FREEZONE BIBLE ASSOCIATION TECH POST��HCL LECTURES - FINAL SECTION 6/10��**************************************************��HCL LECTURES - FINAL SECTION (Mar-April 1952)��CONTENTS:��1. THE SUCCESS OF DIANETICS�2. HCL-23 THETA BODIES�3. HCL-21 ANATOMY OF THE THETA BODY�4. HCL-22 HOW TO AUDIT A THETA LINE, PARTS I AND II�5. HCL-25 AN ANALYSIS OF MEMORY AND HUMAN ABBERATION, PART I�6. HCL-26 AN ANALYSIS OF MEMORY AND HUMAN ABERRATION, Part II�7. HCL-27 HOW TO SEARCH FOR INCIDENTS ON THE TRACK, PART I�8. HCL-27A HOW TO SEARCH FOR INCIDENTS ON THE TRACK, PART II�9. HCL-DEMO: THETA BODY DEMONSTRATION�10. APPENDIX��Note that HCL-27 includes HCL-18.��Dates and tape renumbering here are complex. See the Appendix�and the beginnings of the individual tapes. Other lectures�may be missing and are not in the R&Ds, especially HCL-23A�"Impulses of a Thetan" and HCL-24A "Theta Bodies". But tape�HCL-24 is assumed to be either HCL-12A or HCL-6 Spec.��Previously posted in this series:��FZ BIBLE 1/4 HPC TAPES 1952 (Fdn Business & HofM Incidents)�[These are an introduction to the HCL series]��FZ BIBLE 1/10 HCL TAPES of 1952, FIRST SECTION�[HCL-1 to 6A]��FZ BIBLE 0/10 HCL TAPES PART 2 (1952)�[HCL-7 to 17]��FZ BIBLE 1/4 TIME TRACK OF THETA �[HCL 19 and 20]��FZ BIBLE - BATTLE OF THE UNIVERSES - CONFIDENTIAL TAPE�[HCL-Spec]��This coveres the entirity of all material from the middle of�New R&D Vol. 9 to the middle of New R&D Vol 10 as well as much�material that was omitted from the R&Ds. Immediately after �this in New R&D 10 are the Route To Infinity lectures (Tech �80 lectures) which we posted last year.���**************************************************��STATEMENT OF PURPOSE ��Our purpose is to promote religious freedom and the Scientology�Religion by spreading the Scientology Tech across the internet.��The Cof$ abusively suppresses the practice and use of�Scientology Tech by FreeZone Scientologists. It misuses the�copyright laws as part of its suppression of religious freedom.��They think that all freezoner's are "squirrels" who should be�stamped out as heritics. By their standards, all Christians, �Moslems, Mormons, and even non-Hassidic Jews would be considered�to be squirrels of the Jewish Religion.��The writings of LRH form our Old Testament just as the writings�of Judiasm form the Old Testament of Christianity.��We might not be good and obedient Scientologists according�to the definitions of the Cof$ whom we are in protest against.��But even though the Christians are not good and obedient Jews,�the rules of religious freedom allow them to have their old �testament regardless of any Jewish opinion. ��We ask for the same rights, namely to practice our religion�as we see fit and to have access to our holy scriptures�without fear of the Cof$ copyright terrorists.��We ask for others to help in our fight. Even if you do�not believe in Scientology or the Scientology Tech, we hope�that you do believe in religious freedom and will choose�to aid us for that reason.��Thank You,��The FZ Bible Association��**************************************************���HCL-26 AN ANALYSIS OF MEMORY AND HUMAN ABERRATION, Part II��5203C25, HCL-26, 25 March 1952��[Although the tape leader says 25 Mar 52, this tape is actually�from 26 Nov 1951 and apparantly was re-issued as part of the�HCL series for the professional course on 25 Mar 52. A small�amount of out of date material was snipped out at that time,�as noted below. On the Flag Master List, the 26 Nov 51 version�is tape number 290 and the HCL-26 version is tape number 380.]��[This is a freezone transcription of the tape based on the old �reels, cross checked against the transcript in OLD R&D vol 9 �page 115 to 126.]��[Professional Course Booklet 26 is included here following the�end of the lecture.]��[Lines marked ">" are on the tape but omitted from the R&D�volume. The opening two paragraphs, marked # are in the�R&D volume but not on our copy of the tape, which is marked�HCL-26. It is possible that these were deleted from the�tape when it was reissued as part of the HCL series, because�the Advanced procedure steps discussed were no longer in use.]��[The OLD R&D cleaned up the sentences slightly. For example,�the fragmentary sentence "Gives another point of error." a few�paragraphs down was changed to "There is another point of error." �in the R&D. We have used the actual wording on the tape instead�and have not noted the minor alterations made in the R&D because �it would be too distracting.]��[beginning of lecture]��# Now, Advanced Procedure consists of fourteen steps in auditing -�# fifteen, actually, although step fifteen is a recheck. It puts�# together a new approach to auditing and it is relatively fast. �# It tells the auditor what to do and when to do it. It also would�# space a preclear along at various stages so that the hit-or-miss�# addresses to cases wouldn't occur.