?

PC: Hm-hmm.

PC: Yeah. She said, “Hi.”

LRH: All right. How are these
pictures? They getting cleaner or...

LRH: Well, good. Did you get a
picture of her?

PC: Oh, they're real pretty.

PC: Yeah.

LRH: Real pretty, now. Well fine.
Good. All right. Give us something else you
wouldn't mind remembering.

LRH: Give it an okay.
PC: No, I didn't get a picture of her,
I got a picture of the place, though.

PC: All right. I got one. A time when
I had quite long hair – curls – about twelve,
I think.

LRH: Well, good. Give it an okay.
PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Hm-hmmm

LRH: Fine. Now, how are you

PC: Easter Sunday Having a picture
taken out in the yard.

doing?
PC: Fine. LRH: Doing all right?

LRH: Good. What moment of it?

PC: Hm-hmm.

PC: I think it was the three – it was a
posing; we were just three of us being
posed.

LRH: Feeling worse?
PC: No.
LRH: Well, all right.
something else you wouldn't
remembering.

LRH: You think it was?

Find
mind

PC: It is.
LRH: What's your reality on this?

PC: Oh, let's see. Trying to pick out
a specific incident – instant in high school.

PC: I'm not looking at the instant.
I'm looking at the picture.

LRH: Hm?

LRH: Oh, is that a fact?

PC: I was seeing if I could get a
particular instant in high school.

9ACC
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LRH: Uh-huh. Well, give it an okay.

PC: Yeah.

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: All right. You remember this
incident very well?

LRH: Give the error an okay.

PC: Yes.

PC: Mmm-hmmm.

LRH: Well, fine. You get a picture

LRH: Give yourself an okay for
having an error.

of it?

PC: Mm-hmm.

PC: Hm-hmm.

LRH: Give me an okay.

LRH: Give it an okay?

PC: Okay.

PC: Hm-hmm.
LRH: Did you give it an okay?

LRH: All right. Give me something
else you wouldn't mind remembering.
(Notice that we forced her into the
memory.)

PC: Yes, I did.
LRH: Oh, well fine. I mean did you
without my...

PC: Well, I can remember a
particular instant of going back to school in
the first grade after I had been out of school
for a while.

PC: I didn't before, no.
LRH: Oh, you didn't. Well, all right.
Give me something else you wouldn't mind
remembering.

LRH: No kidding? Well, fine. Fine.
Get a picture of that? PC: Mm-hmm.

PC: Oh, I can remember an instant
when my mother came back from the
hospital after an operation.

LRH: Give it an okay.
PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Mm. Do you remember that

LRH: All right. Fine. Now, give us
something else you wouldn't mind
remembering.

well?
PC: Hm-hmm.
LRH: Got a picture?

PC: Well, I can remember a specific
instance on the boat trip across the Pacific.

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: All right. Got one? PC: Yeah.

LRH: Give it an okay.

LRH: All right. What is it?

PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: All right. Fine. How do you

PC: Well, a Phillipine mess –
Phillipine mess boy pulling the chair out at
dinner time.

feel?
PC: Fine.

LRH: Were you a navy junior?

LRH: Give us something else you
wouldn't mind remembering.

PC: I was married to a navy officer.

PC: Do these have to be things
connected with instances? Or just things I
wouldn't mind remembering? I mean, can I
say, “A tree”?

LRH: Hm?
PC: Married to a navy officer.
LRH: Oh, my goodness – navy wife.
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LRH: All right. Say “a tree.”

LRH: Late in the dance or early in
the dance?

PC: No, I didn't....

PC: Sort of halfway, I think.

LRH: Just as an experiment what
happens when you say, “A tree”? All right.
You say, “A tree.”

LRH: About midway point? What
picture did you get there?

PC: A tree.

PC: Jukebox.

LRH: Good. What tree?

LRH: Give it an okay.

PC: I got it! The palm tree in front
of the apartment.

PC: Uh-huh.
LRH: All right. Fine. These pictures
nice and bright now?

LRH: Okay. What instant?
PC: Oh, well, I can pick an instant. I
didn't get any particular instant.

PC: Yes, they're very pretty.
LRH: Well, good.

LRH: Oh, you didn't get any? How
about you picking one?

PC: They're more three dimensional.
LRH: Good. Well, I'll tell you what
now. Do you feel pretty good now with this
particular process?

PC: All right.
LRH: Got one?
PC: Yeah.

PC: Yeah.

LRH: Good. Did you get a picture

LRH: Do you happen to notice here,
in a lot of preclears – this is belayed for a
moment – a lot of preclears won't give you
the “where.” So in this session so far, why, I
have not at what – any moment had to ask
her, “Where was this?” Now, for instance, if
she'd said, “A dance.” I would have had to
have said, “Where?” Get the idea? “Now,
what moment of this dance?” You get the
difference here. The “where” and “when”
comes along with this if you're really giving
somebody's memory a workout. All right.
Good.

too?
PC: Well, I already had the picture.
I just...
LRH: Well, tell the picture okay.
PC: ... put the instant on it.
LRH: All right.
PC: Okay.
LRH: All right. Fine. Give us
something else you wouldn't mind
remembering.

Now – and also notice this: We
didn't shift the process when she told us
about the sprained ankle or her mother
coming back from the hospital or any other
dolorous type incident, but we did shift it at
the dance and we are not going to ask her
that – because her comm lag is flat, you see.
We get a nice, pretty flat comm lag. It's
fairly routine. And I've just been waiting

PC: A dance in junior high school.
LRH: Good. What moment of the
dance?
PC: Well, it's a particular moment. I
don't know just which moment it was.
LRH: A particular moment?
PC: Yeah.
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here for a pleasant moment to show up so
that we could shift this process. And the
process we now go into is, “Give me
something you wouldn't mind forgetting.”

9ACC-25 – 17.1.55

PC: Well, I can pick a part. We'll
pick the station on the Camden side of the
river.
LRH: You wouldn't mind forgetting
that one, huh?

PC: Well, I wouldn't mind forgetting
walking through Chinatown in San
Francisco.

PC: Hm-hmm.
LRH: What about it?

LRH: Good. What particular
moment wouldn't you mind forgetting?

PC: Nothing about it. It's just a thing.
LRH: It's just there?

PC: Well, it was a moment where I
was at this end of the block.

PC: Yeah.

LRH: Did you get a picture of that?

LRH: Just there. Did you get a
picture of this?

PC: Yep.
LRH: Give it an okay.

PC: Yeah.

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Well, tell it okay.

LRH: Wouldn't mind forgetting

PC: Uh-huh.

that?

LRH: Got it?
PC: No.

PC: Uh-huh.

LRH: Well, good. Let's get another
one you wouldn't mind forgetting.

LRH: All right. Give me something
else you wouldn't mind forgetting.

PC: Okay. I wouldn't mind
forgetting the subway in Philadelphia.

PC: Okay.

PC: I just wouldn't mind forgetting
it, that's all.

LRH: (There's undoubtedly a great
significance in there. And you notice how
we uprooted this piece of information and
went into Freudian analysis instantly. It's
very, very significant – subways, you see?)

LRH:
subways?

of

Something else you wouldn't mind
forgetting.

PC: Well, I can remember and
forget it. I don't....

PC: Oh, I wouldn't mind forgetting a
sorority dance at college.

LRH: Fine. What part – what about
the subway wouldn't you mind forgetting?

The

whole

subject

LRH: Mm-hmm. The whole thing?

LRH: Hm?
PC: It's just a thing I wouldn't mind
forgetting.

PC: These aren't bad incidents –
instants.

LRH: What about the subway?
What part of the subway wouldn't you mind
forgetting? You mean, it's got to be the
whole subway?

LRH: I'm not asking you if they are

9ACC
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LRH: Don't care which, huh?

9ACC-25 – 17.1.55

LRH: All right. Did you get a
picture?

PC: No, I can pick a part.
LRH: All right.

PC: Mm-hmm.

PC: I was serving punch.

LRH: Give it an okay.
PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Well, fine. Did you get a
picture of it?

LRH: How's that, those pictures
getting pretty good now?

PC: No.

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Well, give the absence an
okay.

LRH: Something else you wouldn't
mind forgetting.

PC: Okay. I got a picture of the
dance, but not serving punch.

PC: Oh, I wouldn't mind forgetting
my name.

LRH: Well, give that an okay.

LRH: Whose name?

PC: Okay.
LRH: Well. Fine. All
Something else you wouldn't
forgetting.

PC: My name.

right.
mind

LRH: You wouldn't mind forgetting
your name? Well, good. Good. Fine. When?

PC: Oh, I – my glee club concert at
high school.

PC: Yesterday or tomorrow.
LRH: Either one, huh?

LRH: Good. You wouldn't mind
forgetting that? Well, that's fine. Did you
get a picture of that?

PC: Yeah.
LRH: All right. Did you get a name?

PC: Hm-hmm.

PC: No.

LRH: Give it an okay.

LRH: Get a picture.

PC: Hm-hmm.

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Give it a sort of nyah okay.

LRH: Did you get a reference?

PC: Hm-hmm.

PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: No kind?

LRH: All right. And something else
you wouldn't mind forgetting.

PC: Didn't get any.

PC: Oh, my English teacher at high

LRH: Well, give this vacuity an

school.

okay.
LRH: Mm-hmm. Whole thing?

PC: Okay.

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: All right. Something else you
wouldn't mind forgetting.

LRH: Lock, stock and barrel?
PC: Just a teacher, yeah.
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PC: Oh, I wouldn't mind forgetting a
trip through – a ride through the mountains
about Needles, California.

9ACC-25 – 17.1.55

LRH: Did you give the picture an
okay?
PC: Uh-huh.

LRH: Good, good. Get a picture of

LRH: You wouldn't mind forgetting

that?

that?
PC: Mm-hmm.

PC: No.

LRH: Give it an okay.

LRH:
Well,
Something else you
forgetting?

PC: Hm-hmm.
LRH: All right. Something else you
wouldn't mind forgetting.

PC: Well, going swimming up at –
oh, it's a swimming place near home, can't
think of the name of it – Still Meadow.

PC: I wouldn't mind forgetting first
grade.

LRH: Hm-hmm. Just as soon forget

LRH: Good. Whole thing?

that?

PC: Yeah.

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Any particular day?

LRH:
Good.
Any
swimming incident there?

PC: Well, one popped up just then,
yeah.

particular

PC: No, it was just actually being
LRH: All right. That particular day?

there...

PC: Yeah.

LRH: All right.

LRH: What instant on that particular

PC: ... at this particular time.

day?

LRH: So you got a picture of that?

PC: Well, I remember that I pronoun
– it was in reading class – and I pronounced
a word wrong. And the teacher said
something about it and I felt horribly
humiliated.

PC: Yeah.
LRH: Give it an okay.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Did you give it an okay when
it turned up?

LRH: Hm-hmm. Remember this real
well?

PC: No, should I “okay” it as soon as
it turns up?

PC: Yeah, I don't remember exactly
the word, but it was a very simple word like
“the” or “then” or something simple.

LRH: Sure, sure. Why not.
PC: Okay.

LRH: Hmm. Gee, this is significant.

LRH: Okay. Now, something else
you wouldn't mind forgetting.

PC: Oh, It's very significant.
LRH: Give that an okay.

PC: Oh, a company party we went to
in 53 – 53.

PC: Uh-huh.
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LRH: A company party? All right.
Any particular moment?

LRH: All right, fine. Something else
you wouldn't mind forgetting.

PC: There was a particular time
when we were doing some square dancing.

PC: Oh, I wouldn't mind forgetting
what the house I spent most of my lifetime
in looks like.

LRH: Hm-hmm. You wouldn't mind
forgetting it. Well, fine. Did you get a
picture of it?

LRH: Mm. Get a picture?
PC: Hm-hmm.

PC: Hm-hmm.

LRH: Give it an okay?

LRH: Did you tell it okay?

PC: Hm-hmm.

PC: Hm-hmm.

LRH: All right. Fine. Something else
you wouldn't mind forgetting.

LRH: Well, good girl. All right. And
something else you wouldn't mind
forgetting.

PC: Well, I wouldn't mind forgetting
what our house in Ohio looks like.

PC: Well, another English teacher –
ninth grade.

LRH: Well good. Did you give that
an okay?

LRH: Good. The whole works?

PC: Hm-hm.

PC: Yeah.

LRH: All right. Give it an okay
where it is right at this time.

LRH: All right. Well, any particular
part of this?

PC: Hm-hm.

PC: No.

LRH: All right. Something else you
wouldn't mind forgetting?

LRH: Any particular characteristic?
PC: Oh, just her general attitude of
grumpiness, 1 guess.

PC: Well, I wouldn't mind forgetting
being stopped by a traffic cop in
Washington last spring.

LRH:
General
attitude
of
grumpiness. Well, fine. Fine. Something
else you wouldn't mind forgetting?

LRH: Okay, all right. Good. Give
that an okay.

PC: Well, I wouldn't mind forgetting
what color our car is.

PC: Hm-mm.
LRH: Something else you wouldn't
mind forgetting.

LRH: Well, that's a stumper. Okay.
All right, did you get a picture of the car?

PC: Well, I wouldn't mind forgetting
sports car race we saw this summer.

PC: Huh-uh.
LRH: Uh? PC: Huh-uh.

LRH: What?

LRH: Give that absence of the
picture an okay.

PC: Sports car race.
LRH: Oh. Did you get a particular
moment of it?

PC: Mm-hmm.
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PC: No, I didn't have any particular
moment.

9ACC-25 – 17.1.55

LRH: Well okay. Take hold of the
left arm of it.

LRH: Just as soon forget it?

(Here we have an indoctrinated
preclear. We ordinarily would simply ask
her to take hold of it or touch it or feel it or
something like that. And they ordinarily
merely let go afterwards. This one is still
waiting for the command.)

PC: Hm-hmm.
LRH: Well, fine. Something else
you wouldn't mind forgetting.
PC: The rain last night.

All right. Now let's let go of the arms
of the chair.

LRH: What part of it?
PC: Well, I was thinking of trying to
get across the three-foot puddle.

All right. Now let's – see the right
arm of the chair?

LRH: Okay. Get a picture of it?

PC: Hm-hmm.

PC: Uh-huh.

LRH: Okay, let's feel it. Is it there?

LRH: Did you tell it okay?

PC: Hm-hmm.

PC: Hm-hmm.

LRH: Huh? Oh, fine. Let's let go of

LRH: Well, fine. Fine. Now, you
seem to be doing very well. How about,
how about a little 8-C?

it.
And now let's take the left arm of the
chair and let's feel that. Is it there?

PC: Okay.

PC: Hm-hm.

LRH: We have a process which is
designed simply to coordinate the walking
muscles and give one poise.

LRH: Huh? Is it solid?
PC: Yes.

PC: Oh, fine, I need that.

LRH: Is it solider than your hand?

LRH: This is for a modest type
profession. It was adapted for models. And
that is why we use this. And has no other
significance.

PC: Yes.
LRH: You get the idea of making it
feel your hand?
PC: No.

PC: And I ran it two hours one
morning and couldn't walk afterwards!

LRH: All right. You can feel that left
arm there?

LRH: Okay. Okay. You see that
chair you're sitting in?

PC: Hm-hm.

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Well, swell. All right. Now,
why don't you stand up. And you see that
tape recorder over there?

LRH: All right. Take the right arm
of it and take hold of it. Okay. Is it there?

PC: Hm-mm.

PC: Hm-hmm.

LRH: Well, why don't you walk over
and feel that tape recorder. Got it there?

LRH: Hm? Is it real?
PC: Yes.
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PC: Hm-mm.

9ACC-25 – 17.1.55

LRH: Well, walk over to it. All right.
Now let's feel it.

LRH: Huh? Is it a tape recorder?
PC: Yes.

PC: Hm-hm.

LRH: Is it there?

LRH: How's that feel?

PC: Yes.

PC: It feels like paper.
LRH: Just like paper. All right. Let
go of it.

LRH: Are you sure it's there?
PC: Yes.

Okay. Now, you see that radiator
over there?

LRH: Just feel it with both hands.
PC: Uh-huh.

PC: Hm-hm.

LRH: Is it solid?

LRH: Why don't you walk over to
that. Now, let's feel that. Hot or cold?

PC: Yeah.

PC: Well, you know, the top it's – it's
warm. I mean, it isn't very hot.

LRH: Is it more solid than you are?
PC: No.

LRH: Uh-huh.

LRH: It isn't, huh. Well, good. Let's
let go of that tape recorder.

PC: A lot of heat put on it.
LRH: Hm-hm.

Now, let's walk over to the back of
that chair. All right. Let's feel it.

PC: This case is not warm.

PC: Like this?

LRH: Is it real?

LRH: Hm-hm. That good and solid?

PC: Yes, it's real.

PC: No, not real solid. I...

LRH: Does it ring? It's noisy isn't it?

LRH: Not real solid.

PC: Yes.

PC: The metal's pretty solid. This
part isn't too solid.

LRH: Make it do that again.
PC: Might ruin it. There it goes.

LRH: The metal, but the other isn't
solid. Well, fine. Fine. Let go of it.

LRH: All right.
something like that again.

And now, you see this piece of
paper up here?

Make

it

do

PC: Hmm.
LRH: Well, you did it again. Did
you make it do that?

PC: Which one?
LRH: This is a lot of paper up here
– there's a roll of paper.

PC: Yes.
LRH: Did you make it do that the
first time?

PC: Yeah.
LRH: See that?

PC: Yes.

PC: Hm-hmm.
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LRH: Well, fine. Let's feel that
radiator some more. All right. Let's let go of
it. And let's get the seat of this chair here.
Let's feel it. That's right. Is it there?

9ACC-25 – 17.1.55

Good. Find another object.
PC: Hm-mm
LRH: All right. Decide when you're
going to touch it, and touch it. Oh, pardon
me – walk over to it; I thought you'd picked
the thing alongside of you.

PC: Hm-hmm.
LRH: All right. Let's let go of it.
Now, let's feel that wall.

Decide when you're going to touch it
and touch it.

PC: Hm-hmm.
LRH: Mm-hmm. Feel good?

Okay, decide when you're going to
let go and let go.

PC: Mm-hmm.

Okay. Let's find out – find another
object now.

LRH: Is it alive?
PC: Is it what?

PC: Hm-mm

LRH: Is it alive?

LRH: Do that? Okay, let's walk over

PC: No.

to it.

LRH: No? You sure it's not alive?

Okay. Now let's touch it. Let go of it.
Decide when you're going to touch it and
touch it. Decide when you're going to let go
of it and let go of it.

PC: No, it's not alive.
LRH: All right. Let's let go of that.
(We're doing 8-C, part A here, with no
comm lag.)

Well, fine. Let's find another object
in the room.

All right. Now, find another object
in this room.

PC: Hm-mm.
LRH: And let's walk over to it.
Okay. Now, let's decide when you're going
to touch it and touch it. Good. Decide when
you're going to let go and let go. Good. All
right.

PC: All right.
LRH: Walk over to it. Feel it. Is it
real?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Okay, let go of it. And find
another object in this room. Walk over to it.

(May I direct your attention to
acknowledgments on 8-C. It's a moot
question whether or not the auditor should
acknowledge the execution of every
command or whether or not he should
execute the full cycle – I mean “okay” the
full cycle. The actual fact of the case is if
you've got time and think of it, why, you
just acknowledge every time you can
acknowledge anything. That's the law. Err
on the side of more acknowledgments.)

Feel it. Good. Let go of it. Solid.
Okay.
(She's checking out very nicely.
There's no reason to prolong the agony
here.) I want you to find an object.
PC: Yes.
LRH: Walk over to it. Decide when
you're going to touch it and touch it. Decide
when you're going to let go and let go.
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PC: Yup.
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three guesses what we're going to do now.
And you've never seen this done. That's
correct, you have never seen this done. So
let's proceed with actual Opening Procedure
by Duplication.

LRH: And you do that?
PC: Yes.
LRH: You got it real good?

You're Advanced Clinical Course
students and you should know more about
Opening Procedure by Duplication than is
normally known or done.

PC: Yes.
LRH: Well good. Walk over to it.
Good. Now, decide when you're
going to touch it and touch it.

You see this ashtray here?

Fine. Decide when you're going to
let go and let go.

PC: Yes.
LRH: Hm?

Okay. How about resuming your
seat.

PC: Hm-hm.

(There isn't any observable physical
comm lag here. The length of time the
preclear – thank you – the preclear takes in
touching something when they decide
they're going to is occasioned by the fact
that they normally say, “Well, I'll wait for
three seconds and then let go. And this is
very – makes it very sure for them that they
have decided to put a pause in there so that
they get a time factor. And they make sure
they have decided by introducing a time
factor into it and which is quite normal. So
she doesn't have any lags on this to amount
to anything.)

LRH: Is that an ashtray?
PC: Yes.
LRH: How far away are you from it?
PC: Mm, about four feet.
LRH: About four feet, huh?
PC: To here.
LRH: Mm-mm. What did you do –
point down there. What was that?
PC: The distance I was measuring
four feet.
LRH: Oh, the distance from you is...
PC: Well, from me to it is about five

So I think the best thing we can do
at this time here is find ourselves an ashtray
here which we will empty. And we will put
this here. We'll clean off some of the letters
on the top of this – meantime keeping up
and engaging in chatter and conversation to
the preclear so he won't think you're
arranging for an auto-da-fe' or something.
And then we'll arrange this book over here.
The only glass around here is an ashtray
and the only book is a mimeoed Auditor's
Handbook – Group Auditor's Handbook –
so we nevertheless have a book and a bottle
– two dissimilar objects and I'll give you
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feet.
LRH: Why did you pick another
distance to that?
PC: Easier to judge.
LRH: Oh, my. Pan-determinism at
work, huh, I suppose. Oh. This is very
significant. Well, I tell you, this ashtray here
you say it's about five feet away – would
you have any trouble owning it?
PC: Hm, I don't think so. I think I
could own it.
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LRH: You don't think so. Walk over
to this ashtray.
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LRH: Fine, fine. How about the
glass in it – could you own that?

