6809C25 Class VIII TAPE 2
WHAT STANDARD TECH DCES

Thank you. Thank you. And here we are. Wiat's the date?
It's the 25th of Septenber AD 18.

In the parlance of former religions, 1968.

Well we have a few, we have a few tel egrans here. Please
relay our congratulations to first Class VIII course, and
to Ron who nade it possible. You have our fullest Hawaiian
al oha.

John, LRH Communi cator Hawaii, for EC Hawaii and all
Scientol ogists in Hawaii .

And here's congratulations first Cass VIII course
students. Standard tech is here to stay.

Thank you Ron. LRH Com and staff, San Franci sco.

And dear Ron, thanks and appreciation fromall Africa and
Joberg staff and Scientologists on first Cass VIII course.
LRH Comm Africa and LRH Conm Joberg.

Dear Ron, congratulations to you and all students on first
Class VIII course. W know the boomthis will be, and boon
this will be to manki nd. Love, LRH Comms US, ASHO and LA.

Executive Councils US, American Saint Hill Organization and
Los Angel es.

And send congratul ations on first Cass VIII course. Love,
Executive Council ANTS.

Ron, congratul ations on Class VIII course. WIIl be fabul ous
to have a Cass VIII case cracking super back. Thanks.

Love, Kathy, Doris and Phil, Mra, the EC of Seattle Day
and Foundati on. From Seattle.

Congratul ations on first ever Cass VIII course. My
success ring throughout Earth and bounce between the
pl anets of the universe. Henry and crew, OIL, WV

To first Cass VIII students. Congratul ati ons on being
chosen and on attending the first ever Cass VIII course.
Fantastic. Love fromall Africa and Joberg staff and

Sci ent ol ogi st s.

Very good. Well now, let's get down to business. Were does
standard tech begin? What is it? It is the accumul ati on of
those exact processes which make a way between humanoi d and OT.

The exact nethod of organi zing them the exact nethod of
delivering them and the exact repair of any errors nade on



that route.

Now that is quite remarkabl e because in actual fact that

gi ves you 100 percent. It's a 100 percent action. There are
no unauditabl e cases unless they're not present. If you
can't get thempresent they are unauditable. And that is
one of the cases that is unsolvable. And in actual fact the
only case that is unsol vable.

Now you can think at once, what about the person who is
bei ng audited agai nst his own determ ni sn? What about the
unconsci ous person he is present? Wiat about the
psychoanal yst, you know t he psychoanal yst, he had a | ot of
troubl ed cases. And let's see, man's never been able to do
this sort of thing before. And there are different cases.
And there're al so suppressives. And we've got the so forth
and question, question, question. And that's what |'m
trying to cure you nonkeys of. Inpolite.

Now. In the first place as far as the case who is present
is concerned, if you did an assessnent |ist and you put
down a reading item"isn't present”, there wouldn't be
anybody to do the assessnment on, so that is nissing on the
resistive case list. But the rest of them if you can't
knock of f a hundred percent on it, why you need your

fl ywheel adjusted. The uh... that's a fact. That's a fact.
There isn't much excuse for m ssing.

Let us take the fell ow who doesn't want to be audited. And

he i s sonehow or anot her persuaded to be present in the
auditing room Now you say at once that we will overwhel mthe
mans' determ nism naturally, by forcing auditing on him

No, we don't overwhel m his determ ni smbecause basically

his own determ nismwould want to be audited.

So we have the oldest renedy of this there is, and it
hasn't changed for years and years and years and years, and
it does exist. And all you do is engage in itsa on how he
doesn't and why he doesn't want to be audited. That's all.
That's the renedy.

If you can get the fellow to explain why he doesn't want to
be audited, why he hates to be audited, why auditing so
forth, bopa-wop wop, you've got it. But if you let him
stray out into the other dynami cs you haven't got it. If he
sits there and tells you how all Scientol ogists are bad,
and how no lesson is so hard... then pig face, the big
politician has said fromthe depths of his inplantedness
howit's all bad, if you let himgo off into this line of
country you are not following the main line. And the main
line is sinply, why doesn't he want to be audited? Do you
fol | ow?

Now the other may start to blow off but you may repeat the
question because he's departed fromit. Now if you can get
himto explain in the fullest extent this exact process, it
is an exact process. It has no discussion of Scientol ogy



connected with it whatsoever. It is sinply his itsa on the
subject of. Now, he will cone to a point where a basic
begins to appear into view and you sinply go on into
session and run it. Do you follow? There's nothing to it.
It's just a session approach

So therefore he doesn't want to be audited, and he is asked
to explain why he doesn't want to be audited, and he wll
there upon give as to the reasons why, and then he will hit
sone basic reason why, and you'll find yourself running
sonet hing on the order of a secondary or an engram Now you
push himon through it. You don't push himthrough
covertly. You never do any of this covertly. | hear of some
audi tor covertly auditing. Ooooo! If he hasn't got his
hands on the cans you're liable to pass the F/N. And he'll
hold onto the cans. He doesn't know what they are. W don't
even know, he doesn't even know what he's talking about.

But he will, guided in his itsa, guide hinmself right down
into the channel of his resistance. It could wi nd up nost
anyplace. It could wind up in a prep check. It could w nd
up in a secondary. it could wind up, don't you see? And
he' Il start answering these questions and the next thing
you know he's in session and feels a |ot better for it, and
he' Il go away shaking you by the hand.

Now there isn't anything covert about it. You keep your TRs
in, you do your auditing job, you read your neter the sane
way and everything el se. He's explaining why he doesn't
want to be audited. Do you follow? And it is the nost
fundanental rudinment.

Now I, | look with horror at a green form which wi nds up as
one of its' items very late on the green formthat the PC
did not want to be audited in the first place. It takes
this form He didn't want a reviewin the first place. Wll
an auditor's a pretty dimbulb if he hasn't been able to
detect that.

A fellow cones in, and you say, "Alright, good. Have a seat
here." Now at that nmonent you pick up the first out
rudiment. See, it's actually not sonething you put in al
rudi ments, because for the excellent reason it just wastes
time. This guy sits down, and so on. Now you could say it's
a mssed withhold, it's athis, it's a that. W don't care
what it is. It's just the fact that he doesn't want to be
audited. So you think now we're dealing with uh,... You
think we're dealing with M. Swillengullet the fanous
politician, or M. Jogbog who is the fanous

psycho-anal -ist, and you're not.

You're not dealing with the stellar light, you' re dealing
with a Scientol ogi st who has wal ked up to the exam ner
havi ng been summoned because he hasn't been auditing for
the last six nonths, to find out what the hell's wong, and
t he exani ner has said, "CGo have a review. And as the
review auditor is sitting there this guy walks in. And he's
uncooperative and very soggy about the whole thing. If you



simply ask himto explain why he didn't want to be audited
he woul d go pronptly into session. It is a process.

Alright, nowlet's get how far this process goes. A fell ow
hasn't been auditing for seven nonths on his OI3 and it
isn't flat. So, it's the sanme process. Wiy doesn't he want
to be audited? You could ask it in the version of why isn't
he auditing, but it comes down to why he doesn't want to be
audited while auditing. And this situation you will run
into every now and then.