�# �# The material which I am giving you here is to some degree a�# summation of that, but more importantly, it goies in on Act�# Nine, running all rmotion on the case. And the button I am�# about to give you comes under that heading. It is not in the�# book, but the book is very inclusive.��[beginning of tape HCL-26]��A unit memory can often be seen, heard, felt, so forth, all over �again. In other words, full perception of the memory itself is �potentially possible. Now here's a little bombshell for you that �wipes out something in the first book. It's not particularly �desirable, it is very far from necessary, and when it's on to the �extent of a wide open case, watch out. Almost any case, no matter �how occluded, has a few visios, a few little pictures. Almost any �wide open case no matter how wide open, has a few areas of �occlusion. In an occluded case when he tries to look at something �he's looked at before, he sees black, and lots of it. And the wide �open case looking at something else, something he has looked at �before, generally sees something else. ��Now this is phenomena which was slightly known before, but not to �the extent that it's been used in Dianetics. This phenomena is �present in anybody. And in old texts they said it was present �usually in morons and children. But they knew nothing about awake �returning. For instance they thought a person had to be hypnotized �in order to look at any of his memories, which should give you some �kind of an idea how utterly debased the whole understanding of the �mind was. Mind you a person had to be hypnotized to look at a �memory! In other words, not only could another person not do it �for him, but also there had to be a special mumbo jumbo in order to �throw this fellow into some kind of a hypnotic trance. Get him to �sit very quietly, put himself wholly in the possession of a �hypnotist and then the hypnotist could handle what? The unit �memories of the individual. ��Gives another point of error. It talked about returning. Sure, �you can hang together your theta facsimiles to a point where you've �got a time track. Yeah, there's a time track. There's a unit of �time on each one of them. But an individual handling his �facsimiles could take any unit off of the time track and move it �into present time, take a look at it. Not only that, he can look �at any part of it he wants to. And if he's just looking for the �data and conclusions, we have what is known as memory, what we �commonly call memory. I remember that I went someplace, I remember �the this and that. If he isn't looking at anything, he isn't �really calling any part of this facsimile into play except one, and �that's just the conclusion of the data. So that's very easily �called back. ��Actually the whole package comes along with it and if he wanted to �really look it over, and it had a lot of pain in it, and he was �pretty low down the tone scale he can get latched up in it just by �remembering it. I've run into cases recently where individuals �tried to remember something that had happened to them so hard that �they got the memory back, the memory package back complete. Now �that's your psychosomatic illness. It can turn on in full, �everything. If you put a person on the couch you can put him so �thoroughly into a unit memory that he conceives of himself as the �size, same tastes that were present, everything complete, just as �though he were right there. That would be almost full returning. �It's not desirable. It's not even useful.��If you've been struggling for a visio, a sonic, I'm sorry to have �to tell you that ...�> Hubbard who is never wrong, has been wrong. Skip it. The stuff �.. is so unimportant as to be useless. All you want is the �data, if you want that. That's all you want. But more important �even than the data is the ability to handle these things, these �unit memories. Handle your memory, you achieved very full self �determinism. You can achieve a self determinism above this �point which makes it unnecessary for you to handle any memory. ��Up here in this band [R&D indicates that this is the 27.0 to 40.0 �band - Ed.] is I am, I know. I know is in that band. �Anybody here in that band would know all there is to know about �epistemology. Know, knowledge, all knowledge is there. Did you �ever see a fellow walk out and pick up a set of golf clubs and �knock a ball down the line two hundred and twenty yards or �something of the sort and say, "Gee I think I like golf," and he �goes on and he plays golf for a few days. All of a sudden he gets �terrible, and he never gets that good afterwards. Ever see this �happen? Well it's very simple. The fellow walked up, looked at �the golf clubs and says, "I know," picked it up, knew, hit, bang! �After a few days he looked at a lot of duffers around him and he �decided that he couldn't possibly know, that there was a lot to �learn about golf. The second he decided that he became a lousy �player, boom!