PC: All right.

PC: Yeah.

LRH: Now, let's take a good look at

LRH: That's easier.

it.

PC: Uh-huh.
PC: Hm-hm.

LRH: All right. All right, let's pick
up the ashtray and put it here on the
platform. All right, could you own it?

LRH: Hm? Put it down. Whose is
it?
PC: Well, it could be mine.

PC: Yes.

LRH: It could be yours. Let's pick it
up again. What is it?

LRH: You think you could?
PC: I think so.

PC: It's an ashtray.

LRH: Who owns it?

LRH: Whose is it?

PC: Well, I don't think I do....

PC: Well, I keep thinking it belongs
to the HASI.

LRH: You don't think you do...
PC: ... but I could.

LRH: Well, it probably does. Could
you own it?

LRH: ... but you think you could
pick it up and put it back on the seat of the
chair?

PC: Yes, I could own it.
LRH: You could own it?

PC: Hm-mrn.

PC: Uh-huh.

LRH: All right. Pick it up and put it
back on the seat of the chair.

LRH: Uh-huh. Put it down again.
What part of it could you Own?

Now, whose ashtray is that?

PC: Well, I could own the whole

PC: Well, it's an ashtray that belongs
to the HASI that I'm using at the moment.

thing.
LRH: Pick it up and put it over in
your chair seat. You could own the whole
thing? How about the molecules in it?

LRH: All right. Could you own it?
PC: Yes, I could own it.
LRH: Would you have any difficulty
saying it's yours?

PC: Oh, yes.
LRH: How about the electrons in it?

PC: No.

PC: Yes, those never bother me.

LRH: No difficulty pretending it's

LRH: Do you know that there are
molecules or electrons in it?

yours?
PC: No.

PC: No, that's what people that are...

LRH: Why don't you pick it up and
put it back here on the rostrum. Okay. Why

LRH: That's just what is said.
PC: ... or physics say.
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don't you pick it up and put it up on the
speaker there where it was originally.

PC: It's
cigarettes...

Well, fine, fine. Let's put it – pick it
up and put it over on the seat of the chair.
Let's turn it around.

for

putting

ashes

of

LRH: What kind of an object is it?
PC: ... out in. It's square with
round...

All right. Now, let's pick it up.

LRH: How do you know it's for
putting cigarettes' ashes in?

Good. Just fine. Now, is this ashtray
more yours or less yours than it was?

PC: Old facsimiles tell me so.

PC: Well, l could consider it more.

LRH: Oh, the facsimiles on it. Well,
that's fine. Why don't you put it down on the
speaker.

LRH: You could consider it more
yours.
PC: l don't consider it any less.

PC: Okay.

LRH: Well, has it changed any
characteristic here?

LRH: Okay, pick it up. Let's put it
over on the chair. Good. Let's stand by and
regard it. Who does it belong to now?

PC: Not much.

PC: Well, I feel like it probably
ought to belong to me as much as I've
moved it around.

LRH: Hm?
PC: Not much. I don't – I don't...
LRH: Put it down on that chair. Pick
it up. Okay. Put it down. Good. Pick it up.
Good. Put it down. Fine. Pick it up. Good.
Put it down. Fine. Pick it up. Fine. Put it
over here on the speaker. Is that a little
more yours?

LRH: But this is a computation.
PC: Yeah.
LRH: Let me ask you honestly who
that belongs to.
PC: HASI.

PC: l don't want it now.

LRH: I see. It belongs to HASI.
There's no change in it particularly.

LRH: You don't want it at all?
PC: lt's too much bother.

PC: None as to ownership, no.

LRH: Oh, I see. Well, well, well,
well. Why don't you pick that ashtray up
and examine it. What's it made out of?

LRH: Hm? Doesn't alter it's
ownership in any way? You have an
impulse to throw it away?

PC: Glass.

PC: No.

LRH: Is that a fact? Is it made out of
glass? How about the molecules and
electrons?

LRH: Are you being well disciplined
at this moment?
PC: Me?

PC: Well, they're glass molecules
and electrons.

LRH: Yeah.
PC: I did have an impulse to throw it
away once.

LRH: What's it for?
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LRH: Yeah?

PC: Ashtray.

PC: Not now.

LRH: Why did you hide it?

LRH: It's not here.

PC: Because you instructed me to do
so.

PC: No.

LRH: Okay. Invent another reason.

LRH: You just want to make sure
we as-ised that impulse. Okay. Pick it up. Is
it yours?

PC: Well, because there's a green
dragon behind that curtain and it will melt
it.

PC: No, I don't think so.

LRH: All right. Fine. Fine. Let's put
the ashtray back up there. Now, let's protect
it.

LRH: Could it be yours?
PC: Yes, it could be mine. LRH:
Very easily?

PC: Yeah.

PC: Yeah.

LRH: Did you protect it?

LRH: More easily?

PC: Hm-mm.

PC: Yeah.

LRH: Well, good. Let's pick it up
and look at it. Is it yours?

LRH: Put it over there on the
speaker. Turn it upside down. Good. Turn it
right side up. Good. Turn it upside down.
Good. Turn it right side up. Good. Turn it
around. Is it yours?

PC: Hm.
LRH: No? Who's it belong to?
PC: HASI.

PC: Huh-uh.

LRH: Do you care who it belongs

LRH: Belongs to the HASI? Well,
why don't you pick it up. Hide it behind
your back. Good. Put it on the speaker.
Good. Protect it from falling. Fine. Pick it
up and hide it. Are you hiding it? The class
can see it.

to?
PC: No. I don't really care.
LRH: You don't care worth a nickel
who it belongs to.
PC: I have got one like it at home. I
don't need another one.

PC: Well, I don't consider them
here.

LRH: All right. Is this yours?

LRH: Oh, they're not here? You asised the whole thing. Well, good. Is it
hidden there?

PC: No.
LRH: What's it made out of?
PC: Glass.

PC: It's hidden from you.

LRH: How do you know that it isn't

LRH: As far as I'm concerned it's
hidden? All right. It's hidden?

yours?
PC: Well, I just know it isn't, that's

PC: Hm-hm.

all.

LRH: What did you hide?
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LRH: Maybe we got the one from
home and brought it over here.
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PC: That wouldn't hurt it.
LRH: Somebody might pick up the
chair and drop it off on the floor.

PC: Well, that makes no difference.
This one's here and mine's there.

PC: Oh, you want a safer real place.

LRH: How do you know yours is

LRH: Yes! What were you doing?

there?

PC: I had a force screen mocked up
over top of it.

PC: I know it is.
LRH: Well, all right. Why don't you
put that ashtray down. Why don't you hide
it. Is it hidden?

LRH: Oh, I see. Fine. Put it in a safer
place.
PC: All right.

PC: Yeah.

LRH: What's the matter, you scared
of this ashtray?

LRH: All right. Now why don't you
bring it to view.

PC: No. It was protected real nice.

PC: Hm-hm.

LRH: Oh, I see. I invalidated it.

LRH: All right. Whose is it?

PC: Yes.

PC: I don't know, the HASI I guess.

LRH: All right – and hide it.

LRH: You don't know...

PC: From whom?

PC: I'm not interested who it
belongs to.

LRH: I don't care.
PC: Hm-mm.

LRH: Okay, let's pick up the ashtray
and put it over there on the seat of the chair.
All right. Now, let's protect it.

LRH: Is it hidden?
PC: Yeah.

PC: All right.

LRH: I don't know if it's hidden or
not. I saw you put it under there.

LRH: Is that protected there in the
seat of the chair?

PC: I wasn't hiding it from you.

PC: Yeah.

LRH: Oh, you weren't?

LRH: It is, huh? All right. Put it in a
safer place.

PC: No.
LRH: All right. Let's pick it up and
look at it again. Isn't this a nice ashtray?

PC: In a safer place? It's protected
there.

PC: Oh, it's lovely

LRH: Hm?

LRH: What's the matter with this
ashtray?

PC: It's protected there.
LRH: Why don't you put it in a safer

PC: Well, I... There's nothing wrong
with it. It's a perfectly good ashtray

place.
PC: I don't know of any safer place.

LRH: Is it yours?

LRH: Well, you might sit on it.
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PC: No.

LRH: Come on. What is that thing?

LRH: All right. Put it over on the
chair. Pick it up. Who put it on the chair?

PC: It's an ashtray.
LRH: Well, describe it.

PC: I did.

PC: Square and round; square with a
circle in it.

LRH: Well, put it back there. All
right. Pick it up. Who put it there?

LRH: Good. Let's pick it up.

PC: I did.

PC: Okay

LRH: Who picked it up?

LRH: Let's take a look at it.

PC: Idid.

PC: Yeah.

LRH: Whose ashtray is it?

LRH: Well, let's look at it!

PC: Well, it's in my possession at
the moment.

PC: I'm looking at it.
LRH: This interest you – this
ashtray?

LRH: Oh, well, it's in your
possession at the moment. Good. Put it over
there on the speaker. What is it?

PC: l think it's rather interesting.
LRH: Whose is it.

PC: It's an ashtray

PC: I don't know whose it is?

LRH: How do you know it's an
ashtray?

LRH: All right. Put it over on the
seat of the chair. Pick it up. Is it yours? Do
you want it?

PC: Well, my mother told me these
were ashtrays.

PC: No, I don't want it.

LRH: All right. What is it?

LRH: Oh, you decided you didn't
want it now.

PC: It's a glass receptacle of some
sort or other.

PC: Well, if I wanted it I guess I
could have it, but l'm really not interested in
having it.

LRH: Glass receptacle?
PC: Hm-hm.
LRH: Glass receptacle. Is it a bunch
of symbols?

LRH: You don't want to have it. Put
it down. Well, tell me something, is this
ashtray real?

PC: No.
LRH: What is it then?

PC: Yes, it's real.

PC: It's an ashtray

LRH: How do you know it's real?

LRH: What is it? PC: It's a piece of
– form of glass with indentations in it for a
place here where cigarettes will easily...

PC: Well, I feel it, see it.
LRH: Whose is it?
PC: Well, it's HASI's, l guess.

LRH: Well, fine. What is it?

LRH: Are you sure?

PC: An ashtray
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PC: l think so.

LRH: What is it?

LRH: All right. Let's pick it up and
put it over on the speaker. Okay. Is it an
ashtray?

PC: It's an ashtray
LRH: What is it?
PC: Ashtray

PC: Hm-mm.

LRH: All right. What is it?

LRH: How do you know it's an
ashtray?

PC: An ashtray
LRH: Okay. What is it?

PC: Well, either l just know it's an
ashtray or I know it's an ashtray because
that's how ashtrays are.

PC: An ashtray
LRH: All right, what is it?

LRH: Okay. All right. Let's turn it
over. Let's turn it over. Good. Let's turn it
over. Good. Let's turn it over. Whose is it?

PC: An ashtray
LRH: Okay. Who does it belong to?
PC: HASI.

PC: HASI's.

LRH: Are you sure of that?

LRH: All right. Pick it up. Turn it
over. You think I'm trying to get you to say
something specific, don't you?

PC: Well, as far as I know it does.
LRH: Could it belong to you?

PC: No, I don't know whether you
are or not.

PC: It could, yes. It doesn't.
LRH: Less remote though. I mean,
it's more remote than it was.

LRH: Well, whose is it?
PC: Well, I think it's the HASI's.

PC: I know that this particular
ashtray does not belong to me. I could very
well own an ashtray like that one. I could
probably cart this one off home and own it
if I want to.

LRH: Put it down. Whose is it?
PC: HASI's.
LRH: Pick it up. Whose is it?
PC: HASI's.

LRH: Oh! You could cart it home.
You'd have to take it off someplace in order
to own it, is that right?

LRH: Who says it isn't?
PC: Nobody

PC: No, I don't have to.

LRH: Nobody. Are you feeling kind
of ornery toward this ashtray?

LRH: Well, steal it.

PC: No, not particularly

PC: I don't want this thing.

LRH: Feel any better toward it than
you did?

LRH: Steal that ashtray.
PC: All right.

PC: Oh, it's a nice ashtray

LRH: Whose ashtray is it?

LRH: Nice ashtray. Put it down.
Okay. Whose ashtray is this?

PC: Mine!
LRH: Are you sure of that?

PC: HASI's.
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PC: Yes! I just stole it.
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LRH: Have it say okay again. Have
it say okay again. Put it down. Okay. Fine.
Fine. Now pick it up. Good. Put it down.
Fine. Pick it up. Whose ashtray is it?

LRH: Okay. Now pick it up again.
How you feeling about this ashtray?
PC: Fine.

PC: HASI's.

LRH: All right.

LRH: Are you sure of that now?

PC: Well, it's an ashtray

PC: Hm-hm.

LRH: Whose ashtray?

LRH: Is it becoming plainer to you?
Is it becoming more evident and obvious
that it is the HASI's ashtray?

PC: Anybody's! I don't care whose it
is.
LRH: What is it? PC: It's an ashtray
LRH: What's your emotion about this
ashtray? Go on, what's your emotion about
it?

PC: Well, sort of
LRH: It is, huh? Put it down. All
right. Pick it up and put it over on the seat
of the chair. Good. Now pick it up and put it
over on the speaker. Okay. What about this
ashtray?

PC: Well, I don't know. It's sort of
strange.
LRH: Huh?

PC: Well, it's an ashtray I feel that.

PC: It's sort of strange.I...

LRH: Oh, you feel that now?

LRH: It's strange?

PC: It's an ashtray

PC: Yeah.

LRH: You getting kind of ornery
about this ashtray?

LRH: What's strange about it?

PC; No.

PC: Well, I'm just not very much
interested in this ashtray

LRH: Huh? You think I'm badgering
you.

LRH: Hm. Have it say okay.

PC: No, you aren't.

PC: ... who it belongs to. I mean, I
like it.. .

LRH: You know, that you just think
that the ashtray...

LRH: Have it say okay.
PC: Okay

PC: It's an ashtray

LRH: Have it say okay again.

LRH: It is your ashtray?

PC: Hm-hm.

PC: It's actually used for that.
LRH: Well, good. Let's pick it up. Is
that ashtray in present time?

LRH: Have it say okay again.
PC: Hm-hm.

PC: Yes.

LRH: Have it say okay again.

LRH: Are you sure?

PC: Hm-mm.

PC: I think so.
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LRH: Move it around a little bit. Is
it still in present time?
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LRH: What kind of an object you
got in your hands?

PC: Yes, I think so.
LRH: You're
yesterday night?

sure

PC: An ashtray
it

isn't

in

LRH: Huh?
PC: An ashtray

PC: No.

LRH: How do you know it's an
ashtray?

LRH: No?
PC: No.

PC: Well, you see, I figured it all
out. I take the square root of here and cube
it.

LRH: Well, put it down. Whose
ashtray is it?

LRH: Oh, I see. How do you know
it's an ashtray?

PC: HASI's.
LRH: You sure? Could you own it?

PC: Dumb ashtray

PC: Yeah.

LRH: What is it?

LRH: You want it?

PC: It's an ashtray

PC: No.

LRH: What you got in your hand?

LRH: You want to throw it away?

PC: An ashtray

PC: No.

LRH: You sure of that?

LRH: Never had such a careless
feeling about an ashtray?

PC: Yeah.
LRH: You're absolutely sure of that.
You're absolutely sure of it?

PC: Well, it's useful having an
ashtray up here.

PC: Yeah.

LRH: It's useful. Fine. Fine. Pick it
up. What is it?

LRH: Tell me what you have in your
hand.

PC: It's an ashtray

PC: An ashtray.

LRH: How do you know it's an
ashtray?

LRH: Is it a word you have in your
hand?

PC: I just know it's an ashtray
LRH: How do you just know it is?

PC: No, it's glass.

PC: Well, I just know that it is.

LRH: Well, why didn't you say so.
PC: ... piece of stuff that is used as
an ashtray

LRH: What is this word ashtray? I
don't see anything there that says “ashtray”
or “here's ashtray” or ... It doesn't say
ashtray on the bottom of it, does it? How do
you know it's an ashtray then?

LRH: What have you got in your
hand?
PC: Chunk of glass.

PC: Well, I just know it's an ashtray

9ACC

512

16.12.09

AUDITING DEMO: SIX BASICS IN ACTION

29

9ACC-25 – 17.1.55

LRH: Well! You got a chunk of
glass in your hand. Fine. What have you got
in your hand?

PC: I'm telling it.
LRH: Huh?
PC: I'm telling it.

PC: A glass ashtray

LRH: Well, tell it again. Well, tell it.

LRH: It's an ashtray. Put it down.
What is it?

PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: What did you tell it?

PC: A piece of glass designed to be
used as an ashtray.

PC: I said, “Okay, so you're a glass
ashtray”

LRH: I see. You're going to stick me
with it, huh? All right. Pick it up. What is
it?

LRH: Well, say it out loud to it.
PC: Okay, so you're a glass ashtray

PC: It's a glass ashtray

LRH: Good. Does it know what it is

LRH: What is it?

now?

PC: Glass ashtray

PC: No, it doesn't know what it is.

LRH: You sure of that?

LRH: It doesn't know anything?
Well, pick it up. Whose is it?

PC: Yeah.

PC: HASI's.

LRH: Come on. What have you got
in your hands?

LRH: You sure of this?

PC: A glass ashtray

PC: Yeah, thoroughly

LRH: Come on. What have you got
in your hands?

LRH: Yeah, you know, you have any
feeling of an interest in it at all?

PC: It's a glass ashtray

PC: It's interesting.

LRH: Good. What is it?

LRH: It's interesting? What's interesting about it?

PC: Glass ashtray

PC: Well, it's interesting. It's a nice

LRH: You sure of that?
shape.

PC: Hm-hm.

LRH: All right. Put it down. What is

LRH: Huh? You got a facsimile of it
when you look away from it?

it?
PC: A glass ashtray

PC: No.

LRH: All right. How do you feel
about that ashtray?

LRH: You don't have? Why don't
you tell it, “Okay, so you're a glass
ashtray.”

PC: It's a nice ashtray
LRH: Feel any different than you

PC: Okay
did?

LRH: Well, is it telling you it's an
ashtray or you telling it?
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LRH: How do you feel different?
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PC: Hm-hm.

PC: Well, I feel very, sort of
complacent about it.

LRH: Well, fine. Fine. Now, that, for
the moment, we will call the end of this
particular session.

LRH: Feel complacent about it?
(End of lecture)
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An additional auditing session of January the 18th, 1955, I'm going to audit this
preclear for half an hour – one half of one hour – in order to conclude some of the things that
we were busy in doing. Now, we had the preclear examining – this is just demonstration, it's
not therapeutic, understand, I don't want you getting therapeutic results from this, okay? Now,
we had you examining one object in sequence here. Now, actually, we would simply have this
preclear examine the other object similarly, and then we would put the preclear through
Opening Procedure by Duplication. I am just going to say that she has examined the other
object.
I've got a different ashtray here. Let's get the right ashtray. And she has examined this
glass ashtray now until she has some acquaintance with it – probably still doesn't own it, who
cares – let's go over now and pick up that book. Okay. By the way, if this was a continuing
session – I'm just pretending like this was the same session, you see. Otherwise I would have
asked her, “Have you had any divorces since last night?” Have you, by the way?
PC: Two.

LRH: That is yours. All right, put it
down there on top of the tape recorder. All
right. Now walk over to that ashtray. Look
at it.

LRH: You've had two? Oh, well,
that's nothing. All right, let's look over this
book. Is it a book?
PC: Yes.

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: What is it?

LRH: Pick it up. Okay. What's it
color?

PC: It's a mass of paper held
together by rings.

PC: Clear, white.
LRH: Clear white, okay. And what's
its temperature?

LRH: Well, she's getting sharper,
isn't she!

PC: Mmm. About 65.

PC: I own it, too.

LRH: Well, all right. And what's its
weight?

LRH: You... Good.
PC: It's mine, as a matter of fact.
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LRH: No. I asked you what its
weight was. You say four ounces...

PC: It's cool.
LRH: Cool. And what is its weight?

PC: Mm-hmm.

Hmm?

LRH: ... is it heavy, is it light?

PC: Mediumly heavy.

PC: Oh! Oh! Well, it's mediumly

LRH: Mediumly heavy. All right.
Put it down in exactly the same place.
Good. Let's walk over to the book. Fine.
Let's look at it.

heavy.
LRH: Mediumly heavy.
PC: Right.

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Okay. Put it down in exactly
the same place. Fine. Let's walk over to the
book. All right. Let's look at it.

LRH: Good. Let's pick it up. All
right. What's its color?
PC: Green.

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Okay. What's its temperature?

LRH: Let's pick it up. Okay. What's
its color?

PC: It's room temperature.

PC: It's mainly green.

LRH: It's room temperature.

LRH: Good. What's its temperature?

PC: Room temperature.

PC: Medium.

LRH: Room temperature.

LRH: Medium what?

PC: Mm-hmm.

PC: Medium warm.

LRH: Feels just like the room does.

LRH: Medium warm. Okay. And
what's its weight?

PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Feel the room.

PC: It's rather light.

PC: No, it's a little warmer.

LRH: It's what?

LRH: All right. Okay. And what's
its weight?

PC: Light.
LRH: Light?

PC: It weighs about half a pound.

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Oh, it's half a pound. How
much does a pound weigh?

LRH: Well, all right. Put it down in
exactly the same place. Good. Let's walk
over to the ashtray. Fine. Let's look at it.

PC: Sixteen ounces.
LRH: Oh, I see. A pound weighs
sixteen ounces. Right. How much does it
weigh?

PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: All right. Let's pick it up.
Okay. What's its color?