Now it flies off by accident on nbst of these lines. You
achieve this accidentally. And you will see so on many case
reviews. And you understand standard tech isn't that
process which is only used in review Reviewis that area
where standard tech is corrected back to standard tech.

If it hasn't been done in the first place it winds up in review.

Now this fellow hasn't been auditing. As a matter of fact |

have just off hand, | know of about three, two of whom
didn't want a session, and a third who hasn't audited on
her 3. Just, just brrrrt Just this. | think there've,

they' ve been on ny desk in the last 24 hours. So it is not
an unconmmon probl em

And you accidentally hit an ARC break, you hit sone

by- passed charge, you hit sone sonething that goes down the
line and clears up why he hasn't been auditing. And you
yoursel f maybe, if you had a long run on sonme level, hit
sonme period where you really didn't want to sit down and
audit. You sort of wanted to | eave the session and so
forth. Well, this is the, this is the phenomenon. Now t he
common denom nator of hitting the phenonenon to a trained
audi tor would be why he doesn't... why doesn't he want to be
audited. If sonme fellow s doing OT sections, sonmething |ike
that on hinmself, anything from RGEWon up the line, and he
suddenly wants to | eave session

Yeah, he's sitting there, and he's saying, "Aaiii, ugh."
Well the rudinent that's out is a horribly sinple rudinent.
He doesn't want to be audited. Now he's just done sonething
that fixed it up so he didn't want to be audited. Now at
that monment, if he is a not-completely dead in his head, he
is aware of his own activity. That is actually the
fundanental difference between a Scientologist and a
humanoi d. A Scientol ogist can, is aware of his activities,
his mental phenonmena, he is aware of his behavior, he has
an idea of what he is doing. He, he's standing there, nya,
nya, nya, nya, nying, yang, yap yap, yap yap. And he's all
of a sudden, "Hey wait a nminute. Boy, | nust have a nissed
wi t hhol d. See, | nust have a m ssed withhold." | nean it's
as simple as that. You know? He says to hinself "Yeah."

He is aware of his own behavior. It is not that he's
introvertedly critical. And you will find characters
around, in Scientology, who are not aware of their own



behavior. And that is the difference between a
Sci ent ol ogi st and one who isn't.

You will find somebody who apparently has had sone of the

grades run who still attributes his behavior to some sort
of an act of god or sonething. "I, I felt, |I felt, | felt
bad today. |, | feel bad today." That's about far as the

cognition goes, see?

But this, therefore, is a process. You' re sitting there
doi ng your materials, all of a sudden you feel bad. "Hel
with it. | think I'mgonna | eave. You know, pack it up and
get out of here.: Well now, being aware of what you're
doi ng you all of a sudden recognize this is a synptom

So, sonething's wong. Well you'd better find out what's wrong.

And what's wong actually will show up on the basis of why
he didn't want to be audited. If you sinply will explain to
yourself, that's, just sort it out, you know? Just say,
"Let's see. The reason | don't want to be audited is so and
so and so on." Now this can go so far as to nake a one item
list. That is, alist that is listed to one item Reading.
You can actually make a list of it.

I f you know your phenonena, you're a well trained auditor
"I got an ARC break. | ARC broke nyself. Sonething | don't
like." That'll show up, and go bi ngo-bongo.

Now you take sonebody, it's very interesting watching
sonebody bei ng audited on the grades who isn't trained even
in the least. They eventually conme up to a |level of

awar eness that sonething is going on but they don't have
the technol ogy to explain what is going on, and they
couldn't isolate by-passed charge for the life of "em They
can't, can't isolate. They, they know, "Now wait. Sonething
is wong in auditing, and sonmething is wong with ne, and
wnf wnf wnf wnf wnf wnf, and let's see. Ch, it'd be an ARC
break, PTP, what if I'd gone and m ssed a withholds. |'ve
done sonet hing here." He doesn't know what to call it. He
hasn't got the, he hasn't got the subject natter at his
fingertips. He doesn't know what to call it, so of course
he can't handle it.

You know t here's wmvm wmm wmvsm  And you will see one of
these guys then suddenly noving in the direction of getting
trained. He knows he's got a deficiency. He doesn't know
what to call it. But it still conmes under the heading of
expl ai ni ng why he doesn't want to be audited. And all of a
sudden, why there's a long bl ow down, and there it is.

Now |1l tell you sonething very funny. Sonmething that is
very amusing. As we used to hear, occasionally, where some
SP had been operating very well, that Scientol ogists were

far, far harder to audit than people in off the street.
Yes, at the level of non-standard tech | should snell
"emout. That is certainly true.



Not a guy in off the street, he isn't hard to audit at all
He's so damm stupid that he lets the auditor do anything.
And a Scientologist is only hard to audit by a very | ousy
auditor. Do you foll ow? Because he's sitting there and al
of a sudden the fellow says, "Unh, alright. Start of
session. Good. Now yesterday we were taking up whether or
not you had overts and so on, and bla bla," and this
Scientol ogist sitting in the chair says, "Well what the
hell are you tal king about, nman? Were, where the hell are
your rudi ments? Huh? You haven't got this set up

What's going on?" The fell ow off the street says, "Yeah

that's logical. It it, | don't feel very good about it, but
yeah, well, overt that we were taking up yesterday.

wonder where Gracie Ann is. | wonder... uh, she said she'd
tel ephone for it. Yeah, we'd taken up overts. Tel ephone at
four. | wonder if she's out with Bill. Un wawawa,... " But
that's just auditing, it's just life, you know Uhhh... " Ch

yeah, very hard to audit. Scientologists are very hard to
audit. By a | ousy auditor.

That's very funny. Because as a case supervi sor you can sit
there and read somebody being driven straight into
propitiation. Just like a falling piece of lead on a
non- st andard session. And now and then you will see in case
supervision nmy conment in fol ders saying, "Well, maybe we
got amay with it." And that's because | found sonething
non-standard in the session. And it's interesting that in
the last three days | have had back before me for review,
as a repeat after a conpleted review, only those cases
where | read, "Well, naybe we got away with it. | don't
know. Fromthis folder it all seems to be QR but | don't
know. "

And sure enough here, a week, two weeks |ater, the person
in back for a review He's sick at his stomach, he's this,
he's that or he's the other thing.

So you can go through the actual auditing actions on an
auditors' report, and at this point of the session he is
supposed to do whatever he's supposed to do, and he didn't
do it. And he did sonmething el se, and he phrased the
questions in some other odd way, and then you see a couple
of Qand A's following this, and then you see the TA
rising, and then you see indicating by-passed charge of
auditing over the last floating needle or sonething, and
you read down the line on this. And your case supervisor
report is the auditors' sunmary sheet, and so on is

glowi ng, the PC 'Bright toned, happy at the end. Wanted to
loan ne his car.' The propitiation has entered in to it.
"Told me what a marvel ous auditor | was, and good shape."
You can expect in a week or two to see this person in Qua
with a headache or sick at his stomach, or sonething else.