��Any one of you when you were young, had the experience of walking �up to a piece of machinery, equipment or something of the sort, and �you knew exactly what to do with it. A child is a very natural �actor until someone tells him how to act. He knows acting. After �all life is to a large degree, an act. And he comes on, he can �come on the stage, total un-self consciousness and so forth, but �terrific. Until somebody tell him, "Dear, aren't you sure you're �all right now, you're not going to have stage fright are you? �You're not going to get nervous." No you won't get nervous or �funny on this, it's just part of acting is getting nervous, is �having stage fright. "Well, alright, I'll be nervous." It's just �about that bad. But I know is up here. It is that terrific, easy, �self confidence, self assurance of being able to do anything, or to �know anything. One examination by perception and you know. ��Actually up here is a full knowledge of physics. How do you think �theta can build an algae with the terrifically complex organic �compounds in an algae, unless it knows organic chemistry? Very �complex subjects and nobody's caught up to how to synthesize. The �human mind, low on the tone scale, has not yet learned show to �synthesize some of the compounds contained in an algae. Yet the �original life form put together those compounds. Interesting, �isn't it?��You've all felt that there was a terrific amount of knowledge �someplace back of you that if you could just tap it somehow, you �would be a very wise person. All you've got to do is come up the �tone scale, you see? You'll tap it. Has some unfortunate �liabilities. ��> Ross walks down the aisle about to tell me that Jack Maloney says �[R&D substitutes "I had someone walk down to tell me"]�that I should tell you about advanced procedure down below, that �it's now in. And he gets to about there [R&D indicates - to�about halfway down the asile] and I know I'm supposed to tell �you about advanced procedure and he gets up here and he �goes through the un... He tells me about it. He's probably �running much too slow and I'm sure I am.��> Dave McLain today, tells me, comes up and tells me, �[R&D substitutes "Somebody else came up and told me,"]�"You know today I was using some of the techniques you're talking �about. Sure, I thought of them yesterday. He thought of them �probably at the same time. ��It's interesting. If you want ESP it's there, so what? If �you want hocus-pocus and telekinesis and god knows what else, you �can have them all. They're all there. So what? If you had �complete theta communication, if everybody's theta facsimiles were �available to you, if all knowledge was available to you instantly, �completely, and if you had answered up all the way along the line �on everything, and you were perfection itself, you'd be dead. It's �top static. Yet that knowledge is there, those things are all �available if you want them. IF you want them. ��God help the mystic. Without any material bridge built to �epistemology, the mystic goes hopping around from stone to stone in �the raging torrent of the unknown. He gets himself trapped, �caught, drowned, upset, boom, bang! Well it's a very dramatic life �being a mystic. Very, very dramatic. Without being able to handle �any of his theta facsimiles he tries to handle all of the theta �facsimiles. Gets complicated. Slows down to a point without �knowing how to speed up. Terrific liability. We should bow our �heads for thirty seconds for all those brave or ignorant people of �the past who have gone into top static just for the devil of it. �They've left their bodies strewn through Asia. ��To enter mysticism without knowing the roads and bridges of �epistemology is a very foolish thing indeed. Yet there's a �tremendous amount today. Here's, here's Rhine. Playing around on �your Duke University. Very demonstrable. There is nothing wrong �with his figures. He shows that ESP exists. There's all sorts of �things that exist that he plays with. There's also prediction �exists. Of course theta hasn't got any time, you might as well be �able to read the thirty-sixth card as the first. Why? 'Cause the �second you get up in here you don't have any motion. And the �evident reason for your existence is the gathering of a few �experiences but it's not gathering them to put them in the past. �It's to have them now. And when a person feels that he is unable �to have experiences now, he goes ransacking the past. Or he starts �daydreaming up into the future, equally without action. ��The past is dead. The only moment you will ever know is now and �you will continue to know the moment of now from here on out. �That's all the moment there is. You could appreciate that. Try to �eat yesterday's dinner in your memory. Well you've eaten it about �twice, the theta facsimile wears out and disappears. It's very �amusing to go way back down the track and pick up some of the very �early facsimiles, very amusing. As a matter of fact, it's a very �amusing game to take the individual and without his realizing what �you're