PC: It's light for the size of it.

PC: It looks like translucent white.

LRH: Okay. All right. Now, that's a
good weight. Put it down. Is that exactly the
same place it was in? All right. Now let's

LRH: It's translucent white. Good.
And what's its temperature?
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walk over to the ashtray. Good. Let's look at
it.
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remedy of havingness. Can you remedy
your havingness well?

PC: Mm-hmm.

PC: Fairly well, I think.

LRH: All right. Let's pick it up.
Okay. What color is it?

LRH: You do it real well, huh?
Well, of course you wouldn't ask a preclear
this because this is a technical subject. I
could ask her just to get her idea on
havingness. Do you like your possessions?

PC: It's clear white.
LRH: Clear white.
PC: It's a funny color.

PC: Yes.

LRH: A funny color. That's real
good. Fine. What is its temperature?

LRH: Which possessions do you
like?

PC: It's cool.

PC: Oh, I like our automobile.

LRH: All right. And what is its
weight?

LRH: Yeah? You like that, huh?
PC: Mm-hmm.

PC: It's fairly heavy for the size of it.

LRH: What do you like best about

LRH: Fairly heavy – oh, you got
away with that once, huh?

it?
PC: Its nice style, and easily driven.

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Mm-hmm.

LRH: All right. It's fairly heavy for
the size of it.

PC: Easy to handle, I mean.
LRH: Good.

PC: It's sort of nice, too.

PC: Small.

LRH: All right. Put it down. Okay.
Sit down. She's doing all right. I mean, she's
not going to blow the session. Actually, I
could probably make her blow this session.

LRH: Good. All right, now tell me
something. Tell me something. Do you
know of anything that's good enough for
you?

PC: Yes, you probably could.

PC: Well, that automobile is.

LRH: But just wanted merely to give
you an example of this, the patter of
Opening Procedure by Duplication. You
can keep that up – anywheres up to fifteentwenty hours. It's quite remarkable as a
body balancer and so forth. Okay. Now that
we have done this twenty hours, do you feel
better?

LRH: That automobile's good
enough for you. What on it particularly is
good enough for you?
PC: Well, the upholstery.
LRH: Hmm.
Here's a pretty good case. Right here
I should tell you that in the introduction of
the Remedy of Havingness there are a
terrific battery of processes which go in
here. You know, Accept and Reject belongs
in here? And a whole bunch of processes.

PC: Yes.
LRH: You better had. All right.
Now, let's take up the whole subject of
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What could you own? Give me some things
that you're not protecting. Not hiding. Any
of the 8-C commands might go in this. This
all has to do with possession or rejection.
Well, give me something about this
automobile that you could reject.
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PC: Well, there are some ashes back
here on the floor behind that chair that – I
don't like it.
LRH: That's not good enough, huh?
All right. Something else that isn't good
enough for you.

PC: Well, I could reject it, of course.

PC: Fingerprints on these walls.

LRH: The whole thing. You could
get rid of the whole thing?

LRH: Good. Something else that
isn't good enough for you.

PC: Yes.

PC: Well, there's a cigarette butt
over there, too.

LRH: Well, that's real good. What
isn't good enough for you on this
automobile?

LRH: Good.
You see now, every time I try to
drop this command here why she strings a
different comm lag at me. Slightly different
comm lag. This is real cute, see. I mean, so
I'm forced, now, to go along with this
idiotic command. It'll just be because she's
comm lagging on it. This is a case of the
auditor having picked up something that he
was going to dust off lightly and he starts
getting this thing bogged.

PC: On the automobile?
LRH: Same thing –
phrasing but the same command.

different

PC: I don't know of anything that
isn't good enough. I can make something
not good enough.
LRH: Oh, you – this automobile's
okay. Well, name something in the
environment that isn't good enough for you.

PC: Mm-hmm.

PC: Cold weather.

LRH: Okay. Give me something
else that isn't good enough for you.

LRH: Now, okay. Now give me
something else that isn't good enough for
you.

PC: All right. That white sheet of
paper.

PC: There's some mud out here on
this street.

LRH: Well, fine. That isn't good
enough for you? What's the matter with it?

LRH: Good.

PC: It should have red dots and
green lines.

You know you wouldn't carry this
auditing command along very long, because
it is definitely an entheta-type command.
But we're just using this one way or the
other to get this person stirred up on
havingness.

LRH: Oh, you're inventing things.
Okay. Something else that isn't good
enough for you.
PC: I'm trying to help. There's dust
on top of that heater.

Okay, something else that isn't good
enough for you.
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PC: This cushion over here is.
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LRH: Good. Give me something
else that isn't good enough for you.

LRH: What isn't good about it?

PC: Well, these wires being all
untidy here.

PC: ... is – is ripped.
LRH: All right. Give me something
else that isn't good enough for you.

LRH: All right. Something else that
isn't good enough for you.

PC: The stocking I have on.

PC: That light switch, there.

LRH: Okay. Give me something else
that isn't good enough for you.

LRH: Good. Something else that
isn't good enough.

PC: This auditing session.

PC: That tape recorder.

LRH: Hm?

LRH: What's the matter with it?

PC: This auditing session.

PC: It isn't new and shiny.

LRH: This auditing isn't good
enough for you. Oh, do you know that?

LRH: It's what?
PC: It's not new and shiny.

PC: Uh-huh.

LRH: Oh, okay. Oh, new and shiny

LRH: Do you know that it isn't good
enough for you?

things?
PC: Um.

PC: Yeah.
LRH: Why? What's it doing?

LRH: All right. Something else that
isn't good enough for you.

PC: Well, it just isn't good enough
because it's based upon the postulate that
it's merely a demonstration.

PC: Well, that book over there isn't
very nice either.
LRH: All right. Something else that
isn't good enough for you.

LRH: Oh, I see. All right. Fine. Fine.
You understand that it is merely a
demonstration? It's not supposed to be
therapeutic. You know that?

PC: Well, my watch.
LRH: All right. Something else that
isn't good enough for you.

PC: Yes.
LRH: You understand that clearly.

PC: Mm, that amplifier over there.

PC: Uh-huh.

LRH: Good. Give me something
else that isn't good enough for you.

LRH: What isn't good enough for
you?

PC: That wall.
PC: Well, that cigarette behind the

LRH: Good. Something else that
isn't good enough for you.

chair.
LRH: Okay. Fine. Why don't you
give me something else that isn't good
enough for you?

PC: Those drapes.
LRH: Good. Something else that
isn't good enough for you.

PC: That small ashtray.
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PC: Um, pipe over there.

LRH: You think so.

LRH: Good. Something else that
isn't good enough for you.

PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Now, let's mock up a red ball
out there again.

PC: That speaker.
LRH: All right.

PC: All right.

Three equal lengths. Three equal
comm lags. Okay. Fine.

LRH: Now, is this red ball there?
PC: Yes.

Now, do you have any trouble with
mock-ups? Do you know what a mock-up
is? A mock-up is an energy picture which a
person makes up mentally.

LRH: Is it stable?
PC: Yes.
LRH: Is it real?

PC: Mm-hmm.

PC: Yes.

LRH: You having trouble with
these? You don't have any trouble with
these at all? Well, why don't you put one
out over there somewhere?

LRH: Is it a real red ball?
PC: Yes.
LRH: All right. Now we're going to
push it into the body. Now, let's carefully
watch its progress as it enters the body.

PC: Just anything?
LRH: Oh, I don't care.

PC: It's just sort of sitting there.

PC: All right.

LRH: You didn't push it into the

LRH: What is it?

body?

PC: It's a red ball.

PC: Well, I'm attempting to.

LRH: It is? All right. Can you copy

LRH: Well, what are you doing,
because I'm questioning how you did that?

PC: Yes.

PC: No.I don't know whether it's
necessary to watch it. You want it actually
to move from where it is into the body?

it?

LRH: Well, all right. You got two of
them?

LRH: That's right.

PC: Yes.

PC: You don't want to sort of
unmock it and mock it up again inside?

LRH: Why don't you push them
together.

LRH: Oh, you little demon. So this
is what you have been doing to auditors.

PC: All right.
LRH: Why don't you pull them into
the body.

PC: Well, not always, no, not
always.

PC: All right.

LRH: You know, something that is
left in its original position isn't very stable.
You know that. I mean, something that's in
its original position that can then be as-ised

LRH: Did you do that?
PC: I think so.
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with the greatest of ease. So you'd hardly
call it havingness, would you? You've got
to move it somewhere in order to – alter its
position, and then by golly you'll have some
havingness. You got that?
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PC: Okay.
LRH: Oh, you did that, huh? Well,
good enough. Now let's mock up another
red ball out there.
PC: Okay

PC: Well, I can move it down there.

LRH: All right. Now, can you just
push it over into the body?

LRH: Well, why don't you move it
around a little bit.

PC: Well, you see, maybe you
should say “pull,” I could do it, because I'm
not over there, I'm here.

PC: All right. It's over in front of the
heater.
LRH: Hm?

LRH: You have to what?

PC: It's over in front of the heater

PC: Well, when you say “push,” it
makes me think I have to get over there and
push it, and I'm not over there.

now.
LRH: All right. Move it around
some more.

LRH: Oh, I see. We have a semantic
difficulty.

PC: All right. It's in front of this
speaker over here.

PC: Yeah, say “pull.”

LRH: Good. Now, let's take this ball
and approach the body with it, slightly.

LRH: Effect a mechanical action
sufficient to cause this ball to remove itself
from its present position into the body.

PC: All right. It's right down beneath
this chair.

PC: All right.

LRH: Good. Now let's move it away
from the body slightly.

LRH: You accomplished it.
PC: It went plop.

PC: Okay It's in front of that.

LRH: All right. Let's take another
red ball.

LRH: All right. Now, let's approach
the body with it.

PC: All right. I've got one.

PC: Okay

LRH: All right. Cause it to remove
itself into the body.

LRH: All right, let's get closer to the
body with it.

PC: Mm-hmm.

PC: Okay.

LRH: Was it that ball that did it?

LRH: What happened?

PC: Yes.

PC: It's right underneath the chair.

LRH: Oh, you know that this time?

LRH: Good.

PC: Yes.

PC: I mean, up off the floor.

LRH: Well, that's a girl. Now let's
mock up a red ball out there.

LRH: Good. Now, let's pick it up
and push it into the body.

PC: All right.
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LRH: And now, let's move it five
feet further from the body.
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LRH: Well, it's surreptitious to
having to – unmock things, you know. I
mean, you might get some of the energy
back or something...

PC: All right.
LRH: Let's move it ten feet further
from the body. : PC: All right.

PC: Oh.
LRH: ... if you did that. We want
this thing thrown away just like that.

LRH: Let's move it fifty feet further
from the body.
PC: All right.

PC: Okay

LRH: Got it?

LRH: Mock up another red ball out
there.

PC: Mm-hmm.

PC: Yeah.

LRH: Throw it away.

LRH: Make it heavier.

PC: Okay

PC: Yeah.

LRH: All right. Let's take another
red ball alongside of the body.

LRH: Make it denser.
PC: Yeah.

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Get it real solid.

LRH: Let's move it out from the
body and throw it away.

PC: Mm-hmm.

PC: All right.

LRH: Can you do that easily?

LRH: Got it? You having any
trouble doing that?

PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Good. Throw it away.

PC: I just have a little bit of trouble
in the action of throwing it away. That same
deal of – rather throwing it away rather than
just unmocking it.

PC: All right.
LRH: All right. Mock up a red ball.
PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Ooh, you semantic –

LRH: Push it into the body.

PC: Well!

PC: All right.

LRH: Throwing it away!

LRH: Good. Got any debris around?

PC: I thought you meant to throw –

PC: No.

LRH: I told you to throw it away,
though!

LRH: Was there any scenery for this
ball?

PC: Yes.

PC: No.

LRH: Could you throw it away?

LRH: All right. Well, you've just
done fine now.

PC: Yes, I did. It took a little longer
than just unmocking.
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somewhere in this room that you could spot.

LRH: Okay. Now, this is just a
demonstration auditing and it's not
therapeutic so find another spot.

PC: I don't understand?
LRH: I bet there is a location
somewhere in this room that you could spot.

PC: Oh. Another one. All right.
Here.

PC: Yes.

LRH: Okay. Got it there?

LRH: Well, spot it.

PC: Um-hm.

PC: All right, right there.

LRH: Hm? Take your finger off of
it. Put your finger back on it again. Same
spot?

LRH: Right there?
PC: Mm-hmm.

PC: Yeah.

LRH: Got your finger on it?

LRH: Take your finger off of it. Put
your finger back on it again. Same spot?

PC: Yeah.
LRH: Take your finger off of it. Is it
still there?

PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: By God, it was. Take your
finger off of it. You're okay.

PC: Yeah.
LRH: How much color does it have?

All right. And now we'll go to the
piece de resistance. We have remedied
havingness and spotted spots successfully.
What if she hadn't spotted spots
successfully? Well, we'd just wrassled
around with remedying havingness and
spotting of spots until she had. How would
we have wrassled around? Well, we would
have just done the gradient scales on it,
we'd have fooled around, on it one way or
the other until she finally could do these
things, that's all. And that's how you audit.
Okay. Now, we're going to the piece de
resistance, the ne plus ultra. I want you to
be three feet back of your head. Now, this is
the big hump that nobody can cross in
auditing. Go on, get three feet back of your
head. What's happening?

PC: None.
LRH: How much mass does it have?
PC: None.
LRH: Good. These are the textbook
answers.
PC: No, that spot doesn't.
LRH: That spot's okay?
PC: The spot's okay
LRH: Yeah.
PC: If you want to ask, am I finding
this spot in relationship to any other mest,
then I'd probably say yes.
LRH: If you're finding the spot in
relationship to other mest?

PC: Nothing.

PC: To a degree.

LRH: Nothing happens when you
get three feet back of your head, huh?

LRH: All right. Oh, you've picked
this up as a fault in your spotting of spots?

PC: That's right.

PC: Yeah.
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LRH: Nothing happens at all? Well,
you're very interesting. Mock up a spot
three feet back of your head.

PC: Yeah.
LRH: You're sure it is? All right,
make it heavier. Make it more massy.

PC: All right

PC: Okay.

LRH: Mock up a heavier spot three
feet back of your head.

LRH: Mock up a thetan in it.
PC: All right.

PC: Okay.

LRH: You got a thetan in it?

LRH: Mock up another spot three
feet back of your head.

PC: Yeah.

PC: Yeah.

LRH: Make it squeak.

LRH: You got all of those now?

PC: Eeh! Okay

PC: I got two.

LRH: Is it alive?

LRH: Two. Push them together.

PC: Yeah.

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Say okay to it.
PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Now, let's push this about ten
feet back of your head.

LRH: Say okay to it.

PC: Okay

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: You got it there?

LRH: All right. Now, demand an
answer of it and then wait for the answer.
Are you waiting for it to answer?

PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Now make it heavier and
more massy.

PC: Yes.
LRH: All right. Now demand
another answer of it and wait for the
answer.

PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Now make it heavier and
more massy.

PC: Mm-hmm.

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Did you do that? All right.
Demand another answer of it and wait for
the answer. Spot still there?

LRH: Be in it. What happened when
you tried?
PC: Nothing.

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Nothing happened when you
tried? Not a thing? Is the spot still back
here? Is the mass still there?

LRH: Ball still there?
PC: It's not a ball, it's just a spot.

PC: Yeah.

LRH: All right. Thetan still in it?

LRH: Still there stably.

PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Has he answered you yet?
You waiting for his answer? Why don't you

PC: Yes, it's still back there. . LRH:
You're sure of it?
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go over and find out why he isn't
answering?

PC: I'm not in my toe, and I'm not in
my other toe in my other foot, and I'm not
in my finger.

Nothing happened, huh? Well, that's
real cute. You're sure nothing happened?

LRH: Good. Give me three places in
the room where you aren't.

PC: Well, if l went over, I went over
faster than I knew it, so...
LRH: Oh, you went over and came

PC: Fm not in the heater and I'm not
in either one of those loudspeakers.

PC: If I did, I didn't know it.

LRH: Good. Give me three places in
your body where you're not.

back?

PC: Well, I'm not in my knee and
I'm not in my elbow and I'm not in my ear.

LRH: Where are you?
PC: Right here.
LRH: Okay. You know where you

LRH: Good. Give me three places in
the room where you're not.

PC: Yeah.
LRH: All right. Throw that mass

PC: I'm not in the amplifier and I'm
not in this microphone and I'm not in that
tape recorder.

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Good. Give me three places in
the body where you're not.

are?

away.

PC: I'm not in my other knee and
I'm not in my ankle and I'm not in my right
hand.

LRH: Give me some places where
you're not.
PC: Well, I'm not in – behind that
curtain.

LRH: Good. Give me three places in
the room where you're not.

LRH: Good. Give me some more
places where you're not.

PC: I'm not in that stepladder back
there and I'm not in the wastebasket in front
ofthe room...

PC: I'm not in the back seat in this
room.

LRH: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Good. You understand we
were just fooling around here. Trying to get
this person aware of some existence of
something or other; it wouldn't have
mattered what I'd done.

PC: ... and I'm not in that mess of
wire down there on the floor.
LRH: Good. Good. Give me three
places in your body where you're not.

You're not in any of the places in
this room?

PC: Well, I'm not in my heel and I'm
not in my right leg and I'm not in my left
hand.

PC: I said I'm not in the last seat in
this room.

LRH: Okay. Give me three places in
the room where you're not.

LRH: Oh, you're not in the last seat
in this room. Good. Good. Give me three
places in your body where you're not.

9ACC
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PC: I'm not in the cooler vent, I'm
not in the light directly above and I'm not in
the light switch over on the wall.

PC: I'm – in the room?
LRH: Mm-hmm.
PC: I'm not in the easel.

LRH: Good. Give me three places in
your body where you're not.

LRH: Mm-hmm.

PC: Fm not in my left arm and I'm
not in my right shoulder and I'm not in my
left foot.

PC: And I'm not in the boom
microphone.

LU!: Good. Give me three places in
the room where you're not.

PC: And I'm not in that book over
there.

PC: I'm not in the pipe over there in
the corner, I'm not in the lavatory room –

LRH: Good. Give me three places in
your body where you're not.

LRH: Good.

LRH: Where's that?

PC: I'm not in my big toe, I'm not in
my stomach and I'm not in my back.

PC: What?

LRH: Good. How you doing?

LRH: You say you're not in the
lavatory room.

PC: Okay

PC: Yeah.

LRH: All right. You notice any
change while we were doing this?

LU!: Where's that? Point to it.
PC: That way

PC: Yeah.

LRH: All right. Give me another

LRH: What's happened?

place.

PC: Well, I sort of had to – I don't
know.

PC: I'm not in the back window.

LRH: Come on, what's happened?

LU!: Good. Give me three places in
your body where you're not.

PC: Well, I was seeing the room
pretty clearly I don't know whether I'm -

PC: I'm not in my right ankle.
LRH: Good.

LRH: Nobody asked you that.

PC: I'm not in my throat.

PC: What happened?

LRH: Good.

LRH: Yeah, what happened?
PC: Well, I don't know definitely
what happened.

PC: And I'm not in my left hand.
LRH: Good. Give me three places in
the room where you're not.

LRH: Something's
Nothing's happening?

PC: I'm not in the door handle, Fm
not in the drapes up front and Fm not in my
purse.

PC: Well, Iget a very, very much
clearer view of these things I'm mentioning
where I'm not.

LRH: Good. Give me three places in
the room where you're not.

9ACC
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PC: Yeah, no kidding.

LRH: All right. Did you spot it?

LRH: Well, I'm sorry.

PC: Yes.

PC: Real unusual.

LRH: You spotted it more definitely
than you have been, huh?

LRH: I'm sorry. Give me three
places in your body where you're not.

PC: Yes.

PC: I'm not in the left knee.

LRH: Oh, well all right. Now let's
spot three places in the room where you're
not.

LRH: Hmm.
PC: And I'm not in my left elbow.

PC: Okay I'm not in the light switch
by the front door.

LRH: Good.
PC: And I'm not in my left shoulder.

LRH: Good.

LRH: Good. Give me three more
places in your body where you're not.

PC: And there's a nail over here on
the right wall and I'm not in it.

PC: I'm not in my little toe on my
right foot.

LRH: Good.
PC: And there's a strip going across
the middle of the ceiling and I'm not in it.

LRH: Mm-hmm.
PC: And I'm not in my ankle on the
left foot.

LRH: Fine. Give me three places in
your body where you're not.

LRH: Point to it.

PC: All right. I'm not in the little
finger on my right hand.

PC: My ankle on the left foot is that
one. My little toe is that one.

LRH: Did you spot it?

LRH: You're not spotting these
places in the body, are you?

PC: Tip!
LRH: Good. All right. Another

PC: Sure!

place.

LRH: You are?

PC: And I'm not in the center of my
right shoulder.

PC: Yeah!

LRH: Good.

LRH: You're going through the
same cycle every time.

PC: And I'm not in the center of my
right elbow.

PC: Well, not the same one.

LRH: Good. Give me three places in
the room where you're not.

LRH: Yeah.
PC:
duplicating?

Anything

wrong

with

PC: Okay I'm not on the corner of
the stand here.

LRH: Same distances. Now, I want
you to spot these places more acutely.

LRH: Good.
PC: I'm not in the amplifier.

PC: All right. I'm not one inch from
the right knee.

9ACC
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LRH:
invalidated?

LRH: Fine. All right. Give me three
places in your body where you're not.

think

you've

been

PC: No, I don't think I've been
invalidated. I just think if you wanted
specific spots you should have said so and I
would have named them.

PC: Okay I'm not in the middle of
my left knee.
LRH: Did you spot it?

LRH: If I wanted specific spots I
should have said so – mock up a body.
Mock up a body as a theta trap. Get a body
that would make a real good theta trap.