And so your well dones are only given to those where the
session ran off like a clock, exactly on standard tech
because you know that works. And there's these little



divergence's and little zigs and little zags that you see
in the session. You don't ever call those well done. Not
because you are being pedantic. Not because you are being
snotty and nmean. But because sinmply, you know this case

wi |l probably appear before the exam ner in another week or
two, or before the Master at Arms. He will be in one or two
of those positions, despite the glowi ng auditor report.

The summary. It didn't go standard, so the result won't be
st andar d.

Now it's remarkabl e that anybody gets away w th what they
get amay with at all. It is better than man has ever heard
before, has ever seen, and it is quite renmarkable, but he
is much worse of f than you ordinarily assune. So the net
result of all of this is that when it is not standard he

wi |l have had sone gain, it's not all bad, but he'll also
have not achieved his full gain. And the difference between
some gain and the difference between that and full gain, is
the di fference between wobbl y-bobbly tech and very
standard, precise tech.

Now standard tech rolls off with a clickety, clickety,
clickety, clickety, click, with a total invariability. Now
what you get away with sometines, we see that the rudinments
are overrun

So you will see in a case supervisory report, if this |ooks
poor, and so on, is bring the PC back to session and
indicate the over listed list.

Well that is a funny thing to do. The guy was perfectly
happy. He's going to loan the auditor his car right after
the session. Uh, and he got an F/Non it, and that's al
set, and that's all OR

But the proper case supervisor action is to have him
brought back, although is was apparently very successful
and have the over listed |list indicated.

| just did a folder, just a few ninutes before | canme down
here on a little kid. W have a lot of little cadets in the
Sea Org. and they're pretty nuch on the ball. And this
little kid, I don't know how old he is, uh, oh | don't

know, seven, eight, sonmething like that. Well, an auditor
actually doesn't respect the PCif he's alittle kid to the
extent that he did. And it's absolutely fascinating how the
m sapplicati on of technology just a hair line knocks the
kid around. In the first place he's being audited fromtoo
high an altitude to easily protect hinself. So there was an
over listed Iist on a power process. It went on and on and
on. | can't imagine what the hell the auditor was thinking
about. Wat in the name of god was going on? He had his
first blow down, it went bong, bong. he even nentions it.
He marked it and everything, and then he went on |listing,
you know, went on listing, went on |isting.



Well, the kid seened alright. The proper action was to have
hi m wal k back into session and have the over listed |ist

i ndi cated. And that did happen, and the needle F/N d
pronptly and at once very abundantly. The little kid knew
sonet hi ng was wrong.

And all of that was not much of a review session. | don't
know how many mi nutes were consumed in doing this one
action. But of course to do that action, why, you have to
fly the needle, and then do the action. So he also got a
little, tiny lick and a pronmi se on rudinents, and so on

Al of this maybe took 3, 4, 5 minutes, sonething |ike
that. Indicated the over listed Iist and got a nice F/N on
the thing and the kid cheerfully went out of session again.

So you say, "God damm that's being picky! Ww The fell ow
had the itemindicated, it was alright, it was the correct
item Just because we add eighty or ninety additional itens
is no reason to believe; or just because we added five or
six additional itens after the bl ow down on 5A is no reason
to be that picky." Ch yeah? One item past the first B/ D on
5A is one too many itens. It blew down, that's it.

Now about all the |ads gonna do after that is cognite. And
if you start asking himfor nore listing itens you' ve
snot hered his cognition. So the needle won't fly.

Now |'ve got a question here. It's what is a flying needl e?
Now | never punish people for asking questions. They can
ask all the questions they want to because in that way |

get an idea of how nuch they've got to learn

An F/Nthat is areal F/N, and so forth, takes off. It
flies. You can see it disconnect fromthe bank and start to
function. So it's just a colloquialism fly a needle. Float
a needle. F/N. That's all

And the explanation is that if you can't obtain an F/ N
pronptly and i medi ately on rudinments with a PC in standard
tech, sonething's goofy. There's something wong. And it
usually is wong with the session. Doesn't even go back

into the past. There's sonmething wong right there, right now

So, to give you the difference, this little kid' s needle
probably was doi ng one of these half inch floats, or
sonething like that, and when the over list was indicated
why it probably went to a three inch float. Full dia
float. You get the difference?

Now you can expand the floating needle. But if you start
expanding a floating needle with too thoroughness, you get
the thing expanded to a half an inch, and then you coll apse
it to a quarter of an inch. And then you try to fly it
further and it all of a sudden packs up and goes stiff.

Known as overrun. The PC cane out of it, and the PC went
back into it again.



Now t he essence of standard tech, all of these things to
the contrary and merely suppl ementary, the essence of
standard tech then is to get sonebody in session. And one
of the best ways to get a person in session who won't be
audited at all is to ask himto explain why he doesn't want
to be audited. Have you got that's a process?

Now somebody's going to say "Wat's the conmand?” It's... is
if there was a canned command for that, then you would niss
a certain percentage of PCs. You m ght have to ask himin
Bottentott, you know? Now t he person who has to have the
exact words of the command is a person who hasn't grasped
the thing that happens when you ask the command.

Now |1l give you an exanple. Sonebody who wonders at what
happens with rel ease, or wonders sonet hing about how you
handl e an overrun, or wonders and madly goes around in
circles on this subject, has not mastered, hasn't mastered
what the hell a release is. Nowif he knows what is this
phenonmenon of rel ease, then he can produce it, he can
unproduce it. But supposing you were trying to fix a radio
but you didn't know what it did. So let's give aradio to
the anci ent Egyptian physicians. And say "Fix it." Now you
could explain to themthat you take this funny, flat bladed
thing and twiddle-diddle it into the shiny buttons in the
front of it, and that cones down and you hook together the
wire when it doesn't run. Now you' ve got to tell him 8,000
nore things, you see, like this wire goes to the that.
You're teaching himby rote. He doesn't know what a radio
is. So you've got to have all kinds of exact, rote little
actions. Do you see? These rote actions By rote | nean the
Chi nese school, you know, type actions. You' d have to have,
"You take the flat bladed end instrunent and you put it in
to the vertical slot, which is in that, that bright stee
thing there, and you rotate it against the sun

Now you' d al so have to place the instrunent to the south to
rotate it to the sun." Ah, boo. You better tell himwhat a
radio is.

Now i f he can't dig what a radio is, Christ almghty don't
let himfix it! Now the mechani smof release is sinply
this. The guy has obsessively been thinking a nmass.

He hinself. W know in the first place that his whol e bank
is nmocked up by hinself and nobody el se at his bank, but we
know al so that there's a whol e bunch of body thetans that
are al so nocki ng up banks. And these body thetans are
copyi ng each others' banks and nocki ng up banks agai nst
banks, and he's nocking up banks which are copies of body
thetans' banks, and body thetans are copying his bank. And
we' ve got the nmost marvel ous array of counter, D sowned,
super copying that you ever heard of. But this, this would
be very sinple if there wasn't such a thing as a body thetan

Now this guy is thinking a mass, or he's thinking a thought



whi ch keeps a body thetan nmass connected to him That's the
exact nechanic of this. And you have made hi mrecogni ze a

t hought about that thought which causes himto cease to
think the thought that keeps hi m connected.