doing, turn on his invertebrate state. You could turn it on �at the moment of his death. He gets sad. He doesn't know what's �happening to him. He gets sad. Or you can turn on some earlier �state at a moment of ecstacy, he gets very ecstatic. Wonderful, �wonderful. He doesn't know why he's ecstatic. ��You can take individuals, in short, and do almost anything you want �to with their theta facsimiles, if you're up here. Almost anything �you want to. An auditor gets what pleasure he gets actually, out �of manipulating the theta facsimiles of another human being. But �it's kind of a joke because they're somebody else's facsimiles, and �he should be able to handle them himself. Auditor comes along and �audits him. It's a joke. Put him back to the times when he had �broken legs and you do this and you do that, and he doesn't have �any psychosomatic illnesses any more and he's wonderful. ��But bluntly, it's a joke. The second an auditor believes it's �serious business, he starts to get aberrated and comes down the �tone scale. And there is your auditor as he goes down the tone �scale he sits there and he says, "This poor preclear lost his �father and lost his mother, big automobile wreck smashed him, �almost cut his head off, poor little fellow raised as an orphan, �and there he is..." �> Typical Beacon headline. And he says, �"This poor preclear, this poor preclear, how serious, how awful." �And if this auditor is anywhere down along a bracket which is running �pretty slow, he'll get a comparable facsimile himself. All of a �sudden he's got a stomach ache. He's apparently getting the other �man's facsimile. Actually, he isn't. But he apparently is.��Yeah, you can audit somebody and turn yourself into a headache. �But you only do it when you think, boy this past was really �serious, sniff, sniff. Sympathy. Comparable vibration. Actually �the real purpose of an auditor would be to let a lot of people work �their way through this. Show them how, maybe go into an �institution once in a while and train up a few staff, give some �talks to people. And use the subject of epistemology to produce a �little more perfection and perhaps a little more randomity in the �world. Co-auditing is not the best tool. But it was all the tool �we had for a long time, so we did it. And we've still got to do it �for a little while because people just don't take off suddenly like �airplanes or jet planes or rockets or something, just by giving him �this piece of information usually. Sometimes they do, sometimes �they take off and go clear up through here, too. That's awfully �amusing.��What's the quality of death? The only thing really serious about �death is the fact that sometimes it hurts. What's the quality of �pain? And we find oddly enough that pain is where motion and �emotion come together, and the pain is in motion and emotion. But �a lot in emotion. What's death? What's pain? How can we turn �them on? How can we turn them off? We know. Automatically we �ought to be well up the line here.��Now what is a person up here and a person down here? What is�omission? Talk to you about a responsibility and cause and effect. �Cause and effect. Here is an individual who has inherently, all �eight dynamics. His is inherently dealing not only with himself, �but he's dealing with future generations, his family, his group, �all mankind, all life and so forth. Potentially he deals with all �of these things at the same time. Potentially. He can do this. �If he offends on one of these dynamics, fails on one of these �dynamics, he'll fail in the other ones. In other words, if he goes �out to hit Bill Jones in the nose and he doesn't, or if he hits �Bill Jones in the nose and then some, Bill Jones gets up and jumps �on his head, it's odd that he gets a pain in his nose, isn't it? �He fails. Don't fail, main point. But if you do at least have the �good graces to die. Anyway, oh, let it out. You got a lot of �choices.��Now an individual at 40 is operating as pure cause. He is not �operating as cause with motion. He is merely potential cause �without effort or direction or motion. Pure cause without �application. The second that he applies it, he comes down the line �a little bit. And then he comes down the line, down the line, down �the line 'til he gets to about, 20 he's handling an optimum amount �of motion. Now the amount of motion he handles slows down, slows �down, slows down, gets very, very slow, gets slower and slower and �slower and slower and slower, and finally gets to normal. Way down �here. Alright. ��How much motion an individual handles, the optimum amount is �between cause and effect. You cause yourself to be and then you �get hungry and you eat. It is not optimum to be pure cause. It's �an effort to be so, you make an effort to be pure cause. But you �don't quite get there because you've got a carbon oxygen engine you �have to keep going and it's tied down in the time stream. Pure �cause doesn't have any time