PC: Yes.
LRH: All right.
PC: And I'm not one inch below that
and I'm not one inch above it.

PC: All right.
LRH: Where is it?

LRH: Did you spot those two
places?

PC: It's out this direction.

PC: I did.

LRH: All right. Push it over into
your body.

LRH: You did? All right. Give me
three places in the room where you're not.

PC: Oh! Does it make
difference what size this mock-up is?

PC: I am not in the cushion on the
chair over here.

any

LRH: Not a bit.

LRH: Which cushion?

PC: All right.

PC: That one right there.

LRH: If it's oversize, pat it down.

LRH: All right.

PC: No, well, it was small.

PC: And I'm not in one of those light
tile out in the middle of the floor.

LRH: All right. Push it into your
body.

LRH: Well, good.

PC: Okay

PC: Or the other one.

LRH: Mock up another body as a
theta trap, a little bigger.

LRH: Good. All right. Now, how
you doing?

PC: Okay

PC: Okay

LRH: Did you do that?

LRH: Doing better? Did you get
sore at me?

PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Good. Push it into the body.

PC: No.

PC: Okay

LRH: For insisting [unclear]. Huh?

LRH: All right. Let's mock up
another body as a theta trap.

PC: No.

9ACC
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PC: Mm-hmm.

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Make it solider.

LRH: Okay. Make it real solid.

PC: All right.

PC: All right.

LRH: Make it solider.

LRH: Push it into your body.

PC: All right.

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: All right. Now push it over
into your body.

LRH: All right. You got that real
good?

PC: Okay

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: All right. Mock up another
body as a theta trap.

LRH: You understand we're
remedying a little havingness here. It
wouldn't matter much what we had her
mock up. She is, remember, spotting spots,
and spotting spots always requires a little
remedy of havingness along with it if you're
a smart auditor.

PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Make it solider.
PC: Yeah.
LRH: Make it solider.

All right. Now let's spot some spots
in the body.

PC: Yup.
LRH: Make it solider.

PC: Okay You want me to name

PC: It went away.

them?

LRH: It went away? What did it do,
explode?

LRH: Sure.
PC: All right. The base of my little
toe on my right foot.

PC: No, it just faded out when you
said make it solider.

LRH: Good.

LRH: No kidding? All right. Let's
mock up another body as a theta trap.

PC: The middle of my toenail...
LRH: Good.

PC: Okay.

PC: ... on my big toe.

LRH: Make it solider.

LRH: Good.

PC: Yeah.

PC: And the tip of my heel.

LRH: Make it less solid.

LRH: Good. You got that?

PC: Okay.

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Make it more solid.

LRH: All right. Now, let's spot some
spots in the room.

PC: Okay.
LRH: Make it less solid.

PC: Okay The top of the easel.

PC: Okay.

LRH: Good.

LRH: Make it solider.

9ACC
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PC: And the tip of my thumb on my
right hand.

PC: And about three feet behind this
chair.

LRH: Good.

LRH: Good. Now let's spot three
spots in the body.

PC: The center of the back of my
hand.

PC: In the center of my right knee.

LRH: Good. All right. Now let's
spot three spots in the room.

LRH: Mm-hmm.

PC: Oh, well. Just below the light.

PC: And about three inches down
that leg.

LRH: Good.

LRH: Mm-hmm.

PC: Over here in this corner.

PC: And the center of that ankle.

LRH: Good.

LRH: Did you spot that last spot?

PC: And above the heater.

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Good. Fine. Did you spot
those real good?

LRH: Did you?

PC: Mm-hmm.

PC: I didn't when you asked; I was
getting there. I got it now.

LRH: Well, that's swell. Now let's
spot three spots in the body.

LRH: You were getting there, huh.
The command is spot some spots...

PC: Okay The center of my left
shoulder.

PC: All right.

LRH: Fine.

LRH: ...which means to spot them.
All right. Spot three spots in the room.

PC: And about six inches down that
arm.

PC: Okay About a foot above the
amplifier.

LRH: Good.

LRH: Good.

PC: And the center of my elbow.

PC: And just above that, whatever it
is over on the wall over there.

LRH: Did you spot that? All right.
That's fine. Let's spot three spots in the
room.

LRH: Good.
PC: Jack box or something. And out
there by the window.

PC: The back corner of that rostrum.

LRH: Good. All right. Spot some
spots in the body.

PC: And this other back corner.

LRH: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Mm-hmm.

PC: Okay The tip of my little finger
on my right hand.

PC: And the base of one of the legs
on the easel.

LRH: Good.

9ACC
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LRH: Fine. All right. Let's mock –
that wasn't so good, was it? What
happened?

LRH: Okay.

PC: It was all right.

PC: And the small of my back.

LRH: All right. Mock up another
body as a theta trap with a thetan trapped in
it.

LRH: Okay.
PC: And about halfway up my back.
LRH: Okay. How's that?

PC: All right.

PC: Okay

LRH: Got that?

LRH: Did you spot those real good?

PC: Mm-hmm.

PC: Yes.

LRH: Got a thetan at all?

LRH: Are you getting so you spot
these spots any differently than you did?
Are they clearer, or...

PC: Yup.
LRH: All right. Push it into your
body.

PC: I spot them more minutely shall
we say.

PC: Okay

LRH: They're more minute. Well,
that's fine. Now let's spot three spots in the
room.

LRH: Good. Mock up another body
as a theta trap.

PC: Oh, let's see. The corner of the
ashtray sitting on the floor.

LRH: Mock up a thetan trapped in it
to such a degree that he is buttered all over
this trap.

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Good.

PC: Mm-hmm.

PC: And the light receptacle over
here on the wall.

LRH: Have him be perished as a
result thereof He's gone.

LRR: Good.

PC: Yeah.

PC: Top hinge on the door.

LRH: Is that real sad?

LRH: Good. All right. Let's mock up
a body as a theta trap.

PC: Yes.

PC: Okay

LRH: All right. Give it a shove into
your body now.

LRH: Push it into your body.

PC: Okay

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: All right. Mock up a body as a
theta trap.

LRH: Let's mock up another body as
a theta trap.

9ACC

PC: Mm-hmm.

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Good. Push it into your body.

LRH: Mock up a thetan inside of it.

PC: Mm-hmm.

PC: Yeah.

531

16.12.09

AUDITING DEMO: SPOTTING SPOTS

18

LRH: All right. Rearrange him so
he's buttered all over inside of it so that he
never will live again.

9ACC-26 – 18.1.55

LRH: ... circuitous passages and so
forth so he'll get real lost in it real easy.
PC: Okay

PC: Yup.

LRH: You got that real good? Now,
fill it up full of entheta communications.

LRH: All right. Push it into your
body.

PC: Yes, yeah.
PC: Okay

LRH: Get it real horrible.

LRH: Good. Is this working out real

PC: Mm-hmm.

well?

LRH: ... you know. Now, put a
thetan inside of it in such a way that he'll
just get buttered all over.

PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Mock up another body as a
theta trap.

PC: Okay

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Now put him in so securely
now, that he'll never be able to recover his
own identity or get out.

LRH: Got that?
PC: Yup.
LRH: Mock up a thetan inside of it.

PC: Yup.

PC: Okay

LRH: You got that real good?
PC: He's scattered all over in little

LRH: Now mock him up so he's
buttered all over the body so that he'll just
never get out of it and he doesn't even know
who he is.

pieces.
LRH: Good. All right. Now. Let's
shove that body into your body.

PC: Yeah.

PC: Okay

LRH: All right. Now shove that into
your body.

LRH: Did you do that easily?
PC: Yeah, it came in pretty easy

PC: Okay

LRH: All right. Let's do another
body mocked up as a theta trap.

LRH: What happened?
PC: I just had a little difficulty
getting it to come, to move.

PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Thetan buttered all over
inside of it.

LRH: Oh, really? All right. Now you
mock up another body as a theta trap.

PC: Mm-hmm.

PC: All right.

LRH: All right. Have the body die
now so that the thetan then never can get
out.

LRH: Now, fill it full of labyrinths.
PC: Of what?

PC: Okay

LRH: You know...

LRH: Now shove that dead body
into your body.

PC: Caves?

9ACC
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PC: Okay.

PC: That's right.

LRH: Was it clammy?

LRH: You got that? Shove it into
your body.

PC: Well, it wasn't very nice.

PC: All right.

LRH: Oh well, next time let's make
it clammier, huh? Put some old mold on it,
too.

LRH: Did you do it?
PC: Yes.

PC: All right.

LRH: All right. Let's mock up
another body as a theta trap.

LRH: All right. Now, mock up a
body as a theta trap.

PC: Yup.

PC: Okay

LRH: Got it real good? All right.
Let's put a thetan in it and have him
buttered all over it.

LRH: Put a thetan in it and butter
him all over.
LRH: Got that real good? Now have
the body die and the thetan be trapped.

PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: All right. Now, fill the body
so full of entheta that he can't get out.

PC: Yeah.
LRH: Now get some mold on it; get
some clammy -

PC: Yup.
LRH: Now have it filled full of

PC: All right.

poison.

LRH: Get it decayed a little bit.

PC: Mm-hmm.

PC: Yeah.

LRH: Now have it filled full of
formaldehyde. Now fill it full of embalming
fluid.

LRH: Put some odor with it.
PC: Yes.

PC: Okay.

LRH: All right. You got that real

LRH: Now put some grave mold on

good?

it.
PC: Yes.

PC: All right.

LRH: Now, have it a body that
nobody cried over when it died.

LRH: Put some odor to it.
PC: All right.

PC: Yeah, it's out there all by itself

LRH: Now have it be a body that
was detested in lifetime.

LRH: Huh?
PC: There's nobody around.

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Nobody ever cried over this.

LRH: Got it?

PC: No.

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: ...when it died. Nobody ever
cried over it, and nobody knows the thetan's
inside of it.

9ACC
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PC: Yeah.

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Shove it into your body.

LRH: Shove it into your body.

PC: Okay

PC: All right.

LRH: Is it easier or harder?

LRH: Got it real good?

PC: It came easier.

PC: Yeah.

LRH: It what?

LRH: Huh? All right. Mock up a
delicious corpse.

PC: I got it into my body easier.

PC: Yes.

LRH: You did, huh?

LRH: Got it real good? All right.
Fill it full of formaldehyde.

PC: Yeah.
LRH: Good.

PC: Yeah.

PC: I didn't like it any better.

LRH: Fill it full of thetans that are
trapped.

LRH: You didn't like it, though?
PC: No.

PC: Okay

LRH: All right. Now mock up a
delicious corpse. Go on, mock up a
delicious corpse. Just by definition.

LRH: Got it?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: All right. Now, put it in a
lead-shielded case which is nonthetan
passer.

PC: My conception of a delicious
corpse.
LRH: Yes.

PC: Okay

PC: All right.

LRH: Got it?

LRH: What's it look like?

PC: Mm-hmm.

PC: It's a nice body dead.

LRH: All right. Push it into your

LRH: It's a nice body, dead. Now
decay it.

body.
PC: Okay

PC: All right.

LRH: All right. Is – this is getting
fairly easy, now? What are you gulping
about?

LRH: Now hang mold on it.
PC: Okay
LRH: Now put a thetan in it now.

PC: I'm feeling awfully heavy

PC: All right.

LRH: You feel heavy?
PC: I feel sort of heavy

LRH: Now have it having be imp –
powerless to move it.

LRH: No kidding! All right. Now
mock up a horrible, old decayed corpse
where you're sitting.

PC: Yeah.
LRH: Got it? Have him go into

PC: Where I'm sitting?

apathy.
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LRH: Mm-hmm.

PC: Mm-hmm.

PC: Oh, all right.

LRH: Throw it away.

LRH: Throw it away.

PC: Okay

PC: Yeah.

LRH: How do you feel? Lighter?

LRH: Which way did you throw it?

PC: Mm-hmm.

PC: That way

LRH: Huh? Feel better now?

LRH: All right. Mock up another
horrible, decayed corpse where you're
sitting.

PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: All right. Spot three spots in
this body.

PC: Yeah.

PC: Okay Center of my left knee
and the center of my left wrist. LRH: Okay.

LRH: Throw it away.
PC: Yeah. LRH: Mock up another
one where you're sitting.

PC: And tip of my index finger on
the left hand.

PC: Yeah.

LRH: Did you spot these real good?
: PC: Yes.

LRH: Throw it away.

LRH: All right. Let's go over them
again. Now, let's spot each one particularly
and sharply.

PC: Yeah.
LRH: Mock up another one where
you're sitting.

PC: Center of my left knee.

PC: Yup.

LRH: Right.

LRH: Throw it away.

PC: Center of my left wrist.

PC: Okay

LRH: Right.

LRH: Mock up another one where
you're sitting.

PC: And tip of the index finger on
my left hand.

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Good. Fine. All right. Now
let's spot three spots in the room.

LRH: Throw it away.
PC: Okay

PC: Oh, let us see, the upper corner
of the easel...

LRH: All right. Now mock up a
body absolutely stiff with horror, sitting
where you're sitting.

LRH: All right.
PC: ... on the left-hand side.

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Good.

LRH: Throw it away.

PC: And the lower corner on the
right-hand side.

PC: Okay
LRH: Mock up another body stiff
with horror where you're sitting.

9ACC
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PC: And this thing over here on the

LRH: Mock
thinking about it.

LRH: Good. How are you doing

PC: All right.

wall.
now?

another

head

LRH: Throw it away. Mock up
another head thinking about it.

PC: Okay
LRH: How is your visio of the

PC: Mm-hmm.

room?

LRH: Throw it away.
PC: It's pretty good.

PC: Mm.hmm.

LRH: That real good? Is it getting

LRH: Mock
thinking about it.

better?
PC: Yeah.

up

another

head

PC: Yup.

LRH: What's the matter?

LRH: Pull it into your body.

PC: When I don't think about it, it's
all right.

PC: Okay
LRH: Mock
thinking about it.

LRH: Oh, if you think about it it's
wrong?

up

another

head

PC: Mm-hmm.

PC: Oh, it isn't wrong, it just isn't.

LRH: Pull it into your body.

LRH: Just isn't what?

PC: Okay

PC: Just isn't if I think about it.

LRH: Okay. Do what you please
with any mock-ups that are scattered
around. PC: All right.

LRH: If you think about it, it isn't.
PC: Yeah, yeah.
LRH: Mock up a head thinking
about it, out there.

LRH: All right. Now. Spot three
spots in your body.

PC: Okay

PC: Yeah, on the tip of my nose.

LRH: Have it think about it some

LRH: Tip of your nose.

more.

PC: Center of my chin.
PC: Yeah.

LRH: Good.

LRH: Throw it away.

PC: And the center of my right

PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Mock
thinking about it.

9ACC

up

cheek.
up

another

head

LRH: Okay. Fine. Spot three spots
in the room.

PC: Yeah.

PC: Bottom hinge on the door.

LRH: Throw it away.

LRH: Good.

PC: Okay

PC: The door knob.
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LRH: Fine.

PC: Okay

PC: And the top, left corner of the
door.

LRH: All right. Spot three spots in
the body.

LRH: Good. All right. Now let's spot
three spots in the body.

PC: Yeah, I've got a spot about
halfway about the middle of my right thigh.

PC: All right. Sort of the center of

LRH: Mm-hmm.

my...

PC: And a spot on the middle of my
right calf.

LRH: Good.
PC: ...right shoulder blade.

LRH: Good.

LRH: Good.

PC: And at the back of my right
heel.

PC: And there's a spot, base of my
neck, in front.

LRH: Good. Fine. Now let's spot
three spots in the room.

LRH: Good.

PC: Okay This microphone here,
and the end of this microphone boom.

PC: And center of my right elbow.
LRH: Good. Fine. Fine. How you

LRH: Good.

feel?

PC: And one of the feet on the base.

PC: Okay

LRH: Fine. All right. Spot three
spots in the body.

LRH: Feel better?
PC: Yeah, I feel good.

PC: Oh, the tip of my right ear.

LRH: Think what?

LRH: Good.

PC: Oh, I get confused on left and
right here and describing where these spots
are.

PC: And sort of the top of my neck
in back.
LRH: Good.

LRH: Oh?

PC: About six inches down on the
vertebrae.

PC: I forget or something.
LRH: Mmm. All right. Now let's
spot three spots in the room.

LRH: Good. Fine. Now spot three
spots in the room.

PC: Oh, top of the stepladder back
behind the curtain.

PC: A wastebasket in the back
room.

LRH: Good.

LRH: Mm-hmm.

PC: And the doorknob on the
backdoor.

PC: And the corner, that corner over
there, at the floor.

LRH: Good.

LRH: Good.

PC: The handle on the heater.

PC: And that corner at the top.

LRH: Fine. How's that?
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LRH: Good. All right. Spot three
spots in the body.

LRH: Good.
PC: And a spot in the center of the

PC: The center of my left knee.

palm.

LRH: Good.

LRH: Where is the last one?

PC: The tip of my big toe on my left

PC: Spot in the center of this palm.

foot.

LRH: Good. All right. Now, let's
spot three spots in the room.

LRH: Good.
PC: And tip of my little toe on my
left foot.

PC: Okay The center of the aircooler vent.

LRH: Good. How's that now?

LRH: Good.

PC: It's okay

PC: And the center of the space, the
distance between the two front corners of
the room.

LRH: All right. Spot three spots in
the room. What's the matter?

LRH: Good.

PC: I have a feeling that I was
looking at facsimiles of this room and
they're just now gone, see nothin' no more.

PC: And the upper left-hand corner
of that window.

LRH: Oh?

LRH: Well, fine. Fine. Now let's
spot three spots in the body.

PC: Mm-hmm.

PC: Okay A spot at the last knuckle
on this here finger.

LRH: That rough?
PC: Yeah.

LRH: Good.

LRH: Spot three spots in the room.

PC: And a spot on the tip of this

PC: All right. Receptacle over here
on the wall.

one.
LRH: Good.

LRH: Good.

PC: And on the tip of this one.

PC: And then the plug in it.

LRH: Good. Lazy. All right. Now
mock up a dead body and throw it into your
body.

LRH: Good.
PC: And the bottom corner over here
on this loudspeaker.

PC: Okay

LRH: Well, fine. Now let's spot
three spots in the body.

LRH: All right. Throw it away.
PC: Okay

PC: All right. The spot directly
underneath my watch on my right arm.

LRH: All right. Mock up a very
gorgeous, gorgeous body.

LRH: Good.

PC: Okay

PC: And the spot there in the middle
of that wrist.
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LRH: Sort of. Spot some more spots
in the room from the center of that head.

LRH: Did you do that easily?
PC: Yeah.

PC: All right.

LRH: What happened?

LRH: Did you do that?

PC: I had to move it. I had it out

PC: Yeah.

there.

LRH: All right. Now spot some
spots in the room from the center of your
own body's head.

LRH: Well, that's what I knew you
would have to do. All right, have you got
that body out there?

PC: Okay

PC: Yes.

LRH: All right. Still got that mockup?

LRH: You got it there real good?

PC: Yeah.

PC: Yes.

LRH: Good. Let's spot some spots in
the room from the center of its head.

LRH: Huh? Why don't you be in it.
PC: Well, it's very small.

PC: Okay

LRH: Well, why don't you be in it.

LRH: All right. Spot some spots in
the room from the center of your head.

PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: What's occurring? All right.
You make it bigger and more massy.
Gorgeous body.

PC: Okay
LRH: All right. Spot some spots in
the room from the center of that body's
head.

PC: Okay I've got one that's life size,
now.

PC: Okay
LRH: All right.

LRH: Spot some spots in the room
from the center of your head.

PC: I think.
LRH: All right.

PC: Mm-hmm.

PC: If it'll stay there.

LRH: Is this different?

LRH: Now spot the room from the
center of that head.

PC: Well, I was just sitting here and
telling myself it wasn't though it was.

PC: Okay

LRH: You were sitting there telling
yourself it wasn't though it was.

LRH: All right. Spot some more
spots in the room from the center of that
head.

PC: Well, I was doing something or
other, then I started spotting them from the
center of my head only it was different.

PC: Yeah. I can spot the corner of
the room from the center of that head.

LRH: No kidding? You still got that
mock-up?

LRH: All right. Is that easy to do?

PC: Yeah, it's back there.

PC: Well, sort of.

9ACC

539

16.12.09

AUDITING DEMO: SPOTTING SPOTS

26

LRH: All right. How about you
making the center of that head more massy,
of that mock-up? Put more mass into it,
huh?

PC: Oh, I feel like I'm shifting the
room instead of me or something. I don't
know.
LRH: Oh. All right. Spot spots in
the room from the center of your body's
head.

PC: All right.
LRH: All right. Now let's spot the
room from the center of that head.

PC: Yup.

PC: Okay

LRH: All right. Spots-the room
from the center of the mock-up's head.

LRH: All right. Let's spot the room
from the center of your own head.

PC: Yeah.

PC: Yeah.

LRH: Good. Spot spots in the room
from the center of your own head.

LRH: Let's spot the room from the
center of the other body's head.

PC: Yeah.

PC: Yeah.

LRH: Spot spots in the room from
the center of the mock-up's head.

LRH: All right. Let's spot the room
from the center of your own head.

PC: Yup.

PC: Mm-hmm.

LRH: Is this your mock-up?

LRH: Okay. Is there any difference?

PC: Is it mine?

PC: Yes.

LRH: Mm-hmm.

LRH: You doing it more easily?

PC: Yeah.

PC: Yes. I guess I misunderstood
you in the first place. I was just spotting
particular spots from either place rather
than the room as a whole.

LRH: All right. Spot spots in the
room from the center of its head.
PC: Yeah.
LRH: All right. Is that easier to do,

LRH: Yeah? Well, all right. Now
let's be in the other body's head and spot
spots in the room from that location.

now?
PC: Well, it's getting a little more
real.