If you go on past the point where the needle floats, you
have now made himre-think the thought which re-connects
him or makes hi mnock up a bank, or makes the body thetans
who are nocking up a bank reconnect to him

That's the mechani smof release. Let himfinish his
cognition. And give himan "That's it." as far as that
action is concerned. Now you can rel ease himon other
actions which are not inmedi ately germane to that action

as long as they are very different actions. Now this can go
so far as if you get an F/N on a green form in spite of
the fact that you're doing renedy Bs, S and Ds, or any
other thing that the green formcalls for, and somewhere
along that line doing the action called a green form which
the PC recognizes as repair, if while doing that action you
get an F/ N and then knuckl e headedly continue on that green
form you are going to make himthink in terns of repair.
And he will re-think the thought which re-connects hi mand
you might as well not have done it in the first place. You
get the idea?

So he does the green formto an F/N. And that is that. It
F/ Ns, he gives you his last cognition, and so on

Now the bank will renmedy, will put out, the bank will put
out the electrical phenonenon of disconnect a nonent before
the PC hinself cognites on it. The nmeter reads just a snal
bit belowthe reality, or recognition, of the preclear. So
that you normally get this odd phenonmenon of the bank

rel eases and then the PC says it. He finds out about it
after you find out about it on the neter. So you have to
nmake t he marvel ous adjudication of when to cut his comm
Because you do cut his comm You nust cut his comm

The trouble with the auditors that you see cone in at Leve
0 at old Saint H Il courses and so on, you watch them on
TV. It's the nost agoni zing thing you ever heard of. They
ask this question and this fell ow answers the question and
he goes on and itsa's and itsa's, and the auditor's just
not there! And he sits there, and the PC tal ks and tal ks
and tal ks and tal ks and tal ks and tal ks and tal ks, and runs
hi s havi ngness down, and pulls in nass. He's talking to
him and | get a hold of those guys when I'mtraining them
and | said, "Control the session.” "Wll, control the
session, | don't quite know what to do, that's all."

A session consists of starting it, running it, and ending
it. And internediately begins wth beginning, handling and
conmpl eting a process. Then people won't have learned this,
if they don't recognize they can control a session. They

haven't found out this nmarvel ous, nmarvelous fact. That you
can control anybodys' bank better than they can bel ow t he



| evel of clear.

Anybody exterior to the bank can control bank far better
than the guy who is inside. You can run himup and down the
track, you can run himinto things and out of things, and
do ahh! And you get up around | evel 4, 5 O section and so
forth, you can make sonmebody scan hinself all over the tine
track. Telepathically. MIles away.

The auditor always has greater control of the PC bank than
the PC does. Al ways! Wat do you nean you can't control the
sessi on? You can nake the PC go wherever you want himto go.

VWhat are you waiting for? The auditor's cause.

So the auditor tells hima process to run, and he's

delivering self determinisminto the hands of the PC, so
having started himin that fine Iline he lets the PC do the
recogniti on necessary to do the disconnect fromthe, his

bank or the other persons' bank. The nonent it disconnects

his auditor has got to recognize the end of that cycle of
action. Wiich is usually by the additional cognition of the

PC. Cognition turns up usually right on the heels of the

F/IN. It starts to F/N and then you hear the cognition come out.

And you' ve got to get the exact instant where you say
"That's it." You run a PC just like you drive a car. The
auditor is not an effect point. The auditor is a cause
poi nt which is bringing the PC up to cause point.

So that's the nechanism That's the nechani sm of rel ease.
VWl | what the hell's the nmechani smof clear?

Wl | the mechanismof clear is he doesn't nock it up no
nore. He doesn't nock anything up anynore.

Wel | now what happens after clear. Wiy do you go into
anything after clear, then, if the guy... ? Well that would
be great if there was just one thetan there. But there
isn't Just one thetan there.

Now you' ve got to get himon OI2 now to take enough charge
of f of the bank so he doesn't plow in when he hits 3,
because he starts hitting these things on 3 all he's got to
do is mss and the bank will go into a wing ding. The body
thetans of the bank will go into a conplete spinning,
screamng ness. Al you have to do is trip the wong
incident, run incident 2 before incident 1, get the PC
wheel ing and dealing and he'll go into a freewheel which
could kill the PC. Could kill him Nothing to nonkey with.

Therefore, he's now handl ed his own state, and his next
action is to take enough charge with Or2 off the case, so
that when he starts running these body thetans the

handi est, nost active body thetans have been di scharged
down to a point, because OT2 is part of R6



They're... they've been sneaked down. They won't freewheel
as long as you run up from up fromincident 1 and incident
2. If you run north of that, and all of OTI2 is north of
that, it's closer to PT, see? So you discharge it.

And when you throw it into 3 he won't freewheel. That is to
say he doesn't automatically start going through the
composite group incident of all of these body thetans. Do
you follow? There is nothing nuch to it, it, it's very
sinple. You, you take the, you take the jolt out of that
portion of R6 with the materials of Or2, which would cause,
by overcharge, it's too charged up, the conposite nmass of
body thetans who all of a sudden start freewheeling through
R6. 'Cause they've all been in R6 on this planet. The vast
majority of them have.

And then you can do 3. And you can do 3 very safely. But at
the tinme you' ve done 3 remenber that this character has now
been plowi ng into body thetans. And he's started to wonder
whet her or not he isn't nocking sonething up because he's
got a bunch of automatic pictures, and there's things
nocki ng up agai nst these things, and things, things, wonp
wonp. And what he starts doing then is start copying their
copi es. They'll make copi es of the physical universe and
then he'll copy their copies and then he'll have the nasses
of body thetans. He'll mmke the copies of body thetan
masses. And he's so dammed used to having there things that
he feels weird without any mass in, so he starts nocking up
some mass. A lot of wild things can happen. But he bl ows
these left, right and center, and then you rehab him And
then it all goes back quietly into place.

Now, as you nove on up the lines, you get to 7, you get to
8, and you're taking away any slightest, faintest obsessive
create that might exist. And you're taking away old
obsessi ve postul atingness. And a | ot of other odds and ends
of little nmechanisns that you nay not have | ooked too
closely in the teeth that are the woof and warp and
composite of the thetan.

Now. So what are your nechani sns of rel ease? And what are
the nmechani sns of clearing? W know the individual is
simply mocking it up hinmself. Well therefore it's very
simple. Al he'd have to do is cognite he's nocking it up
hi nsel f and he'd go clear. There's nothing to that.