in it, for one thing. Neither does 20 �have any fixed time in it. But you start going down the tone scale �and an awful amount of time gets wrapped up. ��What groups a time track and occludes a person? Time. The �person's concept starts along this line. "I haven't got any time. �He makes the postulate, he says as I, "I don't have enough time to �do that. I haven't enough time to do something or other. I want �to do this with time, I want to do that with time." He starts in �other words, saying that he doesn't have any time. And the next �thing you know he hasn't got any time in any of his theta �facsimiles apparently, and so they all jam together and all jam up �and he can't handle them or spot them on the time track. Well of �course, because he hasn't got any time. ��You will find actually, I remember something or other says the �single arbitrary is time [Axiom 68]. That's actually true. You can �extrapolate from that. "I haven't got any time. I have no time, I �am too busy, I'm not going to do that." Did you ever see one of �these persons going around saying, "You know I haven't got any time �to do this and I am just rushed all the time. And I am so, so, so �tired I'm just rushed and I haven't got any time to do anything." �You can inspect this person in the course of his day, his �activities, and you'll find out that twenty-three hours, sixty �minutes and sixty seconds are wasted. Why are they wasted? �Because he doesn't have any time, of course. Very, very central �aberration. ��Now what it does to a person's concept of time of course, is take �all the time out, which of course takes all the theta facsimiles �out because they're filed by time. So you just pick up all the �file. What would you think of a file case that suddenly had all of �its alphabet cards picked up and thrown away? Be pretty hard to �find something in it, wouldn't it? Well when a person hasn't got �any time, why he's just picked up all the alphabet cards and thrown �them away 'cause things are filed by time in his mind. That's the �principle aberration.��Alright, you're trying to be a cause without being too much of an �effect. You're trying to be a cause of something which will result �in a pleasant, not an unpleasant effect. And then having become �the effect, you still want to be fluid enough in the business of �living to be able to be cause again. And so you fluctuate between �cause and effect. But when a person gets late on the tone scale �he's effect, when a person's up too high he's cause. Here he's �cause without motion, here he's effect or motion without cause. �Cause and effect. The individual, the self determined individual �causes, he is causation. And he's causation along all dynamics. �He offends against one, he causes something to happen along one �dynamic or even wants to cause something along that dynamic fails, �he'll fail on the other dynamics. He's cause along all these �dynamics. That's very easy, very easy to see. ��Now what happens to a person down here in a complete stimulus �response category? He's effect. Everything in the environment �effects him. He is an effected person. A person who is completely �psychotic is so completely effected that there was only one �environment which effected him, and he's still in it. He's stuck �with one great, big, powerful facsimile and he's swamped. He can't �handle his memory, in other words. And so his memory is up in �present time which wipes out the environment. Now stimulus �response mechanism is the environment is the cause and the �individual is the effect.��Alright, cause is very simple. You want to eat tomorrow so you �work today. The work you do today is the cause for tomorrow, but �that's cause with motion in it, you see? Supposing you went to the �all out proposition that something in your environ, lets say �somebody had mounted a pheasant or something and put it on a window �ledge and you knew that you were allergic to pheasants and the �pheasant made you sneeze so therefore you couldn't be cause today �so you don't eat tomorrow. What are you blaming? Blaming this �stuffed pheasant. Now I'm going to tell you something horrible. �The second that you blame anything including yourself, you elect a �cause. You elect something else to be responsible. You elect a �dynamic to be responsible. And it becomes the cause and you become �the effect at that moment. And do you see how this would be? ��You fall downstairs and hurt your knee and you say to Isabel, "You �pushed me." You suddenly have elected Isabel to be the cause. And �just as certainly you elected yourself to be the effect. And from �that moment on Isabel is going to be more powerful than you. The �environment is going to be more powerful than you. That's all you �have to do.