PC: Yeah.

LRH: All right. Spot spots in the
room from the center of your own head.

LRH: Be in your own body's head
and spot spots from that location.

PC: Yeah.

PC: Mm.

LRH: Okay. Now do what you
please with that mock-up.

LRH: All right. Be in the mock-up
body's head and spot spots from that
location.
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PC: Mm-hmm.

PC: Yeah.

LRH: Do what you please with it?

LRH: What's the matter?

PC: I did.
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LRH: How do you feel?

LRH: All right. Find the ceiling.

PC: Okay

PC: Yeah.

LRH: Feel a lot better? Why don't
you find the floor. All right. Find the chair.

LRH: What's your name?
PC: Duh.

PC: Yeah.

LRH: All right. End of session.

(End of lecture)
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LRH: I've got to give you a little bit of processing here, a little auditing demonstration.
I'm going to demonstrate to you some exteriorization techniques. Come up here. We'll take a
nonexteriorizable, dead-in-the-head, stuck, gone... Sit down.
PC: Okay
LRH: There's no sense in people worrying about exteriorization. It's too simple. I don't
expect you to exteriorize during this session; I'm merely showing a technique. I want that
clearly understood because I'm just going to show you how the technique works. You've
already seen this technique once. You've already seen this technique operate once and just a
little bit of reality start to show up on it. Now, there isn't much reason why a great deal of
preliminary work has to be done with exteriorization. There isn't any reason why we should
make it long and drawn out. Let me give you first here ... just relax.
PC: All right. I'm trying.
LRH: Huh?
PC: I'm trying.
LRH: Well, don't try. Relax.
PC: All right.
LRH: Let me point out something to you here. You ever hear about universes?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: What are the three kinds of universe there are?
PC: Mine, yours and everybody else's. Hm? No? MEST. All right.
LRH: How come you missed that one, Smokey?
PC: Gee.
LRH: Now, let's go over this again.
PC: Okay
LRH: How many kinds of universes are there?
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PC: My universe, the MEST universe, and other people's universe, right?
LRH: That's right. That's right. All right. Now, now that we've gone this far – did you
know that a person can be booted out of the MEST universe into another universe, like the
MEST universe?
PC: I heard.
LRH: Do you know they can be booted out? Do you ever think about robots or
anything like this?
PC: Oh, when I read stories about them, I do.
LRH: You do? Oh, you do read stories about 'em?
PC: Yeah, and when you lecture I sometimes do.
LRH: Uh-huh. You do, huh?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: What kind of a robot's head is the worst kind? A robot head?
PC: One that won't obey a command, perhaps.
LRH: That kind of a robot head?
PC: Yeah. One that's kind of screwy.
LRH: A kind of a screwy robot?
PC: Yeah.
LRH: What would the head be shaped like?
PC: I'll have to think, I'll have to think one up.
LRH: All right, go ahead and think one up.
PC: Round.
LRH: Be a round head. Be the center of a round robot's head and spot spots in his
environment. Now, is this a clear command?
PC: It's a clear command.
LRH: Be in the center of a robot's head and spot spots in his environment and close
your eyes. All right. Now, be in the center of a robot's head and spot spots in his environment.
Can you get the idea of doing that?
PC: I can get the idea of doing it.
LRH: Ah, that's my girl. You can get the idea of doing it. What would his environment
look like?
PC: Rather drab.
LRH: Drab, huh?
PC: Mm-hmm.
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LRH: And what kind of environment? Is it open, spaces, barriers, walls, what?
PC: Well, probably walls.
LRH: Probably walls?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: All right, spot some spots on this probably walls. Why don't you look through
his eyes? Has he got something like eyes there?
PC: He probably has.
LRH: All right. Now let's spot some spots on these walls.
PC: Okay.
LRH: Come on. Let's spot some more spots on the walls.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Spot some more.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Spot some more.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Spot some more.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Spot some more.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Spot some more.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Yeah, okay. How you doing now? Is it getting easier?
PC: Why, yes. Mm-hmm.
LRH: Well, you needn't say “yes” if you don't feel like it.
PC: Well, I was doing it. Let's...
LRH: Was it getting easier to do?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Mm-hmm. Are the walls changing or are they remaining the same? What?
PC: Yeah, they are not very well defined. LRH: Not very what?
PC: Well defined.
LRH: They're not?
PC: No.
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LRH: All right. Smokey, open your eyes.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Spot some spots in this room.
PC: All right. With my eyes?
LRH: Yes.
PC: Okay Want me to tell you about them?
LRH: No. You have them spotted?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Now close your eyes. Spot some spots in this room.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Did you do that?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Fine. Be in the robot's head and spot some spots in his environment. Okay. Did
you do that?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Huh?
PC: Yeah.
LRH: All right, let's spot some spots in his environment.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Did you do that easily? Getting easier to do?
PC: Yeah.
LRH: Good. Now be in this body's head and spot some spots in this room.
PC: Mm-hmm. Mm-hmm.
LRH: Did you do that?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Good. Be in the robot's head and spot some spots in his environment.
What's the matter?
PC: Well, his environment wants to have machines, now.
LRH: All right. Let's spot some spots.
PC: Okay. Mm-hmm.
LRH: Did you do that?
PC: Mm-hmm.
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LRH: Getting easier to do?
PC: Not any easiel; no.
LRH: Not any easier. The machines changing around, or?
PC: No, they're not changing around.
LRH: What is changing around?
PC: Viewpoint.
LRH: Oh, the viewpoint? You mean the robot seems to be moving?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Oh, that's just tough. All right. Spot some spots in this room. Be in this body's
head and spot some spots in this room.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Did you do that easily?
PC: Pretty easy.
LRH: All right. Easier?
PC: No.
LRH: No?
PC: No. No easier.
LRH: Look around this room, Smokey, and spot some spots in it.
PC: With my eyes closed?
LRH: Yes, with your eyes closed. Stop this nonsense.
PC: Yes, sir.
LRH: Spot some spots.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: What you spotting?
PC: Spotting that recorder over there.
LRH: Good. What else?
PC: The stove.
LRH: Good.
PC: The curtain.
LRH: Good. What curtain?
PC: Behind me.
LRH: Where?
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PC: On the door.
LRH: All right. Some more.
PC: Okay Mm-hmm.
LRH: You doing this now?
PC: Yes.
LRH: Well, good. Good. You doing this a little better?
PC: A little.
LRH: You'd better. Now, we won't leave expectance level to chance here. All right,
now, let's you be in the robot's head.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Get the idea of this?
PC: Yeah, Iget the idea.
LRH: Good. Now spot some spots in his environment. Getting that real good now?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Huh? Did you spot a lot of them?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Well, here's an okay for each spot. Okay-okay-okay-okay-okay-okay-okay
okay-okay. All right?
PC: Okay
LRH: All right. Now let's spot some more spots in this robot's environment. Okay.
You getting them?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Getting them better? Same?
PC: No.
LRH: Better? Worse?
PC: Environment change, okay A little.
LRH: Does he – does he seem to be moving around in it still?
PC: No, he's not moving.
LRH: Oh.
PC: No.
LRH: Well what?
PC: Well, I was hunting for a door in his environment but I didn't find it.
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LRH: Upsetting?
PC: Well, it was.
LRH: Not to find a door?
PC: But I find in one place I can see through the walls so that's all right.
LRH: Oh, I get you, Pete. All right. Now be in this body's head.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: And spot some spots in this body's environment.
Doing that?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: All right. What did you spot?
PC: That pole over there.
LRH: Mm-hmm.
PC: And the light.
LRH: Mm-hmm.
PC: And the top of the curtain rod.
LRH: Good.
PC: The wall.
LRH: Good.
PC: The wall back there.
LRH: Now spot a door just so you can make sure that there's an egress.
PC: All right.
LRH: You got it?
PC: Yeah.
LRH: All right. Fine. Now be in the robot's head.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Now let's spot some spots in his environment. Spot some spots in his
environment now. How are you getting along now?
PC: Okay.
LRH: Getting along better?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Better or worse?
PC: Better.
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LRH: Same?
PC: Better.
LRH: Better? Well, good enough. Fine. Now be in this body's head here.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: And spot some objects in his environment.
See, I'm asking her to spot walls and things like that. We haven't gone into locations.
My auditing command is just a little bit offbeat, but she's doing it all right. I should be saying,
“Spot some objects in this environment,” because I don't intend to have to take time out here
to remedy havingness. You get the idea? And if she's spotting walls and objects, she won't
have to have her havingness remedied. If I'm asking her to spot spots in the air, I will. So the
proper auditing command really would be, “Spot some objects in the environment.” Because
that's what you're doing, isn't it?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: All right. All right. You don't feel like your havingness is being run out, do you?
PC: Hm-mm.
LRH: All right. Now let's spot some more objects in this body's environment.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Doing that real good now?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Or are you maundering off and thinking about something?
PC: No, I wasn't.
LRH: All right. All right. Now let's be in the robot's head.
PC: Okay
LRH: And spot some spots in its environment.
PC: He hasn't got too many objects.
LRH: Hm?
PC: He doesn't have too many objects in his environment.
LRH: Or some walls, aren't there?
PC: There sure are.
LRH: Well, that's an object.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Find some places on the walls.
PC: Yeah.
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LRH: There are some objects there, huh?
PC: Mm-hmm
LRH: All right. How are you doing?
PC: Okay
LRH: What's the matter? Are you scared of something?
PC: No.
LRH: What's the matter? Are you in the robot's head? Got the idea?
PC: Well, I have the idea, yes.
LRH: You got the idea. Well, get the idea now of being stuck there and unable to
exteriorize. Can you get that?
LRH: All right. Now get the idea of being able to exteriorize.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Can you get that?
PC: I can get the idea.
LRH: All right. That's all I ask you to do.
PC: That's right.
LRH: All right. Now be in this body.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: You got this now?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: All right. Now let's spot some objects, walls, spots on the walls, in this
environment.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: You do that?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Now get the idea of being stuck in this body's head.
PC: Yes, sir.
LRH: And not be able to get out.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Now change your idea to the fact that you can get out of this body's head. How
far'd you get with changing that idea?
PC: Well, I can get the idea. Yeah...
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LRH: Is it your idea?
PC: Yes.
LRH: Huh?
PC: Yes.
LRH: This is a doubtful one, huh?
PC: No!
LRH: All right. Now let's be in the robot's head.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: And let's spot some spots on the objects in his environment, on the walls and so
forth.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Did you do that?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Let's spot some more. How's this getting now? This getting better?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Worse? Huh? Getting easier? All right. Now while in the robot's head get the
idea that you cannot get out of it.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Now change that idea to being able to get out of it.
PC: Okay.
LRH: Good. Now be in this body's head.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: You got that?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Hm? All right. Now spot some spots in this environment.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: You do that?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Good. Is it getting better or worse?
PC: No better, no worse either.
LRH: It's not getting any better?
PC: No.
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LRH: What are you spotting?
PC: Things. Objects.
LRH: What?
PC: Walls.
LRH: Point to them.
PC: Okay. There.
LRH: What's there? Are you looking at it?
PC: Yeah, no. I'm...
LRH: Come on, let's look at that curtain!
PC: I'm,..
LRH: What are you doing? Sitting there figure-figuring if there's a curtain there?
PC: No. No. There is one there.
LRH: Well, look at that curtain.
PC: I can get the idea of it. .
LRH: Yeah. Look at it. Did you do that? Did it bite?
PC: No.
LRH: Well, all right. Look at it.
PC: Awful vague.
LRH: All right. But you looked at it didn't you? Huh?
PC: I'm not sure.
LRH: You're not sure. Let's look at another object in this environment.
PC: Okay
LRH: Did you do that?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: What?
PC: That radio down there.
LRH: Is it there?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Are you looking at it?
PC: Well...
LRH: Or are you kind of pervasively knowing it is there.
PC: Well, I know it's there.
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LRH: You know it's there?
PC: Yes.
LRH: Why don't you look at it? Something horrible happen here if you were to lookdid look at it? Would it bite?
PC: No.
LRH: It wouldn't bite?
PC: Hm-mm.
LRH: Huh? Well, just look at it. What's the matter?
PC: Nothing the matter, except...
LRH: Except what?
PC: I can't see it.
LRH: What are you looking at? What do you see?
PC: Well, I get the idea of looking at it.
LRH: What do you see?
PC: Nothing.
LRH: All right. What's the nothing look like?
PC: Nothing – just nothing.
LRH: All right. Look at it.
PC: All right.
LRH: Are you looking at nothing?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Hm. That right? Boy, don't tell me I'm running across this one. There's more
preclears who will sit there and tell you that they're looking at nothing and this is physically
impossible for them to do. There is no slightest possibility for their being able to sit there.
PC: No.
LRH: You bang them around for a little while and you say, “Well, goddamn it. There's
something there. Take a look at it. What it is?” And they finally tell you that it is a black wall
or a gray mist or some comets or something of the sort. Now, Smokey, you take a look at it.
PC: All right.
LRH: What are you looking at?
PC: Well, I'll say that it is a gray mist.
LRH: You'll say it is?
PC: Mm-hmm.
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LRH: Have you looked at something?
PC: Looks like it.
LRH: Huh? You are looking at something, though, aren't you?
PC: Yeah.
LRH: Are you?
PC: Yeah.
LRH: Let's look around. Is there something else around there to look at?
PC: I put something there.
LRH: You've put something there?
PC: I can put something there.
LRH: Well, is there – what are you looking at before you put something there?
PC: Just some gray mist.
LRH: Is it all around you?
PC: Well, I don't know. I can't see all around me.
LRH: Oh, oh. It's impossible to see.
PC: Yes, it is.
LRH: It is all around you? Well, this is curious. Spot a spot in this room.
PC: Yeah.
LRH: What?
PC: A spot on that wall.
LRH: All right. Look at it. Did you do that?
PC: I get the idea of the wall.
LRH: You getting the idea better?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Hm? You getting the idea better?
PC: Yup.
LRH: Are you or aren't you?
PC: Well, yes. When I say I look at it, I know that I do.
LRH: All right. Now let's spot another spot in this room.
PC: Real vague. Okay Mm-hmm.
LRH: Probably remote viewpoints or something. What you looking at now?
PC: The stove top.
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LRH: Stove top? How do you know it's there?
PC: Why, I just know it is.
LRH: Are you looking at it? Do you see a stove top?
PC: I get the idea I can see it.
LRH: Do you see a stove top?
PC: No.
LRH: Well, you look around until you can find something you can look at in this
room. There's something here.
PC: There's a lot of things here, and I know it.
LRH: You acutely conscious of them?
PC: Yeah.
LRH: You're very conscious of them?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: All right. Let's take a look at these things.
PC: All right.
LRH: All right. Which is the least harmful of them?
PC: Oh, I don't think any of them are harmful.
LRH: None of them?
PC: Hm-mm.
LRH: Which are the least pouncey of them?
PC: Well, that white board up there.
LRH: All right. That's the least pouncey, huh?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Well, take a look at it. What's the matter?
PC: I'd just love to. I get – I know it's there. I get the idea of looking at it.
LRH: What's looking at it, Smokey?
PC: Seeing it.
LRH: Yeah, but what, I mean, what have you got, a point up there some place that is
doing your looking for you or something?
PC: Oh, there ain't nothing doing my looking for me. If they would, I would disown
them.
LRH: Okay.
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PC: ... for good.
LRH: All right. All right. Now, let's you be – let's be in this robot's head.
PC: Okay
LRH: Okay. Now let's look around his environment.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Now, got that?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Now let's get the idea that you couldn't possibly see anything there.
PC: Okay
LRH: All right. Now let's get the idea that you could.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Let's get the idea you couldn't possibly see anything there.
PC: Okay
LRH: Let's get the idea that you could.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Get the idea you couldn't possibly see anything there.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Let's get the idea that you could.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Got that?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: All right. Now let's get the idea that you couldn't possibly get out of his head.
PC: Okay
LRH: All right. Now let's get the idea that you could.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Let's be in this body.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: All right. Now let's spot some spots in this environment.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Whatcha doing?
PC: Spotting spots.
LRH: Is it better?
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PC: It's there. It's here.
LRH: Oh, it's here now?
PC: Mm-hmm. All around.
LRH: Mm-hmm. Is it more here than it was?
PC: A shade.
LRH: Just a shade. All right, fine. Now get the idea that you couldn't possibly see
anything.
PC: Okay
LRH: All right. Now let's get the idea that you could.
PC: All right.
LRH: Would you better that idea, too?
PC: What'd you say?
LRH: I told you to get the idea you could see something. What did you get?
PC: Well, I got the idea that I could.
LRH: Oh, I see but that you aren't. What's the modifier on this “that I could”? How are
you modifying this?
PC: I don't know.
LRH: All right. Now get the idea that you couldn't see anything out of this body.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Now get the idea that you can.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: All right. Now get the idea that you couldn't possibly.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Now let's get the idea that you can.
PC: Okay
LRH: All right. Now let's get the idea that you couldn't possibly get out of this body.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Now let's get the idea that you can.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Okay. Are some locks coming off there?
PC: Probably
LRH: Are they or aren't they?
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PC: I wasn't conscious of them.
LRH: All right. Then they weren't. All right, fine. Now let's get the idea that you
couldn't possibly get out of this body.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Now let's get the idea that you can.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: All right. Getting that a little better?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Is there any change in the way you are doing it or are you just changing your-.
PC: Yeah. There's a change.
LRH: All right. Fine. Fine. Now let's be in the robot's head.
PC: Okay
LRH: Got that now?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: All right. Now let's spot some spots in his environment.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: How is it now? Better? Worse?
PC: His environment's getting a little dimmer.
LRH: It's dimmer?
PC: Yeah.
LRH: All right. Now get the idea...
PC: At least it's not as solid-looking.
LRH: Hm?
PC: It's not as solid looking.
LRH: It's not as solid looking.
PC: Uh-huh.
LRH: Gray? PC: No, not exactly, no...
LRH: What color is it?
PC: It's gray, and there's some yellow.
LRH: Oh, I see. Well, all right. Now get the idea that you couldn't possibly get out of
this robot's head.
PC: Mm-hmm.
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LRH: Let's make it into a production: “Oh, I couldn't possibly get out of his head. I'm
stuck there forever.” Go on. Make a production out of it.
PC: Yeah.
LRH: Got that? “Oh, woe is me!”
PC: Dismal.
LRH: Dedicated to robotizing forever.
PC: Real dismal.
LRH: “Oh, woe!” All right, now, good. What's the matter?
PC: It's real dismal there. It's dismal all around.
LRH: All right. Now get the idea that you can get out of the robot's head.
PC: Hm. Yeah.
LRH: Got that?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: All right. Fine. Be in this body's head.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Did you do this?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: All right. Swell. Now let's spot some spots in this environment.
PC: Okay
LRH: Did you do that?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: How are you making it? How are you making it?
PC: Well, I'm spotting spots there.
LRH: Good. Where are they?
PC: Here and there. There. There.
LRH: Are you getting more rapid at it?
PC: Mm, pretty rapid.
LRH: Okay. Are they there?
PC: Sure, they're there.
LRH: You know they're there?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: How do you know they are there?
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PC: I know.
LRH: You just know.
PC: I just know.
LRH: How about seeing them?
PC: I can get a vague...
LRH: All right. Now let's look at this vague.
PC: Yes.
LRH: All right. Let's spot some vagues.
PC: Oops.
LRH: Let's spot some vagues in this environment.
PC: Okay. All right.
LRH: How's that? Is that more satisfactory?
PC: Oh, no!
LRH: No? Oh, my.
PC: Well, it'd... no.
LRH: No. All right. Let's spot some more spots in this environment.
PC: Still vague spots?
LRH: No – just anything you got.
PC: All right. Mm-hm.
LRH: How are you now, hm?
PC: What'd you say?
LRH: How are you now?
PC: Oh, I am all right.
LRH: Why'd you say, “What'd I say?” Where were you?
PC: Well, I was almost seeing something.
LRH: No kidding!
PC: Yeah.
LRH: Oh, gee. Did I spoil it?
PC: No. Hm-mm.
LRH: Didn't spoil it. Can't even blame me?
PC: Well, I wouldn't blame you anyway because I – I mean, it didn't bother...
LRH: All right. Okay. Let's spot some more spots in this environment.
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PC: Okay
LRH: Okay. What did you spot?
PC: Walls.
LRH: Mm-hm.
PC: Back there's some.
LRH: Good.
PC: And over there.
LRH: Good.
PC: And the window over the door.
LRH: Good.
PC: Looks like a bicycle handle on that mike,
LRH: All right. Fine. Fine. All right. What have you got? Give me that last one.
PC: The rod on the mike.
LRH: Okay. Is this getting better?
PC: Yeah, I think it is.
LRH: Oh, that's too bad. All right. All right, now, I want you to get the idea that you
couldn't possibly get out of this body.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Get – make a production out of it. It would be utterly fatal if you did. Go on.
PC: I'd probably be dizzy and everything.
LRH: Mm-hmm. Make a good production out of it.
PC: In fact, I'll never be able to get out of it.
LRH: That's right. That's good. That's fine. Have you added, “No matter what anybody
does” to that?
PC: It doesn't make any difference.
LRH: Yeah, that's good. That's good. Now you got that real solid?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: All right. Now change it to the fact that you could get out of it with the greatest
of ease.
PC: I feel real easy about it.
LRH: Hm?
PC: I feel real easy about it. I get that idea real well.
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LRH: Well good. Fine. Now let's be in the robot's head.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Okay. How's he doing by the way?
PC: Oh god, he's just real still.
LRH: Real still, huh?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: All right. Now let's spot some spots...
PC: I think he's been there forever.
LRH: All right. Been there forever. All right. Let's spot some spots in his environment.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: What you got?
PC: Spots.
LRH: Getting them real good?
PC: Pretty good.
LRH: Worse?
PC: No, not worse.
LRH: All right. Spot some spots there. What's the matter?
PC: Well, his environment is a real cell. Just a...
LRH: Hm? Just what?
PC: Just walls and...
LRH: Oh, boy.
PC: Wow.
LRH: All right. All right. Now let's get the idea that you'll never get out of there.
PC: That's easy to do.
LRH: All right. Now, let's change that to you'll be able to get out of there.
PC: Okay
LRH: Change that to you can get out of there any instant.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Change that to you can get out of there at will.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Under your own steam.
PC: Mm-hmm.
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LRH: Without even an auditor.
PC: Allright.
LRH: Just going way up scale here. All right. And be in this body.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Now, let's spot some spots in this body's environment.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: How are we doing here?
PC: Pretty well. A little slow on this.
LRH: Oh, nobody's rushing you. A little slow on what?
PC: Spotting the spots.
LRH: Spotting the spots?
PC: I'm getting them now.
LRH: You're getting them now, though?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: All right.
PC: Like I'm straining to see it.
LRH: You got to strain to see them, huh?
PC: I'm straining to. Yeah.
LRH: All right. Are you doing it?
PC: Well, I sure get the idea that I'm doing it anyway.
LRH: Mm-hmm.
PC: That rug there.
LRH: What's the matter?
PC: It kind of aggravates me.
LRH: Why does it aggravate you?
PC: Because I want to do it.
LRH: Huh?
PC: Because I want to do it, but I can't.
LRH: All right. Now you got the idea real solidly that you can't?
PC: In fact, I'm burning an awful lot of energy!
LRH: No kidding?
PC: No kidding!
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LRH: Burning a lot of energy to what?
PC: Yeah!
LRH: Huh?
PC: I'm real warm!
LRH: No kidding?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Hm. PC: Hm. Phew!
LRH: Let's spot some more spots in this environment.
PC: Okay.
LRH: Okay. How are you doing?
PC: Okay
LRH: Well, what are you doing?
PC: Spotting spots.
LRH: All right. Point out a couple of them that you've spotted.
PC: There's a ball back there.
LRH: Is that there?
PC: Yeah.
LRH: You know it's there.
PC: It was there when I looked.
LRH: Okay. Fine.
PC: And some spots over here on this wall.
LRH: Good.
PC: Still some more down here, the floor, the ceiling, those lights and that curtain.
LRH: Hm? Well, good. Good. Now let's get – let's get the idea that you'll never be
able to get out of this body.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Well, let's get the idea that you can.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: And let's get the idea again you'll never, never be able to get out.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Now get the idea that you can.
PC: Mm-hmm.
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LRH: Get that easily?
PC: Not too easily; but I get it.
LRH: All right. Get the idea you can never get out.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: And now change that to you can get out.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: You get that more easily now?
PC: Yeah, there's a – a shifting...
LRH: Hm?
PC: A feeling of shifting.
LRH: Hm. All right, get the idea that you can't get out.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Now get the idea that you can.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: All right. Did you do that now?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: What's the matter?
PC: It's nothing, except a feeling of shifting.
LRH: All right. You got that feeling, though, huh?
PC: Yeah.
LRH: All right. Now let's get the idea that energy can trap you.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Got that?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Now change that to the fact that energy can't.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Got that?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: All right. Again. Energy can trap you. PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: And once more energy can't.
PC: Yeah.
LRH: Now how's that?
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PC: That's – that's a good idea.
LRH: All right. Get again the idea that energy can trap you.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: And again that it can't.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Got that?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: All right. Now get the idea that you're in the robot's head.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: And let's spot some spots in his environment. What's the matter?
PC: I – his – his environment...
LRH: What's the matter with it?
PC: It's all messed up.
LRH: What's the matter with his environment?
PC: Well, it's sort of not very solid.
LRH: Oh? Thin, huh?
PC: Yeah.
LRH: How is it messed up?
PC: Well, that machine over there is all – just an – it's just not solid.
LRH: Is it fragments?
PC: It's sort of yeah – sort of chewed up.
LRH: Not only is it not solid, but it's chewed up too.
PC: Yeah.
LRH: Okay.
PC: And that ledge around the top is sort of crumbly-like.
LRH: The what around the top?
PC: Ledge.
LRH: No kidding?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: All right. Now, let's get the idea that you'll never get out of here.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Now let's get the idea that you can.