Yeah, that's the trick man. He's got to cognite on it
hinsel f. You start telling himhe is, and that's why you
don't see that cognition put out as an end product. You
start telling himthat that is the end product and, god
damm! |'ve seen several of themdo it. They cone around and
say, "Well, bla bla and bla, everybody knows that |'m
nmocking it up nyself. Yeah, | know I'm nocking it up

nysel f." The guy's mad. You know, bl aaaa. He | ooks like
somet hing a psychiatrist put out "Yeah, | know |I'm nocking
it up nmyself." And you say, "That's good. Do you have any
pi ctures?", and so on. "Ch yeah, lots of pictures." "Are



you nocki ng those up?" "No, no, those are autonmatic
pictures." The cognition is being used as an eval uation
And you coul d actually prep check the cognition if it goes
off too badly. That is, if he's nocking it up hinself and
you prep check him

Anyway, that'd be a very, very weird thing to do, but it
could be done. You don't find very many cases in this
state. You find quite a different, there's a different
conposite to this character. He didn't find any on 3. And

you break out your little violin and you say, "It may be
so, we do not know, your story sounds so queer. W hate
like hell to doubt your word, but... it don't go here.”

The truth of the natter is the person has a this lifetineg,
severe physical injury which has jammed several body
thetans together so that they don't answer up. They don't
answer up and they're inpacted, or pushed in, or all one.
Severe physical crash, bang will cause an individual to
find a very few or none at all. The remedy for it is run a
this lifetine engram Well, sonebody's gonna say, "well
why?" What do you tell hinf But if you let the guy go out
of this lifetine, why he's, he's running engrans of his own
somepl ace or another that hasn't anything to do with his
existing situation. His existing situation is a very sinple
situation where sinply a ot of body thetans all think
they're one body thetan, and that's the primary nistake
body t hetans make.

And the proper cure for that, along with rehabs and getting
in the |l ower grades, very often you find the | ower grades
madly out on such cases, as well as this. It's not always
true, but you very often find themvery badly out. And you
nove themup along the line, you find this lifetinme
injuries. This lifetine injuries or circunstances certainly
whi ch nmade engrans that pushed it all together, and then
then all of a sudden you can run 3. Run sone of the
phenomena of 3. You, you find this quite common. There is
no such thing as somebody with no body thetans. Forget it.
It doesn't exist. But you will find the | ower grades are out.

Now, this kind of phenonenon can exist, that doing the

| ower OT sections the guy blew a | ot of body thetans. And
then you can find that nmoment when he blew a | ot of body
t het ans.

Actually they all took off.

But the common incident of body thetans is of course
incident 1. The next common incident is incident 2
Incident 1 is the basic, but incident 2 is not necessarily
true of every thetan because incident 2 doesn't, isn't in
the bank of those thetans who were el sewhere. Wio were

el sewhere 75 million years ago. And there are a few of
them Also there were a few who were here who didn't get
it. And so incident 2 is not that general. But it's
sufficiently general that sometines requires that.



Now, incident 1 is that conmon incident of occurrence which
tends to knit together all body thetans into the kooky idea
they're all one. There is al so another incident on the
track which inplants themto believe they're all one. And
body thetans are not all one. Life is not all one by a |ong
way. Life is conmposed of individuals. It requires a certain
amount of effort to stay in the time streamat this period
of time of this universe

Now, therefore, the nechanisns' release have to do with
these factors. And at the |ower grades the individual is so
composited that he thinks he is one individual, and he very
often hears little voices and so on, but he doesn't let
this bother himtoo rmuch. That's just natural. And as you
come up the line, as you bring himup the line, why he of
course gets closer and closer to this phenonenon. Very
often on the C earing Course, and so on, people wll
encounter body thetans and body thetans will start to bl ow.
And you can't get into the OT sections w thout somrething
happeni ng about body thetans. | don't wish to be

i nval i dative of anybody around hearing this who didn't find
any. One of two things should ve... one of two things should
be done in such a case. His earlier auditing ought to be
explored for blowing a ot of thetans. He nmay have occl uded
this. And the other one, if he still isn't flying onit,
the other one is a severe injury in this lifetine, whereby
the body thetans and he and the body are, have in comon a
savage physical experience of sone kind or another which
makes themall a group, and nmkes the group into one being.
Those are the two actions which are taken in theory.

But these are the nechani sns of rel ease, and these are the
mechani sns of cl earing. Now those are the mechani snms you're
handl i ng, ant those are the things you re handling. And if
you know those nechani sms well you can do an awful |ot. You
don't go squirreling around on the edges of it, because the
thi ng which handles themis standard tech. And there isn't
much el se that handles them And it handl es them case after
case, one person right after the other. It conpletely renoves
the differences between C/'S' s.

There are no different cases. There are no cases different
than any other cases. There aren't peculiar cases. But |
can tell you this, I can tell you this, that a person who
does not cone up through the grades does not hit the
phenonmenon. He doesn't hit the rel ease points of the upper
grades if he hasn't been through the | ower grades.

For instance, if sonebody didn't really go into 2, OrI2,
he's not likely to be able to conme very close to 3. See? If
he didn't go clear on the Cearing Course, why it's very
unlikely he'll go anyplace else. If he didn't do his RGEW
correctly heisn't likely to go clear. Do you follow? It's
tracki ng back, tracking back

Question here, sonebody aski ng sonebody sonething or other



a very conplex question on the subject of going clear or
not going clear, about rehab of Power after a person is
clear. Now the law is you don't rehab Power after a person
is clear. You do not do it. The reason you do not do it is
the person all too often falls on his head. But the
operative word here is what's got this person puzzled, is
the word clear. If the person went clear on the Cearing
Course and you rehabbed or indicated anything that was out
on Power, or anything of that sort whatsoever, he would be
in trouble at once. But the operative word is clear. A
person who didn't go clear on the O earing Course and
didn't go release on R6EW probably has sonmething wong with
his Power. And if there's nothing wong with his Power he
will go release on RGBEWand clear on the O earing Course.

If he didn't go rel ease on RGBEW if he gave a bunch of
false attests and so forth, and didn't go clear on the
Clearing Course, why then there is sonething wong with his
Power. But if his Power was alright he undoubtedly went

rel ease on R6EW and undoubtedly went clear on the d earing
Course. | nean it's not a question that you wouldn't puzzle
much about .

So that if a person was on the C earing Course and coul dn't
go clear you could of course go back and rehab the Power,
because it isn't a clear, you know, | nmean... Sinple. A
of these things are very sinple. They're all straight think

So, when you're trying to audit a case that doesn't want to
be audited, he is stuck into sone protest or resistance,
and you make himas is it, and if you haven't at that

nonent put himon a neter you won't see the nonent when it
rel eases, and go on arguing with the guy because you're
liable to be incensed. So it is an auditing session. He
will go release on the subject and be auditable, and then
wal k hinmself right back into it and plow hinself in again,
unl ess you see that he went F/Non it.