��Now if you as an auditor insisted and insisted and failed in your �insistence to make somebody else handle your theta facsimiles for �you, in other words, audit you, you elected somebody else to handle �your theta facsimiles, you elected them as cause, you elected �yourself as effect, you've made them much more powerful than you. �And when you said, "The reason I am so aberrated is mama," you �elected her at cause, as cause, and made yourself effect. You put �her here and you in here. You said it's the teachers fault, you �went here, went here... You say, "It's this damned car," the car �goes here, you go here. You say, "It's my fault, I am to blame for �this," this says there's somebody to blame then, doesn't it? ��So in a sort of a messed up thing you've considered yourself to be �two people, one of which is over you in some fashion or other and �you are causing an effect but you were mainly the effect because �you were to blame. But this makes you more powerful than you. �Only you have to be the effect because you've blamed something, so �you become the lesser entity of self. And the second you become �the lesser entity of self, you become subject almost wholly and �completely to your own past postulates as being above change. ��And that's why you have to do postulate processing on individuals. �You say, "I am to blame." Alright I am to blame means that there �must be two I's because there's something's got to be there that �blames I. So you say, "Well this must be exterior to that and �therefore the I which I am blaming is me, and therefore I am the �effect of this other I, so therefore everything that this postulate, �this I has postulated over here, I am subject to. I am the effect �of everything I have been. And there is your aberration of past �experience being valuable.��Furthermore the whole society forces on you the idea that your past �experiences are valuable. Every time you go in to fill out an �application blank, what school have you been to? What experience �have you had? This society is so crazy that it believes that a �fellow has to have an enormous amount of experience before he does �anything. But demonstrably, this is not true. Unless a guy is way �down the tone scale so he has to do puppet response training. He �does training with a plane.��There are people in this crowd who know very well that they could �go out and after observing a set of tools for a little while and �figuring out kind of how they work, well that's what that does and �this does, could probably qualify as a carpenter or most anything. �But there's a big aberration going on in this society that says you �must work sixteen years as a carpenter before you can come on this �job as a carpenter. Therefore you must have had experience, �therefore past experience is valued. If you have a lot of past �experience, you eat today. ��And they continually make you the effect of your own past. How do �you escape this? How can you escape being the effect of your own �past? How can you escape being an effect all the time? How do you �escape in other words, having the environment handle all of your �memories for you, which is the same thing. If you have elected �yourself as an effect then you say, "All of my memories are �effecting me too." So therefore you can't of course, handle them. �You can't put them away or bring them back or do anything about �them. You've got to suffer with them. You've got to run them, �you've got to do all sorts of things with them.��So it makes it necessary to do auditing on you. It's gotten now so �it takes fifty to a hundred hours. You don't have to spend that �long. Let me tell you this about this button. Of course about the �highest level of aberration there would be then, is something time �caused, that you have elected as time cause. You let me have any �two human beings, and I'll fix it up so one of them gets the other �one up every morning. And regardless of their relative positions �on the tone scale at the start of this operation, after a little �while you will have the one who is being gotten up, here, and the �one who is doing the rousing, here. You see how this is? This �person is time cause. ��Who got you up when you went to school? Who got you up every �morning? Well that's just wonderful, you didn't get yourself up �every morning, so you started every day with somebody else owning �your time. Now how can you possibly handle theta facsimiles if �somebody else owns your time? "Time for you to get up now. If I �have to call you one more time!" Then as they go to school you �have bells. Bells and the school bells and seats and all sorts of �things, and you sit down and you get up and you go here, and you do �this and that. Bells ring, you act. Bells ring, you act. Bells �ring, you act. That bell is time cause. And you know right now, �if a standard school bell, that is to say one of the gong bells, �the kind they have in high school, but it rang outside that door, �several of you people would instinctively get up and start to �leave. Because that bell is time cause. ��Whoever you have elected as time cause then, you have elected as �your boss and the handler of your theta facsimiles, or