9ACC

567

16.12.09

AUDITING DEMO: EXTERIORIZATION

26

9ACC-27 – 19.1.55

PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: And again, you'll never get out of here.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: And now the idea that you can.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: How's that? Getting it more solidly?
PC: The idea is, yeah.
LRH: Oh, the idea. All right, now have his whole environment start saying okay to
you.
PC: All right.
LRH: Make it do it easily?
PC: Fairly easy.
LRH: What happens when you do that?
PC: Well, it gets even more unreal.
LRH: Gets more unreal? All right. Have the environment say okay some more. What's
occurring?
PC: Well, it gets solider.
LRH: Now it's getting...
PC: I mean it's getting solider than it was.
LRH: All right. Have it say okay some more to you. Was it saying okay to you or was
it just saying okay?
PC: Just saying okay to me.
LRH: All right. Have it say okay to you some more.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: How's that now, getting solider?
PC: Huh-uh.
LRH: Did it get thinner again?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: All right, have it say okay to you some more.
Now what's it doing?
PC: It just – it's so thin to me that it's just not anything there.
LRH: There's hardly anything there at all now, huh?
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PC: Huh-uh.
LRH: Well, have it say okay to you some more. Yeah, okay, what's occurring?
PC: It seems to be down there.
LRH: Seems to be further from you?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: All right. Have that environment say okay to you some more.
Now where is it?
PC: Whew. Way down there.
LRH: Way down there.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: All right. Have it say okay to you some more. Okay, how are you doing on that
now?
PC: Okay.
LRH: Practically gone?
PC: Yeah.
LRH: All right. Be in this body's head.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Got this better now?
PC: Yeah.
LRH: All right. Let's spot some spots in this room.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: How's that, hm?
PC: Okay.
LRH: Better?
PC: A little bit.
LRH: A little bit better?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: All right. Now I want you to have various spots in this room say okay to you.
PC: All right.
LRH: How are you doing?
PC: Oh, I get real tense about this.
LRH: Get tense about it?
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PC: Uh-huh.
LRH: What's the matter?
PC: Well, there's nothing the matter, I just get tense.
LRH: Your tenseness suddenly turn on?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Are you tense quite often?
PC: No.
LRH: No? All right. Now, let's have just some more spots in this room say okay to
you. Okay, how are you doing now?
PC: Real peculiar.
LRH: What's happening?
PC: I don't know. Just...
LRH: What's the matter?
PC: Sort of – sort of an isolated feeling that's real out of this world.
LRH: You've got an isolated feeling, huh?
PC: Wow!
LRH: Wow, all right. Now let's have let's have some spots in this room say hello to
you. Okay, what are you doing now?
PC: Having this – having spots all around say hello.
LRH: All right.
PC: Whew!
LRH: Is that – still give you that isolated feeling?
PC: Yeah!
LRH: Worse?
PC: Well, no, I wouldn't say it was worse.
LRH: All right. Now have all these spots, a lot of spots in this room, objects and spots
in this room, one after the other, say okay to you.
PC: All right.
LRH: How are you doing?
PC: Okay.
LRH: How's that isolated feeling seem to you?
PC: I still have it.
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LRH: Is it worse?
PC: It doesn't seem unpleasant, but it's just – just isolated.
LRH: Does it seem worse? Is it getting stronger or weaker?
PC: Stronger.
LRH: Stronger! Well, all right. Now let's have the spots in this room say okay to you.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: All right, how is it going now?
PC: All right.
LRH: Worse?
PC: No.
LRH: Isolated feeling is getting less now?
PC: Well, it wasn't in evidence too much this time, but the brightness...
LRH: What brightness?
PC: Well, there is a brightness.
LRH: Where?
PC: Well, sort of all around.
LRH: A brightness all around?
PC: Uh-huh.
LRH: Well, good. Fine. Now let's have all the various objects in this room, one after
the other, each one individually, say hello to you.
PC: Okay
LRH: Okay, how is it?
PC: It's nice.
LRH: Oh, it's getting nice now?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: You feel quite as isolated?
PC: Well yes, it isn't... Yeah.
LRH: Is it a pleasant feeling?
PC: Yeah.
LRH: In what sense do you feel isolated?
PC: Well, I don't feel – I mean, I don't know how to express that.
LRH: Express what?
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PC: In what way do I feel isolated.
LRH: You just do?
PC: I just do.
LRH: You feel detached from the room?
PC: Why, yes.
LRH: Mm-hmm. Do you feel detached from the chair?
PC: Yeah, until you mentioned it.
LRH: Huh?
LRH: Yeah.
LRH: Do you feel detached from the body?
PC: In a way, yeah.
LRH: Which way?
PC: Well, it just doesn't – it just doesn't seem like anything there.
LRH: Mm-hmm. Okay. Now let's have – you were having them say hello before?
PC: Uh-huh.
LRH: All right, now let's have them all say okay.
PC: All right.
LRH: All right, what's occurring now?
PC: I feel sort of a shifting, swirling like...
LRH: Feel a what?
PC: Sort of a swirling-.
LRH: You feel a whirling sensation?
PC: Yeah.
LRH: Is that so?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Whereabouts?
PC: All around.
LRH: All around the room?
PC: Yeah.
LRH: Hm?
PC: All around me.
LRH: Is the room swirling?
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PC: No, no.
LRH: Are you whirling?
PC: Might have been. Felt like it. Sort of shifting.
LRH: Were you making things say hello, or okay rather?
PC: Okay.
LRH: You were still doing it?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: You hadn't shifted your attention off that?
PC: No.
LRH: All right. Now let's make some more things say hello to you, things in this room
say hello.
PC: Okay
LRH: Now, how're you doing? Things still whirling?
PC: No, it's sort of settled down.
LRH: All right. What's the matter, you feel a little breathless?
PC: No. Just different.
LRH: All right. Let's have some more things say hello to you.
PC: Okay.
LRH: All right, how's it going now?
PC: Okay. There's...
LRH: There's what?
PC: Dim – dims and gets brighter.
LRH: What does?
PC: Things around me.
LRH: Oh, really?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: All right. Now let's have some more things in the room say okay.
PC: Okay.
LRH: All right. Now, how's that?
PC: Okay.
LRH: Looking a little better?
PC: Yeah. Shifting.
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LRH: What's shifting?
PC: The dimness and brightness is shifting.
LRH: Is it shifting more violently?
PC: More rapidly.
LRH: Oh, it is, huh?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Well, have some more things say hello to you, in the room. All right, what's this
change of perception doing now?
PC: It's still doing that.
LRH: Stronger?
PC: Yeah.
LRH: Oh, it's even stronger?
PC: Uh-huh.
LRH: Where is it, inside your body somewhere?
PC: Oh – no.
LRH: No? Around you?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Where are you?
PC: I'm right here.
LRH: All right, you're right here. And where's the body?
PC: Right here, too.
LRH: Is it here?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Is it a distance from you?
PC: Not too far. I mean – I don't know.
LRH: All right. Now let's have the room say okay to you some more.
PC: Okay.
LRH: All right, how's that going?
PC: All right.
LRH: This dimness and brightness getting faster?
PC: Yeah.
LRH:Making you uncomfortable?
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PC: A little. Mm-hmm.
LRH: All right. Now let's have the room say to you, in a very friendly voice, in all
directions, everything in the room, start saying to you “Hello.”
PC: Okay
LRH: Now, how's that? That slow it down a little bit?
PC: Yeah, it did, but...
LRH: All right. Now let's have everything in the room start saying to you “Okay that
you have this condition.”
PC: All right.
LRH: “It's okay for you to have this condition.”
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: How's that?
PC: Okay.
LRH: What's happening to this condition?
PC: It gets real detached.
LRH: Gets real what?
PC: Detached feeling.
LRH: Really?
PC: Yeah.
LRH: Well good. Now just have things in the room, now, continue to say, “Okay for
you to have this condition.”
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Okay, how's it going now? What's the matter?
PC: Whoo!
LRH: What's the matter? Relief?
PC: No, I mean, I don't know it's...
LRH: Worse?
PC: Whee!
LRH: What's the matter?
PC: I felt real detached then.
LRH: You did, huh?
PC: Yeah.
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LRH: Gone for good, huh?
PC: Well, no, I wouldn't be gone from me!
LRH: All right. Now you tell the room okay for a while.
PC: Okay.
LRH: All right. How's that now? Is that leveling out? What's the matter?
PC: No!
LRH: You don't know?
PC: I do know; it's lopsided.
LRH: The room is?
PC: Or I am!
LRH: All right. Let's tell the room hello some more. And you say hello and the room
says okay, and you say hello and the room says okay.
PC: All right.
LRH: How's that going now?
PC: All right.
LRH: Getting a little better? Room a little less lopsided?
PC: You mean, am I?
LRH: Are you a little less lopsided?
PC: Yes.
LRH: All right. All right. Now, let's do that some more; you say hello and the room
says okay. All right, how's that doing now, huh?
PC: All right.
LRH: You worse?
PC: No, I just feel real tall.
LRH: Real what?
PC: Real – I mean, I feel stretched.
LRH: You feel stretched?
PC: Yes!
LRH: Okay. Which way?
PC: Bzooogg!
LRH: Oh, really?
PC: Yes.
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LRH: You say hello and the room says okay...
PC: Whew! I'll say hello to the mike too.
LRH: All right. How's that going?
PC: Okay.
LRH: All right. Now, you have the room say hello and you say okay for awhile.
PC: All right.
LRH: All right. How's that going?
PC: Fine.
LRH: How do you feel?
PC: Okay.
LRH: You leveling out? You getting the proper proportions?
PC: Oh, I'm not sure about that!
LRH: What's the matter?
PC: Well, there's so many shifts.
LRH: You just keep shifting?
PC: Yeah.
LRH: Oh, really? Isn't that interesting. Puzzling isn't it?
PC: Well, no, I mean, I didn't puzzle about it. I was just interested in it.
LRH: Okay. All right. Now, let's – let's just have the room – all the objects in the room
chorus at once, many times over, okay to you.
PC: All right.
LRH: Are you getting better?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Hm? : PC: Yeah.
LRH: You going through all these shapes now?
PC: Not all of them. I think I left some of them out.
LRH: Okay. All right. Now you just spot some spots in the room now.
PC: Okay.
LRH: How's that going?
PC: Pretty good.
LRH: That smooth you right on down?
PC: Yeah.
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LRH: Hm?
PC: It smoothed me down, soothe me down.
LRH: Soothe you a little bit?
PC: Yeah.
LRH: Hm?
PC: Uh-huh.
LRH: All right. Let's spot some more spots, some more objects in the room.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Spot some more objects in the room?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Hm?
PC: Yup.
LRH: Are you doing it more easily than you did at the beginning of the session?
PC: Yes, I think I am. Yes.
LRH: You think you are?
PC: I know I am.
LRH: You know you are?
PC: Yeah.
LRH: Are the objects there to be spotted?
PC: Yes, they're there.
LRH: All right. Go on. What else were you going to tell me?
PC: Some of them are closer.
LRH: Oh, really? Why, is the room out of shape in some fashion?
PC: Well, not exactly. : LRH: What is it?
PC: It – well, maybe it is out of shape. No, it's not out of shape.
LRH: What is it?
PC: Well, I can see them closer, or I have the idea that they're closer.
LRH: These things are closer to you?
PC: Yeah.
LRH: Things are closer to you than they were before?
PC: Yeah.
LRH: Ah. What's the matter? It's all right, what's the matter?
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PC: It's real odd.
LRH: Real odd, huh?
PC: Yeah. It's just funny.
LRH: Well, open your eyes.
PC: I'm afraid to. Well it is, too.
LRH: Things are closer to you?
PC: Uh-huh.
LRH: Reach out and touch one.
PC: I'll bet I touch that one.
LRH: All right.
PC: Okay Wow.
LRH: Is that closer to you?
PC: That is, too.
LRH: How about the floor?
PC: Yeah.
LRH: Is that closer to you?
PC: Uh-huh.
LRH: Oh, gee, this is bad, isn't it?
PC: It's different.
LRH: It's different?
PC: Yeah.
LRH: All right. How about that recorder there?
PC: They're all closer The walls are closer than they were.
LRH: The walls are closer Well, are they plainer to you?
PC: Yeah.
LRH: They a brighter color?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Something like that?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Why don't you feel the floor
PC: Yeah. I feel it. I feel it.
LRH: Does it feel more than it felt before?
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PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: All right. Feel the chair.
PC: Thah, that's real.
LRH: Is that real good?
PC: Yeah.
LRH: Is it solid?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Are things solider?
PC: Well, it's a...
LRH: What?
PC: Yeah.
LRH: Are things solider than they were? All right, feel the floor.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Feel the chair.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Feel the floor.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Feel the chair.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Feel the floor
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Feel the chair.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Remember something that's real.
PC: Yeah.
LRH: All right. Remember something else that's real.
PC: Yeah.
LRH: Remember something else that's real.
PC: Yeah.
LRH: Remember something else that's real.
PC: Yup.
LRH: Remember something else that's real.
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PC: Yup.
LRH: Remember something else that's real.
PC: Yup.
LRH: All right. Now, how about this room? Is this room closer to you?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Is that better or worse?
PC: Seems all right.
LRH: Should it be this close or should it be the same distance it was before?
PC: Oh, I don't think so. I think it's all right the way it is.
LRH: It's all right the way it is. Is it the proper proportions?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Hm? Is the ceiling square? Huh?
PC: No, it isn't square.
LRH: All right, what is it?
PC: It's long, oblong, I think that's what it's called.
LRH: All right, good. Is that a 90 degree angle up there?
PC: Ninety degrees – that's – if it's straight up and down, that's right.
LRH: That's 180, straight up and down.
PC: Well, it's not 90.
LRH: All right. 90 is where it takes a right angle turn.
PC: Well it isn't, it's straight up and down.
LRH: Straight up and down.
PC: In proper proportions.
LRH: It's in proper proportion. Take a look at Wing there, is he...
PC: Yeah, he's in proper proportions.
LRH: Is he in proper proportions, he hasn't got green eyes or anything?
PC: Well, I mean, things are the way they should be right now.
LRH: They should be this way?
PC: Mm-hmm. Sure.
LRH: Make you feel a little better to know that they're this way?
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Hm?
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PC: I was surprised that they would change, I mean, well, that's all right.
LRH: You're surprised they would change?
PC: Uh-huh.
LRH: Okay. Find the floor.
PC: I've got it.
LRH: Find the chair.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Remember something real.
PC: Yeah.
LRH: Think of something real big.
PC: Yup.
LRH: Think of something real small.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Think of something real big.
PC: Something else.
LRH: Real small.
PC: Mm-hmm.
LRH: Okay, how do you feel now?
PC: I feel fine.
LRH: All right. End of session.
PC: Thank you.
(End of lecture)
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Okay. Let's take up a – let's take up an aspect of Scientology you may not have tripped
across. I am going to make this a very short, simple, quiet dissertation – an aspect of
Scientology that you may not have thought of in connection with the Axioms.
The Axioms are agreed upon considerations. They are agreed upon considerations.
They are the central considerations which have been agreed upon. They are considerations.
A self-evident truth is the dictionary definition of an axiom. No definition could be
further from the truth. In the first place, a truth can not be self-evident because it is a static.
Anytime a static presents itself visibly to your view, let me know.
So, therefore, there is no “self-evidency” in any truth. We follow? This is not a selfevident truth, it never has been and never will be. However, there are self-evident agreements!
And that is what an axiom is.
Now, although these Axioms, getting agreed upon and solidified, are basically
considerations, they will not maintain themselves forever and aye as solid truths. You can
change your mind about the Axioms. You can run an axiom long enough so that you can
change your mind about it. Where does this leave it as a self-evident truth?
This is true of the axioms of geometry, physics, the various laws of physics, the laws
of chemistry and so on. It just happens that people got into a mechanical spin-spin-spin of
always agreeing upon this point, and so we got a self-evident truth.
Now, those fifty Axioms which comprise Scientology are not a dream up of “This
would be real nice” and so forth. They happen to be the fifty points (forty-nine really, one is
repeated) which became solidly enough agreed upon and were little enough admired so that
they persisted. You get the idea? They were sufficiently agreed upon and little enough
acknowledged that they became persistent. And these are the central points of agreement on
the whole track from which then derives the activity and behavior of all solid masses, of all
spaces and perforce, then thetans.
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This is an interesting thing. If you wish to feel as though there is no point from which
to start, I dare you to assimilate this datum: Everything is a consideration. As ye consider it so
it be, providing you agree upon it enough and nobody acknowledges it. Now, the task of
getting a consideration to persist is a very difficult one, but it could be done mechanically in
many ways. The way it is being done mechanically is not to acknowledge it. You get the
idea?
Now, how do you get a no-acknowledgment of one of these (quote) “self-evident”
considerations? Huh? How do you get a persistency?
We get in a “everybody knows that” frame of mind. “Well, therefore when somebody
says it, this is just stupid, so everybody knows that, so nobody acknowledges it.” Have you
got that? Huh?
Let's say you walk into this room and you say, “This room is warm,” and you know,
nobody turns around and looks at you and says, “That's right.” They say, “Sure it's warm, you
stupe.” That kind of a feeling they get about the thing and they don't answer you.
You come in and you – let's get worse than that – and you say, “You know, I am
wearing clothes.” Well, you might get a few people that will do a double-take and check over
whether or not you are wearing clothes or not, and you may have somebody with enough joje
de vivre that will suddenly look at you and say, “Yeah, so you are.' You know, just as a gag.
But the truth of the matter is those things which you announce that everybody knows usually
go unacknowledged.
If you came in and made a vast dissertation upon the fact that an apple when dropped
to the floor falls to the floor – everybody knows this! Newton probably had one of the
grimmest times you ever heard of trying to convince people that there was more significance
in this than he had first noted. That there was something around which was causing this. So
when you go through the subject of physics (you notice I didn't say “science” of physics), that
could – that body of considerations which have been agreed upon and not acknowledged
called physics, why you get yourself a fascinating thing. I mean, nobody goes through a
physics textbook and starts acknowledging all of these things, you know. “They're true,” so,
of course, everybody accepts that. You get the idea?
Now, that's how something like an axiom or a physical law or a natural law gets
codified. Somebody invents it and for awhile everybody carefully doesn't acknowledge it, so
it persists, you see. And – somebody invents it, just that, whole cloth, somebody invents the
fact that an apple is going to fall to the floor. And he goes around insisting this is the case and
other people don't acknowledge it and don't acknowledge it and don't acknowledge it and
don't acknowledge it and don't acknowledge it and all of a sudden their apples start falling to
the floor too. Up to that time they didn't! Isn't this curious?
It tells you that there very well might be a hundred thousand axioms, only there aren't.
You might as well have had lots of other considerations that weren't acknowledged that
everybody agreed upon, but we didn't have.
Why does this small set – why does this small set then occupy such an important
position? It is just this: that nobody ever acknowledged these things and so you've got a
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universe. And the others, sometimes they did and sometimes they didn't. And they are
physical peculiarities or mental peculiarities.
A fellow considers that every time he does something – every time he does something
for somebody, they immediately put on their hat. Well, this is a perfectly valid consideration,
just as valid as, “when you drop an apple it will fall to the floor.” “Every time I do something
for somebody he puts on his hat.” Do you get the idea? All right. Why isn't it an axiom?
“Every time I get married, I get divorced.” Movie star observation, consideration.
Nobody acknowledges this. It becomes a law for her! And because it isn't a law for everybody
we consider that aberrated. You see that? She's carrying along, then, a lot of peculiar laws.
But she is carrying them after the fact of that which is not acknowledged becomes solid –
after the fact!
We could have a whole universe built on this set of axioms: That which is
acknowledged becomes solid; and you would get a reverse universe to this one so that every
time you said, “Okay” to somebody, he weighed more. Do you get the idea? That would be
their considerations. Well, those aren't the considerations of this universe.
What we are studying here in the two-way cycle of communication, with this cycle is a
fascinating thing. It isn't fascinating because we invented it, but because we managed to
dredge it up as the background of solidity; it's the background of solidity.
First they enter into this pattern, you see, they enter into this pattern of communication
and the next thing you know, what have they got? They've got “no acknowledge, it becomes
solid.”
Now, get this please. There is no slightest liability in disobeying any of the Axioms of
Scientology or physics as far as an actual living thing is concerned. There is a liability to his
form; there is a liability to masses, to spaces, to energies. But no single living thing beyond
what (quote) “pain” (unquote) he might suffer because of loss or damage, no single living
thing is going to suffer. The live unit, the thetan, is not going to suffer but the masses will.
The energies, the spaces are liable to alter and twist. Now, you see this?
So any axiom is so far from a self-evident truth – that's in any science – it's so far from
a self-evident truth that it could be disobeyed with impunity so far as life is concerned.
People go around laying down laws, it makes a game, but these are the rules of the
game. After you come off of a football field, unless you are daffy, you don't feel that if you
were to touch another player or hold somebody's arm from crossing the street, that an umpire
is going to walk up and penalize you, you see – holding. We don't carry the inhibitions of
football off onto the city street unless we're batty. Battiness is carrying the rules of football
off onto the city street. You've up and played yourself a game, you quit playing the game, you
keep on playing the game but there's no longer any other – no teams and no playing field, but
you go on playing this game. See?
Well, this tells you immediately that if you ran the Axioms long enough as a process
on people and made them repeat the Axiom over and over and consider it over and over and
each time carefully acknowledged what they were saying, you know, each time they repeated
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it over and over, you said, “Uh-huh, all right.” And then you said, “No, a little bit of alteration
there, it goes this way.” And then they acknowledged the fact that you have just said it and
then they said it and you said it and you said it and they said it. And you acknowledged each
other back and forth and answered up right away and went on. The first thing you know the
individual will wind up, as you may have, in a frame of mind about one of these Axioms,
“What do you know, that – that's just an idea! Nothing connected with it at all! It's just an
idea. It's merely a consideration.”
Did any of you get that about any of the Axioms?
Audience: Yeah.
Did you?
Audience: Yeah. That's just an idea!
One of the more obvious ways to strip somebody out of the universe would simply to
run this process. You would just knock this universe as far as they were concerned to flinders
if you continued on with all fifty Axioms as nice as you please and got them to memorize
them, each time carefully acknowledging the fact that they had just repeated it. Do you follow
me?
Now, you're still operating, however, below the level of the laws of communication.
Remember, those are considerations too. All right. Now, let's take an example of that. Just
think to yourself now, think to yourself this: “People ought to answer me when I talk to
them.” Got that now? Think that.
All right. Well, all right.
All right, think that again: “People ought to answer me when I talk to them.”
Well, mm-mm, mm, all right. All right.
Let's think that again: “People ought to answer me when I talk to them.”
Okay. Mm-mm. Right. Mm-mm. Right. Okay.
Now, let's think that again: “People ought to answer me when I talk to them.”
Well, all right! Mm-mm. Okay. All right.
You get the idea? Isn't that horrible? Did anybody get a momentary feeling like this is
a piece of nonsense?
Female voice: Yeah.
Huh? Huh?
Female voice: I got dizzy.
You got dizzy? No kidding.
Female voice: I did!
Is that so? Now, all right, think this thing to yourself now. Think this thing to yourself
“I ought to answer up when I am spoken to.”
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Well, all right. That's right. Hm-mm. Okay.
All right, think that again: “I ought to answer up when I'm spoken to.”
Well, that's right. Yep. Hm-mm. Okay. Good.
All right, think that again.
Uh-huh. That's right. That's right.
Okay, think that again.
Uh-huh. That's so, that's so. Just so. Hm-mm.
All right, think that again.
Well, that's right. Uh-huh. Just so. Uh-huh.
All right, think it again. Well, okay. Uh-huh. Just so. That's right. Mm-mm. Is anybody
getting a sensation like “maybe under some circumstances I might not have to?”
Audience: Hm-mm.
All right, so the communication formula itself then, is a process, isn't it? It's a basic
consideration. And if the communication formula will solve all other laws, then the
processing of the communication formula itself ought to blow your preclear into next week.
You get this now?
Female voice: Gee!
So the most agreed upon thing which you've got is your communication formula and
the answer to this is, is because it works case after case after case after case. So, it must
therefore be that this case is composited on the basis of this communication formula. Right?
So, what about running out the communication formula as a process? I have just given
you an example.
I will give you another one of the processes which of course are self-evident now that
you know the formula again.
Has anybody ever got a deja vu with this whereby he's thought, you know, “I've been
here before”?
All right. Now, let's take the communication formula. “I've done all the talking, he
ought to talk.”
Yes sir, that's right.
All right, now think that again: “I've done all the talking, he ought to talk.”
Yes, sir.
Now, let's get – let's get that again. “I've done all the talking, now he ought to talk.”
Yes, sir! Absolutely!
All right, let's take it again.
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Yes, sir. Absolutely. Absolutely. Absolutely.
All right, let's think that again. “I've done all the talking, now he ought to talk.”
Okay. Yes sir. Absolutely. Absolutely. All right! All right.
Now let's reverse it. “He's done all the talking, now I ought to talk.”
Yes sir. All right.
Let's do that again. “He's done all the talking, I ought to talk.”
Yes sir. Absolutely. All right.
Let's do that again.
Uh-huh. Just so. Absolutely. Absolutely.
All right, let's try it again: “He's done all the talking, now I ought to talk.”
Okay. Just so. Absolutely. Right down the groove. Uh-huh. That's how it is.
Okay, what's the matter?
Did anybody get a headache or anything?
Audience: Wang, scoot, boom, skreek.
All right, let's go to the reverse of this now. Let's go to the reverse of this now. “I've
done all the talking, now he ought to talk.”
Yes sir. Absolutely. Yes, sir. Absolutely.
All right, let's do that one again.
Okay. Absolutely. Yep. Got it? Getting it? All right.
Now, let's turn it around the other way again. “He's done all the talking, now I ought to
talk.”
Yes sir. That's so. That's absolutely right. You bet. All right.
Now, how are you coming? It's pretty groggy isn't it?
Female voice: It hits like a...
Feels like a what?
Female voice: To me, it hits your head hard.
Yep. All right. Now, just get the idea “There ought to be communication.”
Yes sir. Absolutely. All right, let's try that again. “There ought to be communication.”
Yes sir. Absolutely. Okay.
All right, now let's get that again. “There ought to be communication.”
Yes sir. That's true. Yes sir. Absolutely.
All right, let's try it again. “There ought to be communication.”
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Yes sir. That's right. That's right.
There ought to be communication.
Okay. What happens as you do that? Murder?
Female voice: Well, all these “alls” “oughts” and “mosts” put terrible pressure on
somehow.
Uh-huh.
Female voice: So, oooh.
And that's true.
Female voice: It's wonderful.
All right, these are basically a consideration. We'd have to run it until it were very
evident to ourselves that this is a consideration, wouldn't we, if you haven't recognized it
clearly, if it hasn't come through as a bolt from the blue.
Now, let's get this one: “There ought to be communication to me.”
Yes, sir. Absolutely. That's right.
Now, let's get it again.
Male voice: It's almost a button on havingness.
All right, now let's get that again. “There ought to be communication to me.”
Yes sir. Absolutely. All right.
Now let's get that again.
Absolutely. That's correct. That's correct.
All right, let's get it again.
Yes sir. Yes sir. 100 percent.
All right, now let's get it again.
Uh-huh. That's right. There ought to be.
All right, now let's get it again. “There ought to me.” That's what you are supposed to
think now. Come on.
Yes sir. You are so right.
All right, now I am not going to acknowledge this, this time.
All right, think it again.
Think it again.
Think it again.
Think it again.
Think it again.
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Think it again.
Think it again.
Think it again.
Okay, how is that, huh?
Female voice: That fast, it leads to an explosion.
Yes sir.
Female voice: There will be no guessing there.
All right. All right. All right. All right. All right. All right. All right. All right. All
right. All right. All right. That's right, there should be communication to you, I agree with
you. That's right. That's correct. That ought to be and so forth.
Now, the fact that you need the communication formula still demonstrates to you that
you haven't flipped the central consideration yet. Right? Huh? You see this? This is not
necessarily a very fast process because you have been thinking this one for a long time!
But there is the centermost, key process of existence. It's simply getting the guy to get
the central portion ideas of the two-way communication formula, and get him to get those
ideas and then you acknowledge them and you answer them. And you just get him to get the
idea and you acknowledge. You get him to get the idea and you acknowledge. Sooner or later
he is going to blow through and he will say, “Communication? I wonder why I have to have
communication? Well, I guess there is a good and adequate reason.”
Now, the fact of the matter is the whole idea of two-ness is again a consideration –
that we have to have two. In view of the fact that the thetan is an individual, he gets caught
between the fact that this universe demands two and that he is one. And he gets caught
between these two things so that he can be hung up and put into a dwindling spiral. And the
top most mechanism of being trapped is: “I have to be two – I have to be one.”
All right. So you think now, “Now, you know I have to be two.”
Yes sir, that's right.
All right, let's do that again.
Yes, sir. How true, how true.
All right, now let's think that again.
How true. That's absolutely right. Yes sir.
All right, let's think that again. “I have to be two.”
That's right. Absolutely correct. Absolutely correct.
Let's think it again. “I have to be two.”
Yep, that's correct. That's right.
All right, now, let's alter that now. “I have to be one.” “I have to be one. Think that.