So you don't ever go along on the preconceived notion, this
is another rule of standard tech, don't continue to hold
the sane idea of the persons' character. A C S nust never
continue to hold his concept of the PC which was forned at
sone other level of the PCs case. And you will find that
PCs get reputations. Well, everybody who was maintai ni ng
and keeping the PCs reputations up the Iine doesn't believe
auditing works. So this PC was a conpl ete dog when he was a
Level 0, he just managed to get squeaked by it, and he
woul d have required 18 dozen reviews, and he was just
having an awful tine, and so on, and then the case

supervi sor gets this PC when he gets up along the line to
about Grade IV. And he right away, he will nake one
horrible mstake if he does not realize the person's

rel eased fromthat state, or he wouldn't have gotten to IV.
So either the person was run to IV or the person was not
run to IV. If the person is still this kind of a case, and
is nowa Gade |V, then god damm it nobody ever ran himup
to Grade IV. Do you follow? So you do that by confirm or
rehab his Grades up to IV



Now they will either rehab, or they've got to be run. And
if they won't rehab then they've got to be run. Elenentary.
Sonetimes you start to rehab sonme Grade like I, or
sonething like that, and the TA starts up |like mad. Well
you have to nake out what the hell that was. Probably II
was overrun at the tine, the noment of rel ease was there,
and now |I'Il give you a piece of stuff out of 7, in actua
fact.

It is not a standard action, but what happened was, is he
was audited on that with his Ruds out. A piece out of 7 is
you can get the Ruds in on any situation, anywhere in the
past. That's a piece out of 7, that's not standard tech in
repairs. But you can get the Ruds in on any action of the
past, anytinme. You can put all the sessions Ruds in on it.

Now, it's very remarkable to see this occur. Because the
thing will bl ow suddenly. Some fornmer instance will bl ow,
whi ch was resistive in the past. In other words, the person
was living with his Ruds out.

Now the weird part of it is, is the reason for it wouldn't
run, let us say sonething like that, at the tine it was
run, it's now giving you a rising TA and goi ng bad and so
on. You know that there are still some Ruds out on this
case. And sone auditor was kidding hinmself sonepl ace.

So what you have to do is fly the needle. And you make it
your business to fly the needle.

Now you go back and try to rehabilitate IV, and oddly
enough it'll rehabilitate. Mst nysterious thing you ever saw.

Actually, if you noticed your own auditors' reports, you
put Ruds in prior to the time IV was run. IV was run, |et
us say, in 1965. If you were running down a chain of ARC
breaks you found one in 1959. When you found the ARC break
in 1959 you took it out from underneath the running of 1V
in 1965. You actually put sone Ruds in in the 1965 session
so it will nowrun or rehabilitate. If it doesn't
rehabilitate, you can now run it. Mst nysterious think you
ever saw in your life. But you have to know this operative
principle. You guys go around and start running some of the
odd bits | tell you out of 7 and 8 and so on, you'll
probably get your brains bl own out. Not by ne, but these
are very, very rough levels. Ah, but I'Il just give you
some of the data. | know where the ceiling is now, exactly.
You see at 8, and the retrospect of what goes together from
that has to do with the repair of cases, the operation of
the mind, and so forth.

So | can tell you that this fellowis still stuck in having
lost the battle of Waterl oo. He was not Napol eon, he was
the cavalry commander who ran all of that cavalry into the
sunken road so that infantry could march across the top of
it or sonething, bodies in there by the ton



Sonething like this. And you just can't seemto run this
dammed incident. He, he's got all these bodies stacked up
there, just there and so on. Well one of the ways of
freeing the whole thing up is put his rudinments in for that
day. He'll blow He had a m ssed w thhold from Napol eon

This is not a procedure, not a procedure that is advised.
["mjust telling you what can happen

So that you, just getting Ruds in, then always follow the
only procedure for getting Ruds in.

And there is no problens, solutions, counter-problens, what
are the postul ates, squirrel nonsense, upset,

bl eegl e-bl oggl e, yik, yik, yik, to get in a PTP and nissed
wi t hhold, or any of those. It is always continuously,

al ways forever, only in standard tech that if it didn't
clear you get the earlier simlar one.

Now if it didn't clear it was either an earlier sinilar
one, or there was a false read. You don't, however, ask for
another earlier ARC break. That is real crocky. That's
asking the case to, whole case to run on ARC breaks,
because you haven't said "similar". So you invite him off
to the side panels that you're not trying to clear up. "You
got an earlier ARC break?" Wl that's really clown, that's
really a clown question. Really clown. Because of course
he's got an earlier ARC break. He actually has, by actua
comput ati on enough earlier ARC breaks to make the noon
astronom cal | aboratory's conputer go crazy. It couldn't
wite the nunber. YQU can always find an earlier ARC break
and if you don't know this principle then you will never
get the Ruds in.

So what have you got here? You' ve got an earlier simlar
incident or an earlier simlar ARC break, or you have an
earlier simlar PTP. "Is there an earlier simlar mssed
wi t hhol d?" Al ways, al ways, sane chain, same chain. "PC

same chain please. Earlier please. Good. Thank you. Same
chain, sane chain, same chain, earlier please. Thank you

Now it's either an earlier incident on the same chain or
it's a false read. sonebody has said he had one when he
didn't have, and it's continued to read. So you check for a
fal se read, or you check for an earlier simlar one. You
don't always check for the fal se read because that would be
a damm bore and a waste of time. That's why standard tech
doesn't consist of rote procedures. Wien you put a nicke

in the slot, then the record arm conmes over, and goes down,
zzzzzt, and, and then the record turns around and pl ays

Met husel ah Cones Again. You got to know what you're doing

So, the PC you say, "Do you have an ARC break?" You know?
"Do you have an ARC break?" Sonebody's asking ne for the
exact question by which you ask for an ARC break. |'m going
to have himwite ne an assortnent of questions by which



you ask for an ARC break, as a system Not to punish him
but to show himthat the principle of asking for an ARC
break is what we're tal king about, not the English

| anguage. The principle. The principle.

You ask sone five year old kid for an ARC break who never
heard of the term ARC break, you're liable to get a read on
m sunder st ood, and then you've had it. Right? You have to
know what is this question ARC break. You have to be able
to say, "Upset? Is there an upset with comunication?" You
know? or, "An upset with your affections for people?", or
you got to know what you're doing so you can talk it. That
isn"t driving you off the line of standard tech

You' re asking, "Do you have An ARC break?" And it reads,
and the PC | ooks. At that nonent you say, "Has anyone ever
sai d you had an ARC break when you didn't?" "Yes, ah ha ha,
yeah ha of yeah oh. One tinme. One tinme this auditor... stil
he al ways asked for an ARC break and | couldn't clear this
ARC break. And | used to think Scientology didn't work
because | could never clear up this ARC break. And |'d keep
telling himabout the ARC break. And he kept auditing, and
never, and babbaababa." Woom Boom "I Just realized that
| didn't have an ARC break with Joe." And you say, "Good
Thank you. W will now run Gade Il." Your actual action
is, "Your needle is floating. Thank you very much. W will

now run Il." Alright. Now, the PC said, "Chhh. You got a
read on PTP, huh?" (sigh) Well honest to god it's damm near
that exaggerated. How the hell | have to tell an auditor

that it nust be a false read soneplace just testifies that
the auditor who's reading this kind of thing doesn't know
what the hell it is. It's an evaluation. The question is an
eval uation of some time in the past. Sonmebody has said, you
know. Now the reverse happens, but only once in a blue
noon. This is once in a blue noon that the reverse can
happen. "Well, do you have a present tine problen? Wil

that's clean.” "That's funny." "Wiy? ""Well, | was sitting
here worrying about my wife.' "Alright, on that question
has anyt hi ng been suppressed?" "Ch yeah, well ['ve always
had to suppress this problem and so forth, it's always
been a terrific worry to ne. |'ve been suppressing it for

years. ""Well good enough. Alright, anything been
suppressed? That's clean. Alright. Do you have a present
time problen?" "No." People have invalidated the fact that
he had a present time problem Sone auditor has actually
gone so far as maybe to ball himout for having a present
time problem There's two sides of it. And one is eval and
one is inval.