the handler �of your memories. No wonder you get worried about your mind. You �have appointed guardians for these facsimiles every time you �appointed somebody else as cause. Every time you blamed anything �or anything along any dynamic, you appointed a boss, and you made �it so that you couldn't handle your own theta facsimiles any more �on that subject. Now here's a phenomena. A person has a visio. �He has one visio. Standard foundation wide open case. Let him �pick up that visio regardless of what it is and have him run just �one emotion off of it, and it goes out, pop! Get an occluded area �and run just one emotion with regard to that occlusion. It faintly �comes on and goes out, pop! We got rid of that one. ��You want to know how resolve occlusions? Don't worry about being �in valence, out of valence, on your head or upside down. The devil �with it. Don't worry about visios, nothing. It doesn't matter. �The only place you want to be is present time. If you can't find �enough to do in present time, daydream something about the future. �But get the past cleaned up so that it isn't up against you. How �does the past get up against you? You elect somebody else's cause �and you lose control of the theta facsimile of whatever you think �they have caused. You lose the control of the memory for which you �blame anyone along any dynamic. How do you do this? You say, "I �didn't cause it." Therefore, how can you handle it? Simple. �Alright?��Now what are you trying to do when you blame self, space, time, �energy, organisms, trees, grass, rocks, god, or you blame anything �anywhere along the line, what are you doing? You're wishing it �didn't happen. You're trying to do it over again. You're trying �to do it over again. You want to change it. And the aberrated �solution is to blame in an effort to get somebody else to accept �the blame. If they don't accept it, you've handed them a theta �facsimile you figure, "This is your fault, you handle it," and they �say, "It's not my fault." Wham! And you've got it right there in �present time. You've got it from there on out. Any counter-effort �which you experience has been blamed on something or somebody else. �You have not taken the responsibility for it, in other words. ��Now how do you get any action out of cause? How do you get any �action at all out of cause? If you're just cause you have to move �from cause into motion in order to get any action. Obvious. You �say, "I will be..." that's all right, you can be, but then be what? �Now you've got to have motion. So as you move out of cause you're �moving into the sphere of motion. And the way you get action and �conflict and randomity, the way you get anything in motion or even �the way you get a human body and keep it running, is actually by �self determinedly appointing yourself a counter-effort, by which �you are not responsible. ��The moment you appoint something else as something for which you're �not responsible, it will fight you, just as sure as can be. We're �not talking about metaphysics now, this happens to be actually �true. You say, "I'm not responsible for what they did," you'll get �the counter-effort of what they did, so that you can appoint a lot �of counter-efforts this way and keep life very dramatic for �yourself. In fact people when they get down along this band, spend �practically nothing but fighting the things which they have �appointed to be cause. And they keep on appointing these things to �be cause, appointing them to be cause. And they go into trouble �and they get into more trouble and they get into more trouble and �more stimulus response and go out the bottom of the tone scale. �It's a sure way to kill yourself. But you could drift up here and �never have any cause at all, if you didn't appoint some opponent. �Only for gosh sakes, keep control of what you appoint as an �opponent and don't get into the belief that it's a stimulus �response mechanism, because that's death. ��Regret is the emotion which suspends in time with you, things for �which you have tried to blame on other people. Any time that you �went against another individual with punitive action and failed, �that is to say, hurt them, maimed them up, you felt sympathy �afterwards. Now that's the emotional cycle of the incident. But �how do you suspend that incident? You say, "I wish it had never �happened." In other words, it's out of time. "It's out of time, I �wish it had never happened." That's regret. ��> Anything that you regret that you caused, you feel you caused �> something and then you regretted it, in other words you blamed �> yourself, caused something, blamed yourself and bowed regret. ��You get a visio of anything evidently, it's because you failed �afterward, and regretted it. And you're still keeping that theta �facsimile next to you. And you look at it and it's apparently a �very innocuous visio and you can't imagine how in the devil that �got there. Just natural that it would be