9ACC

590

16.12.09

AXIOMS: LAWS OF CONSIDERATION –
WHAT AN AXIOM IS

9

9ACC-28 -21.1.55

Yes sir, that's right.
Okay, think it again.
Yes sir. That's correct.
All right, now think it again.
Yes sir. Absolutely correct.
Well, let's think it again.
How right you are. How right you are. That's right.
All right, now let's think it again.
Yes, sir. Mm-mm. You're right.
All right, now let's think again “I have to be one.”
That's correct. That's correct.
That's right, you have to be one.
All right, now let's think it again.
Yes, sir, that's correct. That's correct.
All right, now let's think “I have to be two.”
Yes, sir. That's right.
All right, now think again “I have to be two.”
You betcha. That's right. All right.
Now, let's think it again. “I have to be two.”
Yes sir. Yes sir. Too true.
All right, now let's think it again.
Yep. Yep. That's right. That's right. All right.
All right, what's the matter? Is it completely knocking you out?
All right, now let's think it again. “I have to be two.”
Yes sir. Yes sir. That's right. All right.
Now let's think it again. “I have to be one.”
Yep. Uh-huh. That's right.
All right, let's think it again. “I have to be one.”
Yes sir, that's true. That's true.
All right, let's think it again. “I have to be one.”
Yes sir. That's true. That's right. That's right. Absolutely right. You're correct. All
right.
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Yes sir. Right. All right.
Now let's think “I have to have somebody to talk to.”
That's right. You're so right.
All right, now let's think that again. “I have to have somebody to talk to.”
Yes sir. That's correct. That's correct.
All right, now let's think that again.
You are so right. You are so right. You are absolutely right. You do have to have.
That's true. That's right. You are so right. Okay, you're so right.
All right, now again. “I have to have somebody to talk to.”
Yes sir. That's correct. That's correct. That's absolutely correct. That's right. That's
okay. You're so right.
All right, now let's think of that again: “I have to have somebody to talk to.”
Right. You're correct. All right.
Now, let me point out something to you, let me point opt something to you. Have you
ever had somebody to talk to when you said to yourself, “I have to have somebody to talk
to”?
Audience: Nope. No.
There is a central button. There is the central button right there. That's a never
acknowledged statement. Have you got it?
Audience: Yes.
That statement is not acknowledged. All right, now, that's about all there is to it. Did
you get that last one? “I have to have somebody to talk to,” then was never acknowledged,
was it? So, after you had bought a communication formula it had to hang up, didn't it. It
definitely had to hang up. These things are considerations. They can be processed as such.
And you have got one of the – one of the most interesting processes of Scientology.
That's all.
Thank you.
(End of lecture)
(End of 9th ACC)
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Definitions: Glossary Of Terms Part III
A lecture given on l4 January 1955
Okay. Completely aside from all the balderdash we have been going over, let's get it
down to something interesting and provocative. And let's start with a perfect duplicate. And if
you guys don't understand the perfect duplicate, you're going to wake up some day without a
mock-up because somebody made a perfect duplicate of you, and you're going to consider this
a big mystery.
A perfect duplicate is a duplicate made in the place of; in the time of; with the energy
of; surrounded by the space of the original, which tells you all it is, is a consideration that
there are now two there.
And it's a funny thing about this universe: if you consider that two things are occupying the same space, made out of the same space, same energy, same time, in the same place,
all you had to do is consider that and it'll disappear. And if you could consider that perfectly
and not think of the word hippopotamus while you did it, why, Earth and everything else
would start going by the boards.
Every once in a while you get somebody who is oriented in the direction, in Dianetics,
in the direction of erasure. Erasure was not making things disappear; erasure was taking the
sense or significance out of the mass, and you then at least had the mass. And so we could get
away with running engrams. But if you start making perfect duplicates out of engrams, you
lose the sense, significance and mass.
Now, it's an interesting thing that you don't necessarily need to make a perfect duplicate of the significance to make the thing disappear. That simply turns up and blows. You
don't have to know what the significance of something is in order to make a perfect duplicate
of it. Many people hang up on that fact. It's totally a mechanical thing.
Now, this perfect duplicate, led to - discovery of; led to a great deal of advancement in
theory. It became very obvious what an ultimate truth was. The rationale of this, you will discover, in The Creation of Human Ability and in The Auditor's Handbook, first copy; very
little of it there, it's in The Creation of Human Ability.
And this rationale is simply on this basis: A thetan is attempting to make things duplicate him. And if he thinks he's a mass, then he'll try to make things into a mass; and if he
thinks of himself as a static, then he'll try to make things into a static. And the technique he's
been looking for is perfect duplication. He could make everything duplicate him if he did this.
Now, his search for an ultimate truth is simply this: an ultimate duplicate. And the ultimate duplicate of a thetan would be a static, and that's all there is to it.
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The great oddity, the great oddity of the perfect duplicate is that it apparently leads to
one of the finest processes you ever heard of An engram turns up, you run the guy back into
birth, you say, "Make a perfect duplicate of it." He does, and he makes a running-fire duplicate, you know - so that he's taking each motional moment of birth, you see, and he just
makes a running-fire duplicate - and bang! Birth is gone. So is its energy gone; so is its ma everything. It's all gone. Nicest thing you ever saw in your life. He gets sick as hell. Taken all
his mass away from him. The only reason he's holding onto the engram is the mass. I say the
only reason; there is a significance reason.
So the perfect duplicate was quite a discovery. And when I fell into that one, I felt I
had either gone up a long way or fallen a long way.
Now, if you were to make your remote viewpoints over here - set up a remote viewpoint opposite every particle of energy in that wall over there, and then have the remote viewpoint make a perfect duplicate of the particle at the point of its origin, the wall would disappear. It really does disappear. Little chunks of it can be made to disappear like this with somebody. It's very curious, very curious. If thetans are trying to make nothing out of something all
the time, why, there's their chance.
Okay. Now, let's take up this word - by the way, the perfect definition, what is a perfect duplicate? It is a duplicate made in the same location with the same energy as the original. Just say it's made with the same MEST as the original, and that is the correct answer. It's
a perfect duplicate, not a thing wrong with it, except that everything, then, disappears. This
word dynamic is something you better not have omitted. Dynamic was chosen to represent an
energetic urge or thrust and the word dynamic itself was an urge, a thrust, a motion toward
survival. And for our purposes, we could really call it an energetic effort to survive. Get that?
Dynamic has little more than consideration connected with it. It's not just a consideration, you see, although you - basically, everything is a consideration. A dynamic is actually an
energetic urge in a certain direction. Working things with stuff; and so forth, in order to get
someplace in the direction of survival.
And you know the dynamics: self; sex, group, man, life, MEST, spirits and infinity.
Proper answer for the eighth is infinity, not the supreme being. But you could write it supreme being if you wanted to, but don't lose track of it yourself. It doesn't mean supreme being. We don't know if there is one, unless it's you and me, and him over there. And all of us
together got into a disagreement and decided we'd better agree on something, so we did, and
we got a universe. Although there's some curiosa in this line which is fabulous. There's apparently something which takes all the responsibility there is for making men and something that
takes all the responsibility there is for making women. We call these things the spirit of man,
the spirit of woman. There's also the spirit of dogs, the spirit of trees, the spirit of grass, the
spirit of cows, and so on. If we start granting beingness to this particular spirit, we get ourselves into some interesting situations.
You go and start fooling around with an ant who is crawling along, he's crawling
along the ground, he's minding his own business, he's not bothering you, he's not processing
anybody or throwing around any entheta, he isn't publishing Dianotes or Aberree; he's not
doing anything, you understand, I mean, he's minding his own business. Nothing he could be
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killed for. And we're exteriorized, see, and we just push him a little bit, push him off course.
He'll come back onto course again. Push him off course. He'll come back onto course again.
And we'll really shove him off course and make him - if you do it about one more time, he'll
start to run in circles. He'll, you know, get dizzy, upset; his course and direction is very much
disturbed. And then about this time, you will feel there is something very angry somewhere.
You'll just have that feeling that there's something upset.
[Ed notes: The glossary included with the cassette tapes defined "Aberree: the title of
a publication that gave false and slanderous statements about Scientology" and "Dianotes: A
squirrel publication (one which gives offbeat or altered Dianetics or Scientology technology)
issued around the time of this lecture"]
Now, it is not the thetan running the ant, if we consider that the ant has a thetan who is
interiorized or in his vicinity, and so on. It's something much bigger and much more powerful,
and at this moment you have contacted the spirit of at least that breed of ants. And you keep
on fooling with this ant, and this spirit just gets madder and madder and madder and madder
and then skips it. Nothing happens.
You talk about the amount of threat which is levied, however; it's terrific. And I have
discovered this and have learned not to worry about it every time I have disturbed any particular type of life form. For instance, I've made some experiments on jack rabbits. Tried to
find out what jack rabbits were thinking about. Boy, are they aberrated. And jack rabbits jack rabbit sees a coyote over here in back of a bush one day and thereafter every bush of that
type has a coyote behind it. And of course, the jack rabbit can't investigate this because he
hasn't the strength to enforce his investigation, so he has to consider then that every bush of
that type has a coyote behind it. And he goes along one day and he sees a wolf; and the wolf
is sitting behind a rock. And the jack rabbit notices this and escapes, and then he has to consider that every rock of that color has a wolf behind it. And do you know that they're so daffy
that the size of the rock has nothing to do with it thereafter. A great big rock has a wolf behind it or a little rock has a wolf behind it, a little tiny pebble, if it's all the same color, each
one has a wolf behind it.
And he has to walk in the most superstitious courses you ever ran into. And he is so
superstitious! He believes, he believes that the moon, when it's half tipped over in a certain
particular direction, and so forth, means he's going to get et before the night is out. He also
dances by the moon and he has tribal rites and so on. But he's nuts, see. Perfectly nuts.
You talk about identification. Man, a jack rabbit's sure got it. When he gets scared
about something, even though to thee or me it'd be a very light lock indeed, it is a permanent
trauma with a jack rabbit to be handed down through all remaining generations of jack rabbits. Oh, it's fabulous.
Coyotes, coyotes are 1.1, but in f - very definitely 1.1. And wolves are "only one,"
even when they run in a pack, they're an "only one" sort of a nature.
Each one of these things has its own definite characteristics. But every one of them
has in common this factor, that you start fooling around with the anchor points of a jack rabbit
and steer him off course and steer him off course and steer him off course or short out his
brain or something of this sort, so he'll go appetite over tin cup at a high run. It's very amazing
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to a jack rabbit to all of a sudden have all of the neurons controlling his running, short, you
know, and his commands are not going through, nothing is continuing in any direction. He'll
go appetite over tin cup. But you do something like that and something gets awful mad.
Something way off there someplace, you know? And it gets madder and madder and madder
and madder and gives it up.
Now conversely, I took a guy one time that'd just eaten some poisoned fish, and knowing this weird fact, I then started to process the spirit of this particular type of fish, had this
guy grant it beingness. And it got madder and madder and he got sicker and sicker and all of a
sudden he was perfectly well. Get the idea?
There's evidently something which makes a whole lot of GEs of one kind, and possibly a something for every kind of these GEs. And this thing does demand propitiation and if
you were good and weak-minded, you'd go ahead and propitiate. The right course is to make
the jack rabbit keep on tumbling because it won't do anything to you. But it could enforce its
wrath upon somebody who would eat one of its mock-ups by having the mock-up be very
poisonous. It has very definite laws by which it does this. Curiosa, just curiosa.
I've had - by the way, we have several homosexuals and lesbians who have been very
well fixed up by granting beingness to the spirit of man and the spirit of woman. A girl, for
instance, who is definitely on the boy side of the register straightened out her case simply by
having her grant beingness to the spirit of woman, grant beingness to the spirit of woman. All
sorts of locks and things fly off; but the fact of the matter is the body reverts to a feminine
characteristic. So, maybe it isn't just curiosa. Maybe it's worth knowing.
We straightened out two of the worst ones you ever wanted to see here, just a very
short time ago. The auditor got a happy inspiration all of a sudden and said, "Well, just grant
some beingness to the spirit of woman. Oh, the person just couldn't do this, so we had to grant
some beingness on a gradient scale. It was grant beingness was in this wise: Permit it to exist.
"What of a woman's paraphernalia could you be - would you permit to continue in existence?"
"Fhhhh. Oh, um - " Finally, "A park bench that a woman had - which an old bum was
asleep on at the moment, but which a woman had sat on two or three years ago." Yet way
afield, got her started in that direction, then worked it right on up to where the person could
grant beingness to the spirit of woman. And all of a sudden a physiological change took place
which was quite marked.
No wonder rabbits get superstitious. I get superstitious myself when I start looking
over some of this stuff. The very little phenomena like that lying around. There are storm god
phenomena and there's the God of Storms over in India that the boys go over and talk to every
once in a while. There's the God of the Typhoon who lives down off the coast of Africa. The
typhoons that sweep on up into the Caribbean are generated down there. And he doesn't know
why he does this, there isn't any reason, but it's a good game. And there are other thetans of
this magnitude around who sooner or later will be inside somebody's head.
All right. Here we have effort. Effort has the same definition it has always had in
physics, which is force with direction. A physical effort in the MEST universe; force with
direction. Force does not have direction. When you call it effort, it does have direction. You
see that?
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All right. Then some things dropping from somewhere at random and going off in
various directions could still be a force. But when we give those a direction and when we say
the force is applied in a certain direction, we use the word effort. Now, there's Effort Processing which has been long gone and so on. But Effort Processing was a fantastic thing in that it
showed that the body was a composite of efforts and counter-efforts, and you could see an
engram in its formation making up for some future form.
So that this whole principle of making a facsimile would be the principle of an effort.
And when an individual has an effort to resist something or keep something from going away,
he makes some honeys. That's one thing you really should know about an effort; they just
make some lulus. You know that if this individual's got some pressure on his nose that he's
objecting to, and you started to process it with Communication Processing, the next thing you
know it would be a little bit deeper into the nose and then it'd be a little bit deeper and then
it'd probably hit his mouth, and then it'd probably be back about the level of his ear at which
moment he'd be feeling apathetic. Got the idea? In other words, he's resisting this incoming
effort. It's his resistance, his continued resistance toward an imagined effort which is long
since gone, which is holding that force there. And there is apathy on this channel. There's also
grief. There's also any other emotion.
Now, you should know this, because you will see a preclear go into various emotional
tones and drop and rise on Communication Processing. And Communication Processing is a
good process; Effort Processing is a poor process. If you didn't have anything else, it'd be real
good, but it's a real poor process, really. But the liability of Effort Processing still shows up in
Communication Processing in that the individual in resisting - Now, by the way, there could
be - same thing, you know. He could be - been preventing somebody from going away from
him, and you start to have communication occur and communication occur in that area, and
communication occur and this thing starts going away from him and gets further and further some kind of a mass or a ridge, you see - and all of a sudden he starts to feel very apathetic,
and so on. Run it just a little bit longer and he will let go of it. What happens there? As it gets
further away his effort to keep it from going away is seen to be failing and this failure results
in the manifestation we call apathy.
So incoming or outgoing, any force is liable to wind an individual up in apathy as the
interim or midpoint of the communication process. You follow me? It'll be the midpoint.
Now, as he goes into effort, you'd better run it just as long the other way. See, I mean,
you just do the same process, but if he goes into apathy - . First, he'll go into effort and so
forth, you'd better run it long enough to let him hit a little apathy or something of the sort. If
he's got big ridges or forces moving around, he'll sure go into apathy. And then you'd better
run it a little bit further.
Well, you know what really happens? It runs out of the effort band into the emotional
band and where the effort finally ceases to be effort and becomes emotion, the emotion is apathy. So he's just starting up tone. You got that? So you'd run it long enough to get him on up
tone. He'll come up tone. Well, you should know that about effort.
The thought-emotion-effort, the know-look-emote-effort-think-symbols-eat-sexmystery, that band right there is the full band. Thought-emotion-effort was an earlier version
