LAUDABLE WITHHOLD








1.	If it’s laudable to have done it, then it’s not laudable to withhold it. All right, if it’s laudable to withhold it then it must be coupled with, „You shouldn’t ought to have done it, it shouldn’t be done.“ So one of the pair of the overt or the withhold is always laudable and always desirable. And the other one is undesirable. A laudable withhold is an undesirable action. (SH Spec 100, 6201C16) 





2.	There’s a whole bunch of things called „laudable withholds.“ Now, it was very laudable of you not to sink the battleship. This was very laudable. It’s very laudable of you not to have gotten angry at the waitress. Yeah, it’s laudable. But a laudable withhold, of course, is always something that society expects of you, providing you’ve got these other im�pulses which society has classified (whatever society you happen to belong to), has classified as shouldn’t-ought-to-have-done-it actions.


Now, it all depends on where you was brung up (some people were brought up and some people were brung up) and exactly what you shouldn’t ought to be done-ing Now, the whole subject of that is not the subject of phi�losophy, it’s a subject of mores. It’s what is moral. To whom and where and what group, under what circumstances, is a laudable action and an action that ought to be withheld?


Now, you have, then, all withholds divided, and all actions divided into „laudable actions“ and „laudable withholds.“ And the laudable withhold goes along with the undesirable action, and the laudable action goes along with an undesirable withhold. Well, figure it out. That’s true, isn’t it?


So you is always horsed between two horses. See? Is it laudable to went and done it? All right. Well, then it’s not laudable to withhold it. All right. If it’s laudable to withhold it, then it must be coupled with of – “You shouldn’t ought to have done it. It shouldn’t be done.“ You see?


So one of the pair of the overt or the withhold is always laudable and always desirable. And the other one is, it is undesirable. See, if you got a laudable withhold, you must have had a desirable action. In other words, a laudable withhold is an undesirable action – get it straight: laudable with�hold, undesirable action. Desirable action, on the other hand, of course: you have a bad withhold.


For instance, it is laudable in some societies to hand out money indis�criminately. See, that’s very laudable. That means you’re generous, you be�lieve in Allah, all kinds of other actions. You must hand out money in all directions. And if you withhold it, if you withhold any money, you’re of course a miser. See, you’re a cheapskate. You’re a miser, you see? Now, that is the punishment they assign in order to – you see, that’s a derogatory withhold because the action is considered by the group to be desirable.


Take any given action – let’s take kissing a girl – just take that as an action. I don’t know whether you’re familiar with this action or not, but … Kiss�ing a girl. All right. Now, let’s take a look at the various societies and their vari�ous regards of it. And you find out it’d be very interesting. The Marriage Counselors Society of Los Angeles. Of course, this is a very laudable action and therefore you are a very evil man if you don’t kiss a girl. If you’re not the type of man who kisses girls, then you’re an evil man. That’s according to the mores of the marriage counselors. Because of course the more girls that get kissed, the more business they have. Elementary. Elementary.


All right. Now, let’s take the Sex-Is-Evil-Society of New York City. The Sex-Is-Evil-Society. All right. Every time you kiss a girl, you see, you are evil. So you’re an evil man because you kiss a girl.


Now, you go down to Hollywood, for instance, and kiss a girl, they think you’re crazy. I didn’t mean to – it as a crack, and so forth. I didn’t mean it as a crack – a derogatory. In the first place, it couldn’t be derogatory because you can always explain cracks about Hollywood on the same basis, „It isn’t critical – it isn’t a critical thought because it’s true!“ You hear that? How do they say?


Now, there’s just one action. And the fellow who does it in one group is evil and the fellow who doesn’t do it in another group is evil. It’s a case of „you can’t win.“ But there’s another side to this game too, you see? The one action of withholding kissing girls in New York – then you’re a good man, you see? And in California, you see, why, you’re a – Marriage Counselors Association – why, you’re a good man if you kiss girls. In New York – Anti-Sex Society, you see – you’re a good man if you withhold kissing girls. Now, be�tween these two things you get confused.


In a war there’s nothing quite as upsetting to a company officer as a soldier who won’t shoot enemy troops. This is very upsetting, very upsetting. The War Department in the United States, and I am sure in England, has often sat up all night long compiling statistics as the number of unfired weapons or weapons fired in the air at no target during actions of World War II. And it is a terrible worry to them, particularly when the figure gets above 50. When the figure gets above 50 percent, you see. Why, look-it: the tax�payer has devoted his blood and treasure to manufacturing bullets, and there is this chuckleheaded soldier sitting on the front line who won’t even pull the trigger, you see? So this is a bad withhold. Very bad business, you see? This is a rough thing here. A fellow shouldn’t do it, you see? He shouldn’t withhold that bullet.


All right. Now let’s say he’s even a member of the police force and he goes down the middle of Main Street, and he fires this – fires off a gun – somebody fires off a gun. The same officer at a different period of time may then be sentencing him for having shot a gun, arresting and sentencing him for having done this action. So the time it is done has something to do with it. Not only the society, but the time this is done. The timing of the action tells you whether or not the desi – – the withhold is desirable or the action is de�sirable. So it’s no wonder you get confused.


You get it all straightened out, you see, that certain society, called the United States population, considers it laudable if you fire a gun at a man in time of war, and considers it evil if you refuse to fire a gun at a man at time of war, see? That’s in time of war.


Now, in time of peace, the same society, the same people, consider it laudable to withhold firing the gun and evil to fire the gun. See? So you get confused. So your pc gets confused. (SHSBC tape 620116)
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