So the eval/inval always occurs, but it has different
wor ki ngs. You have to know eval /i nval

Wel| false read, false read. Now you could actually have a
situation where, "Have you never had, have you ever had a
no-read on this when you did have?" "Oh yeah, |ots of
times." You can get that reverse situation



So the net result of this is, is you run it back to an
earlier simlar, simlar situation, you all of a sudden get
behind in tine the zone or area where he was audited

wi t hout Ruds, and the area will now rehab. So that's why
you always fly a needle. You ve done it. Now after you've
fl own the needl e on Ruds, what the hell are you doing
trying to fly the needle on Ruds? If you fly a kite, you've
flown a kite. If the needle is floating it is floating.
There isn't anything el se you can do that gets it floating.
But you're on the subject line. You re on a subject |ine.
And you can float a needle on any specific zone of action

How is it you can fly a needle on the three questions of
5A, one right after the other? Getting it broader and
broader and broader? Well, they're on three different,
primary points of thetan interest. But they're three
different points of interest.

Now let's get, let's do five Sand Ds in a row. | don't
care with what question. And the PC coll apses. Wiy? It's
all on the same subject; himbeing suppressed. H m being
suppressed or suppressing sonebody, it's on the subject of
suppression. And it's Just |ike asking the question, "Has
anyt hi ng been suppressed?", getting a floating needle, and
then sayi ng, "Good.

Has anyt hi ng been suppressed?"

Now, what happens? The exact nechanism Let's |ook at the
exact nechani sm here. "Has anything been suppressed?”

Fl oati ng needl e. Now you say, what has happened here now
he's stopped thinking the thought which has kept him
connected to, or kept himmaking up a certain mass. Now
he's stopped thinking that thought for a nmonment, because
he's got it gone or it's in viewor he's stated it, and now
you ask the question again. You have now told himthat he
has not thought the thought which di sconnected him so he
now goes and | ooks for a thought to think that wll

di sconnect him And, doing that, he reconnects hinself. And
the nmore you do this, the higher the TA goes because the
nore nass he nakes up trying to find sonething to find... |,
trying to make sonething to find something in. You got it?
So this kind of a sequence has begun

So every time you overrun you put himback in to doing it
agai n. Because you've invalidated that he has stopped doing it.

How long will a person stay a rel ease? A person'll stay
rel eased until such tinme as he overruns it. If you cut the
PCs comm what the hell is he gonna do? The needle floats,

he's about to tell you "I just renmenbered | killed ny
not her-in-law', you know, sonething like that. And you, he
said, "CGee! I... " Needle floats. You say, "That's it!" You

haven't got the end of process phenonena hooked up with the
floating needl e, hooked up with the general thing, see? And
you know what the PC does? He says, "Duh, dih, OK . Yeah."
And he goes onto the, the next subject, but it doesn't



float so well, and so on, and then he goes out. And every
friend he's got he gets rid of this thought. "You know,

funny thing in this session, session | just had in there,
funny thing. I, | just said I'd occluded it totally. |
killed ny nother-in-law. You know? Cccluded it." And he'll
tell Joe and Bill and Pete and Gscar and Mazie, and so on
and so on.

How often, how |l ong do you think this thing is going to
stand up? It's gonna overrun, and very quickly. Because you
didn't let himfinish the cormcycle. But howlong is the
comm cycle? Well, the commcycle is as long as it's
necessary to i mediately get rid of that exact realization
And that is the exact length of the commcycle. And it is
not so many inches on an auditors' report. And how long is
that? Well it's just as long as it lists. Alist is a list
as long as it has the itemon it. Howlong is a piece of
string? A piece of string is as long as, fromthe distance
fromone end to the other end, and it is the mddle part of
the string and that is the length of the string. Got it?

Well when | see, as a case supervisor, one and one half
columms of cognition after the F/N, I know the auditor has
just about as much control over this session as he has of
the evolutions of Pluto. See, no control. No control on the
session. He also has no judgnment with regard to a finish of
a commcycle. Also his neter reading is out. Also, also,

al so, also. So, I, | cone down on it. So the auditor who
chops the commis gonna get the F/N overrun right away, as
soon as the session has ended. And the auditor who overruns
it has already overrun it, and sort of invalidated it, and
you'll see that an auditor can invite itsa.

One of the ways an auditor invites itsais to be silent. A
person says, "My gods | just renmenbered, ha ha. Ha ha,
never renenbered it before, | never remenbered it before. |
killed ny nother-in-law. Ha ha, what do you know? God,
that's funny. Occluded the whol e thing.

Yeah. | occluded the whole thing. Ah, yeah. "The auditor's
sitting there, the auditor's sitting there... Nowthe PC
for sure got to explain why this is inportant, why this is
a cognition. So the auditor didn't acknow edge it, that's

all and he didn't acknow edge it with his face, or his

voi ce, or any other damm thing. See? He didn't acknow edge
it. And so he'll get an overrun

So, when you see a columm and a half after the F/ N
explaining why it is all, you know that the auditors TRs
are out, and you look. Simlarly, you know when he cuts the
PCs comm the PC has got an F/N but there's no statenent.
Wl | either the auditor's admin is out, or he..

(laughter). So you see the case supervisor knows all. The
sensitivity to the cycle of action, the sensitivity to the
cycl e of action.

Now, you've got a problemthen, in the admnistration of



the process over and beyond the actual asking of auditing
questions. You' ve got the adm nistration, and you see the
adm ni stration before you in the folder, and, was it really
delivered? So the case supervisor is always operating

agai nst the question mark of the auditors' TRs. Were the
auditors' TRs good? Did the auditor actually give a good
session presence? Because actually, a bad auditor session
presence can make an apparent gain not be a gain. The out
TRs didn't actually end the cycle of action, they overran
it or under ran it, and it may be that the auditor was just
too lazy to wite it down, or the auditor wote it down
falsely, or the auditor copied his report afterwards to
make it | ook good, or something like that. So as case
supervi sor you al ways have an unlimted nunber of very |ow
conditions for any falsification, abbreviation, or

ot herwi se, on an auditing report.

The falsification or msrepresentati on on an auditing
report then becomes a deathly, deadly sin.