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of it. And when you started to work out effort in any direction at all, why, you'd move up usually into the emotional band, and this was painful or it was upsetting to the preclear in some
fashion, and so an auditor is likely to quit right about that time. Well, he's just winning, he's
just beginning to win. The apathy is above the solid mass which the individual was a moment
before. And actually, he feels better, although he's apathetic. He couldn't feel at all just before,
you see. So of course he feels better.
All right. So the earliest band of this, by the way, the earliest one was the emotional
band as demonstrated in Book One. By the way, have you ever done - have you ever recognized that Science of Survival's Chart of Human Evaluation is an expansion of the Chart of
Survival, which is the first chart in Book One?
Male voice: Yup.
The earliest form of the Chart of Human Evaluation is that Book One chart.
By the way, in investigation, I decided a long time ago that if I couldn't represent
something in a two-dimensional graph, it probably wasn't true or it had some missing factors
in it. That's a fascinating regimen that many a philosopher should've watched. If he couldn't
express something on a two-dimensional graph, why, he had something missing someplace.
It's just sort of an arbitrary thing but it happens to work out to be true. You'd say, "Well, heck,
you've left space out of it." You should be able to express space on a two-dimensional graph.
Now, emotion is a connector between thought and effort, manifestation of beingness,
so forth. One handles motion on a direct ratio with his ability to handle emotion and the
higher his emotion level, the more control he can exert over motion; the lower his emotion
level, the more he succumbs to motion.
What is emotion? Emotion is the first solid manifestation of looking. One runs from
looking into emotion. Emotion is the first solid manifestation of this.
I'm not going to talk to you all this hour about these axioms; I have something else to
talk to you about.
Energy is postulated particles in space.
An engram - oh, please, please know what an engram is. An engram is a - its most rudimentary definition which'd be a quite correct one, it's a moment of pain and unconsciousness. And we'd have to go on and say: contained in a facsimile form. You wouldn't have to
contain all perceptics to be an engram. You could have a half-erased engram and it'd still be
sitting there as an engram. You'll still find them. You'll still run into them.
Exteriorization is the act of moving the thetan outside of the body.
Facsimile is a recording in energy of an incident or part of an incident, in the physical
universe, that should be. It's a theta recording in the physical universe, but it's really made out
of energy. I mean, it has mass. It has mass. It has position.
There's an interesting anatomy of facsimiles, by the way. Facsimiles are double. There
is the facsimile that happened then and the facsimile made by remembering the facsimile
then. And a person's facsimiles which he's got close up to him are the second facsimile. See,
the original facsimile is lying back at the place where it happened. He keeps his facsimiles
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located in locations, so that if he ever approaches that location again, the facsimile will restimulate him and scare him so that he won't have to think about the thing.
Male voice: There's your jack rabbits.
Jack rabbits.
All right. The genetic entity, that's what we call a GE. We were just talking about the
spirit of man and the spirit of woman. Black Hackton - you're in Arizona now so I'll tell you
how the GE came into being - Black Hackton built it. After he built the sky and the Earth,
why, Black Hackton made birds and fish and animals, and there was nobody to appreciate
them, so he created man. And he made him out of clay and so forth. And that's who did it:
Black Hackton. That's the Apache legend of the creation of man. So, you want to know that.
That's his proper name.
I asked a young Apache the other day if he'd run into Black Hackton lately, and he
didn't know who I was talking about. Isn't that curious? I mean, his tribal lore is probably better known today to white men than to Apaches.
But Black Hackton was quite a boy, quite a boy. Sort of looked to me like an invader
from space mock-up, myself. I always kind of thought this was probably what it was, because
no thetan covered completely with blackness would do much mocking up. But anyway, that's
who made the world: Black Hackton. And he made all these GEs.
The GE, actually, is an evolved piece of machinery. Many life forms of one kind or
another get trapped and they undergo a mutual sort of an agreement and their planning is all
based on two postulates. You want to know what those postulates are? Yeah, you can just
take a GE to pieces with these two postulates. There are three, if you really want to take them
to pieces.
The first one is convince, an effort to convince somebody. Convince. And when he
can't convince him by thought, he drops into emotion, and when he can't convince him by
emotion, he drops into effort, and when he can't convince him by effort, why, he thinks about
it. And then probably talks about it, the plaintive sort of thing, "What they did to me," that
you say you occasionally hear from preclears.
And then he'll drop into eating it. You know, to solace himself about the whole thing,
he goes into an inversion and he starts to eat. And if he can't eat well, he'll go into sex. Demonstration of that later fact, by the way, is actually - it's actually demonstrable. You can take a
rat, family of rats, and starve them, and they'll begin to breed like mad. Although there's less
food for the future, they will breed faster. And if you feed them well, why, they will not
breed.
So that the cattle here in the fed areas in Arizona and in the West have recently
dropped in their birth rate to an alarming degree, and stockmen are very, very upset about
this. They don't know what to do about it. Well, we could tell them. All they'd have to do is
take a certain part of their breeding stock and just cut hell out of their rations, and they'd get
cattle.
Male voice: Starve them periodically.
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Hmm?
Male voice: Starve them periodically?
Well, just take certain breeding stock, and then you'd have your - the stock that you're
feeding to market, and take breeding stock and don't feed that breeding stock, don't feed them
well at all, and you'll get lots of young calves.
Male voice: I want the second postulate.
Oh, you want - you still want that second postulate. Well, the first one is convinced
and the next one is constancy. Just the idea of constancy, of loyalty, of constancy, of sticking
with it, sticking to it on and on. You know, you can practically kill somebody just by running
"I must be constant," or match terminaling constancy, the idea, or any one of these things. It
just tears the GE right to pieces.
Male voice: (unclear)
Well, I was going to talk to you about this a little bit later: must acknowledge. If you
were to deny an acknowledgment or communication, that would be the end of that.
Now, the genetic entity got there evidently by trying to convince people and showing
them what had happened in massed form when they couldn't show him in - with ideas. And
they keep holding up this mass, these masses, and so forth. Anybody who's holding up masses
has been inhibited from convincing somebody with ideas, so if he can't convince people with
ideas, he starts convincing people with masses.
If you want to know how birth gets into restimulation, well, this is a GE under way of
manufacture. Little boy comes up to his mama and tells him [her] he remembers birth, and
Mama says, "Oh, no, nonsense." He'll show it to her, get the idea? And he'll actually wear it
from there on, waiting for her to say, "Yes, Johnny, you really do remember birth."
Male voice: Something Johnny just said, invention.
What's that?
Male voice: The guy that couldn't convince somebody that his idea worked, built it.
Oh, yes. Yeah, the built invention. Of course, he goes on the lower harmonic of that
and merely invents and doesn't even tell - or he may just start talking, and then after a while
he won't even talk to anybody about his invention. Masses come about invariably through a
failure to convince, and when they start failing to convince people, they go down in masses.
A very, very important factor in Scientology, you try to tell people about engrams, you
try to tell them about aberration, and you eventually get to the point where you have to wear
it, because they won't listen to you.
The Grand Tour is of course just one of the R1 processes, "Be here. Be there," having
to do with this particular galaxy.
Havingness is defined here as mass occupying the same space as the preclear. That's
quite a trick. If it actually occupied the exact same space as the preclear, it would disappear.
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So it would merely be mass possessed by the pre clear or others. That'd be a very understanding definition of it.
You understand that if you ask a preclear to bring in havingness, it disappears, if he
brings it all the way in. It'll only remain there if he brings it only partly in. So to have anything, an individual can't possibly finish the action of bringing it in.
I, the thetan, the center of awareness, that part of the total organism that is fundamentally cause. A thetan has quality, not quantity. Lot of other things you could say about the
thetan.
Center of awareness is the aware of being aware unit.
Invalidation: a statement, action or inference that makes the preclear appear wrong. In
version: a switch to the opposite obsessive consideration as from compulsion to inhibition.
Now, here you have a dichotomy at work. An individual says long enough, "I can work; I can
work; I can work; I can work." Now, given this factor that he's trying to convince somebody
he can work, the next thing you know he can't work. Now, it would just be - that's the most
elementary definition of an inversion, would be to slip to the other side of the dichotomy.
Do you know that an individual could obsessively flow - this depends upon convincing people, obsession flow, stuck flows, for this to happen at all? But an individual goes down
the Know to Sex Scale and then inverts. He actually can run the dynamics and invert on the
dynamics. Instead of an urge towards survive, he gets an urge toward succumb on each one of
the dynamics. That's an immediate inversion of each one of the dynamics. You can take any
pre clear and see where he is in the process of inverting.
Now, there's another type of inversion which is not inversion, but which is assumption
of the valence. One abandons his own identity and takes on another identity. And this goes
hand in glove with inversion.
A thetan runs into a trap and becomes the trap. And if you run him as a trap for a little
while, he'll all of a sudden say, "You know, there's a thetan in here someplace?" And then the
damnedest, horriblest apathy will turn on as he suddenly discovers that he's it. Now, there is
an inversion of identity.
So an inversion means a switch to the opposite side of the dichotomy or object. Key-in
is the incident that first brings about restimulation of an engram. Oh, brother. We could go
into that endlessly. That's a big subject, key-in, best covered in Dianetics: The Modern Science of Mental Health. It is an analytical level occurrence which keys in an engram. That's the
proper definition.
Life continuum: one individual attempting to carry on the life of another deceased individual or departed individual - another deceased or departed individual - by means of generating in his own body the infirmities and mannerisms of the deceased or departed individual. It's trying to carry on the life of another who is deceased or departed. And a person doesn't have to be deceased for you to carry on a life continuum for him.
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It's quite obsessive, by the way; it isn't volitional. A life continuum is not volitional.
The individual misses the other person to such a degree that he keeps the other person around
by being him, only he doesn't have a cognizance of this.
Why doesn't he have cognizance of this? It's because he's manifesting it in mass, manifesting it in a mass form by tokens or spaces or desires for masses, and so forth. And this is all
mass. Life continuum is a mass problem. You got that, now? Problem in masses. That is the
only time that you would be worried or think twice in a preclear about a life continuum, it
would be a problem in masses.
Male voice: Wouldn't a life continuum just be sort of a solid form of a valence shift?
Well, that's the manifestation that we're interested in here when we say life continuum.
He's taken on some of the shape or some of the objects or some of the mannerisms, actions of
this other individual. And he just - he's just got - still got that other individual here, you see?
Very often he'd have a mock-up of Mama standing out here two feet from him.
Yes?
Female voice: It doesn't have to be human either does it?
No, no. You can run a life continuum on a locomotive.
All right. Now, anything which goes into mass form is out of thought form, isn't it.
Huh? It's out of thought form. The first thing you should know about masses is a mass is a
thought so solid that one is not thinking about it. Got that? It's a memory. A mass is a solid
memory.
But one doesn't think about a solid memory, but when it starts to come apart, one starts
to think. You got the idea? It's just starting to come up scale, and of course it just goes up the
mystery, on up toward know, you see. And it'll come up to think, and he'll figure-figure-figure
before he really hits the more solid portion of it.
By the way, your preclear starts... figure-figure-figure-figure-figure-figure-figure, you
watch out; he's got a mass, he's going to have a mass in just a moment. He's giving birth. Just
a little bit up scale from there. Line charge is a prolonged spell of uncontrolled laughter, crying, which may be continued for several hours. You certainly know what line charges are.
A lock: an apparently minor incident which assumes an unreasonable importance due
to its containing some similarity to and restimulating an earlier engram or engram chain. You
can have a chain of engrams, several - the fellow can be PDHed by a dentist or something,
several ways, several times, and then eventually this gets keyed in, and then you can have
sitting on top of that a number of locks. Well, a lock is just a repetition of a key-in. You know
all about that.
Matter is grouped particles of energy located in a relatively stable relationship to each
other.
MEST: the initial letters of matter, energy, space and time, meaning physical universe.
Mind is the machines, circuits, facsimiles, memories and so forth which are used in the
individual's thinking process, plus the thetan. I'm afraid that nothing exists in the absence of
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life. Life gone, there isn't anything. You could have a pretty solid life form, but it'd still be
alive. A mind has to be alive to be considered a mind. You can't have an electronic brain be a
mind, not by our understanding of it. It can be a thinking machine. The mind is not a part of
the thetan; it's not necessary for the higher level activities of a thetan.
It's perfectly true, here we're talking about mind, but remember, for a mind to be alive
or functioning, it's got to have some life in it somewhere.
A mock-up is a full perceptic energy picture in three dimensions created by the thetan
and having location in space and time. Now, that's the ideal definition. A mock-up is something that the thetan puts up and says is there. That's what a mock-up is, something the thetan
puts up and says is there.
A motivator is an overt act by another determinism against the preclear. There should
be, right under that, motivator hunger. An individual who's done so many overt acts, he's got a
nice stuck flow, but he starts - he inverts on it and he begins to crave things being done to
him. If you don't recognize that with your preclears, you're going to have a lot of trouble with
some preclear sooner or later.
He is just - he just - oh, man! What he would - why, what he would pay you if you just
hit him in the jaw. And here you are processing motivators out of him, and he'll just get more
and more hungry, more and more hungry, more and more hungry, more and more hungry.
This guy's been a beast and he hasn't any reverse flow to compensate for this. And so you get
motivator hunger, and it really should be right there.
There's also overt hunger. Individual's been done to and done to and done to until he
know longer cares who he shoots. You've got a criminal. See, he'll just do anything completely irresponsibly. Enough has been done to him - . Here's an example. Somebody walks
up to you and hits you over the head with a club and while you're down, gouges out one eye
and kicks all your teeth in and so forth. And you're not fond of this at all. So if he did this
with malice aforethought and it was a felony and so on, you now feel that you have the right
to gun him down, one way or the other. You now have the right to wreck him. Well, that in
itself is overt act hunger. This is quite a remarkable thing, this overt act-motivator sequence,
and motivator hunger and overt act hunger. Generals, of course, who have been taught to go
into war and taught to war and taught to war and all the things that happen to them in the form
of red tape and punishments and reprimands and so forth, and boy, they get so damn overt act
hungry, they'll send out battalions just to get slaughtered. You know, men pound at them and
hammer at them and give them a bad time, and they'll finally turn around and start to butcher
everybody in sight.
It's quite remarkable. You'll see this thing working out in the behavior patterns of life.
What it is, is a flow getting stuck in one direction and then it gets so stuck that it can't stick
any further, and it starts to cave in on the individual. It becomes obsessive. Curious business,
motivators.
Necessity level is degree of emergency in present time environment. It would be that
amount of commotion necessary to extrovert the individual into action in present time. That
would be necessity level. That amount of urgency or commotion necessary in the environment
to extrovert the individual and put him into motion in present time.
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Two hundred and ten miles an hour in a car would bring almost anybody into present
time, even a psycho. Lots of people come into present time and extrovert on an emergency
level of sixty miles an hour. See, the danger in the environment is getting more and more apparent, more and more apparent, and it'll finally extrovert them. It'll take their attention right
off their bank.
By the way, this is operational shock. We'll sometimes operate on somebody and have
him key out all the way on down the board. When an operation's successful, this has happened so we wonder why anybody would operate on anybody. We can produce emergency
present time environment shocks much more easily than putting somebody under anesthetic.
It'd be a silly way to go about it, give him another engram.
You probably could make somebody key out. I know I have seen a couple of instances
of this. I saw a sailor one time utterly change his personality, just completely change his personality. He was never the same man afterwards. He was a much better boy. But he had hit a
sufficient amount of emergency to extrovert him, and he continued to be extroverted over
such a period of time that his attention had come off of practically everything on which it was
fixed in his bank, and he was a happy-go-lucky, cheerful fellow afterwards, and up to that
time he'd been the most grumbling, growly fellow you ever saw.
A crew, by the way, has to - it's an old saw - that a naval crew has to go through an action before it starts to work as a ship. In other words, they have to have enough present time
emergency or urgency to get their attention off themselves and onto the environment.
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