Because it deni es the case supervisor the infornation
necessary to handle the case. And you, if you are out there
case supervising, and you have a |l evel, grade, dass |
auditor, something like this, and this Class Il auditor is
busy auditing PCs in an HGC, you're going to think right
away that it's absolutely vital that we train himup in the
entirety of Class VIII before we let himaudit anybody, oh
ny god, he ought to be strangled, |ook how bad it is. And
you go over to the acadeny and you try to get themto teach
a Cass VIII course, and so forth, and the guy doesn't even
know t he name of the subject yet. He's got no body of
information to correct or go through or anything else. He's
just ignorant. So, you are very careful about what PCs he
audits. And you'll find out that it's quite remarkable the
gains he will get, and you in your case supervision can
gui de himright straight back onto the straight and narrow.
You can. You can train himup so he does it. Now you
probably need your nickel in the slot, the record reaches
over, the arm goes over and presses this needle on and a
tune runs off.

But the best thing you do with a case like this is, yeah

as fast as possible, you get himon up through, and you get
hi m t hr ough the whol e body of information on a Cass VI
course, and you push himup through, and you get yourself a
Class VIII. But you can't in actual fact, in a fortnight
make Class VIIIl auditors out of all these guys. But you
sure as hell can nmake it an awful deadly, deadly, deadly,
deadly, deadly sin for himto nake any fal se statenent, or
any alteration on an auditors' report. And that's the thing
whi ch you have to teach him not the Cass VIII course.

You say, "We're very glad to have you auditing in the HGC
There's only one thing you should know about auditing in
the HGC. This is the formof the session, this is how a
session is witten down. Any variation fromthis or any
falsification of session data, and so forth, and you're



hanged. Otherwi se than that we're friends. This is the high
crime. This is the high crine around here." Because that is
the one thing that a case supervisor can't do too nuch about.

Now he knows it has happened when his PC turns up in
review, and he's sick, and when he turns up in a big ethics
order. So a case supervisor always watches the revi ew
requests and the ethics orders. Then he can judge the
quality of the auditing which is being delivered. And he
can go back and find out those sessions which have been

fal sely reported.

Now, the basis of auditing, the basis of auditing is this
basi ¢ mechani sm about the mnd. The key out, the key out,
he stops making it for now. He disconnects fromthe being
who is making it for now That's a release. He m ght think
it again, or sonething |like that, and then he's gonna do it
again. He won't do it as seriously. The bul k of the charge
on it has gone, so it won't be as serious as before, but he
can key in. So the mechani smof key out and key in is
everything you' re handling up to RGBEW Then he has the
cognition that he's making it, and then you only have to
worry about other things making things. And then that's
handl ed on 2 by taking charge off, and then on 3.

Now when he finally gets around to what the think is, and
how cone he does this in the first place, and so forth,
you're in the zone of OI8. OI8 is the total explanation of
why? How cone? What's it all about? And the beginning of
the line is, the beginning of the line is, that they are
not all built the same way. Sone are two peanut whistle,
sone are 44,000 horsepower. Thetans are not all of the sane
strength. And they're not equal and they're not all the
same being, and there's thetans who would really sweat at
it to run one foot of a grasshopper, and other thetans that
couldn't possibly scale thensel ves down to | eaving the
Enpire State building standing if they leaned on it.
Different sizes, for sone peculiar reason

What woul d be nore peculiar is if they were all the same
hor sepower and the sane size.

But the net result of all of this is, is they're all pretty
strong, actually, when you get themto straighten out. And
it begins at the lowest level, with the same thing that it
ends with at the highest level. You're auditing the sane
bei ng, or collection of beings, except at the highest |eve
you're starting to audit the dynamics, and then you audit

it back, so that an individual is an individual, despite
the dynamics, and so forth. The same guy, fromthe bird who
conmes in to the session and he says to you, "I don't want
to be processed.” He says it with a | ook, and otherw se.
Now that's the thought. And what you're trying to do is

di sconnect that thought, so that he can be processed.

So you audit himvery snoothly fromthere on out, and he
doesn't think the thought again "I don't want to be



processed." So he goes right on up through the roof, very
nicely and very snoothly. And he's just the sane as every
other thetan. He night have a different horsepower, and he
may have different conpanions in his skull. But he operates
the sane way, and he responds to the sane | aws, and there
is no difference. There is no difference, there is no,
definitely no difference, in his reactions. And that is the
thing, basically, which you' re handling. The guy is

thi nki ng a thought which nocks up, or he's nocking up

sonet hing, he's nocking up sonething and thinking a

t hought. And when you clip the thing which nmakes him stop
doing that, without at the sanme tinme stopping him on his
own volition that is to say in answering the question, then
at that nmonent you get a floating needle. It's making him
think the right thought to disconnect. Very sinple. That's
standard tech. And it runs all the way up.

Now you think then there are mllions of ways to do that.

Surprise, surprise, surprise. | don't think there are fifty
techniques. | don't think there are fifty processes. Fifty
woul d be stating it very largely. | haven't counted them |

haven't counted them

The processes are the sane all the way fromrehab of forner
states of release to sonmebody who has never been audited,
straight on through to OI8. Nowhere along the Iine is there
a different technol ogy enployed. And it doesn't anobunt to
fifty processes. It just has different targets.

The targets shift, the processes are differently worded,
the action is uniform You're doing the sane thing all the
way. You bring himup to a point of where he knows he was
nmocking it up, and doesn't mock it up until he nocks it up
and says he's nmocking it up.

You begin at an unawareness. He is totally unaware of the
fact that he is nocking it up, and you di sconnect himfrom
nocking it up at that nmonment. And he isn't even aware of
that. He just knows he feels good. And then it's just up
and up and up, until he gets to the Cearing Course. You' ve
brought hi mup enough stair steps, until he becones aware
of the fact that he is or isn't nocking it up, and this
time it's the whol e bank. He says, "Wat the hell? |I'm
nocki ng the whol e thing up. Huh. What do you know. "

Alright. Fromthat point on he is not really yet aware of
the fact that there are other things around nocking it up
And not being aware that other things are around nocking it
up he can get into many puzzles. He sonetinmes goes out of
his head, he thinks I'lIl go pick up another body," he
thinks this, he thinks that, he thinks sonething el se. And
he's liable to get into very severe trouble picking up

anot her body, because there're all kinds of things being
nocked up in that body. Anywhere he | ooks sonething' s going
to be nocked up. So he's going to get into a hell of a
puzzl e unl ess he goes up through the remaining O sections.



And then when he gets clear on up to the top and he's
beautiful, he's all straightened out, boy is he straight,
wow. He can steer it, not too well, but he can steer it.
And then he has to handl e the, the subject of think. Not
nocki ng up, but the subject of think. Wat is he thinking?
What ... sonething happens and he thinks. Wll that's, you
know? It's the reactive think that you' re handling then
But anyhow, you'll see that when you get to it.

Anyway | just wanted to tell you. This is the sane band and
it goes fromthe guy who doesn't even want to be audited up
to the guy who's as free as a bird and uses the Enpire
State building to pick his teeth. Sane set of processes,
same standard tech, and we got it all, and therefore, I am
inviting you, kindly, persuasively, gently, ferociously to
use it. And to understand it and not go off the edge of it
into the never-never |and that connects himall up again.
Thank you.
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