there, nothing to it. ��Just try experimentally, just feel the emotion of regret and just �run up from the incident, just for a moment or two, the regret. �There's this person standing there, you see this visio of the �person standing there. And you know that nothing happened between �you and that person, of course, but you have a visio of him. So �you run up the line and two or three times up from there, and you �run regret and, well gee whiz that was the individual that the next �year you told somebody something about him and it cost him his job. �You felt sorry for it. You blamed yourself. And you said, "I �regret it." So you kept it around as a visio. ��But supposing you blame somebody else? Supposing somebody else got �blamed? You blamed somebody else, you said, "It's their fault, �it's their fault, it's their fault." You'll just bundle it right �up in present time as an occlusion. It's black. And you turn a �hint, "it's your fault. Accept it." And this person won't accept �the blame, won't accept the fault, won't break down. You're stuck �with it. Only you won't accept it. And you regret their inability �to accept it. Run that off, you'll get the occlusion. It'll pile �up into view whatever it is.��Now there are four ways you can go about this. You can figure this �out very simply. You have to run the times when you blamed �somebody else, and when you blamed yourself, and the times when you �refused to blame somebody else, and the times when refused to blame �yourself. It all comes under the heading of regret. If you ran �all the regret off the case it would remarkably disenturbulate. �More darn postulates will show up in less time, particularly on �self blame. The moment when you went below here, below 4.0 was the �first moment that you elected to blame yourself. The first moment �you decided to blame yourself, that it was your fault, and that you �were guilty, there you went. Now that's your top strata button �right now that is useful. Appointing time cause and so forth is a �theoretical button. It's not as useful but you can still use it. �There is more to be learned about that button. ��You run off regret, you run off hide, trust/distrust, incidents of �blame, run off some effort if you want to, and you've practically �got the package. Now it's all listed in that fourteen acts. �[The Acts in Advanced Procedures and Axioms.] Except where it �says all emotion, be sure to cover regret. You will wind up on �this process by taking full responsibility as an individual, for �the whole cockeyed universe. And then you'll have to move down �from that point in order to get some motion. And have to appoint �a few villains. Otherwise you won't have any action. Now just �saying, "I take full responsibility for this and that," has a �certain mystical aspect. It isn't very workable. But run it �out to a point where you can accept full responsibility on these �various things, and the occlusions will be gone, so will these �remarkably visible visios.��Did you ever notice the visios on, I'm sorry to venture in on a �subject people don't like. Did you ever notice the visios on a �past death? Why are they so brilliant when they're there? Regret, �regret, regret, regret, regret. "Poor me, I'm dead. Poor me." �But the shut out ones, boy, "Their fault, their fault, their fault. �Here I am dying," and so forth, "poor me. And it's their fault. �They did it to me. They did it, I'm not responsible. Here I die a �martyr." You run that off the past death, and it'll flick into �view. Run the blame of these other people, and the regret. And �for those who don't know that strange phenomenon, you take almost �anybody in, just in off the street at random and run them by effort �processing and they'll wind up in a past life or death.��One day I took a salesman and I processed him by effort processing �for a few minutes, just made a motion against motions which he was �receiving, and he found himself staring down rather dazedly at a �confederate belt buckle which he was wearing. In short, you can go �back down the whole time track. It's very strange. "I'm not �responsible for it. That gives me some randomity." If you got to �the point you see, where you were responsible for death too, why �you probably wouldn't be able to kick off when you wanted to and �gee whiz, who knows, the democrats might get in again.��So anyway here then, is your subject of cause and effect, �responsibility and memory. And the whole thing can be simply �summed up into this line. If you can put a preclear into a state �where he can handle his own memories and where his own memories �aren't handling him, and where the environment isn't handling his �memories for him, you've got a boy. You really got a boy. This is �so far above what we used to consider this mythical state of clear, �I don't think there's very much comparison to it. There isn't, �actually. It is a method of getting there without running out �everything there is in the past. It's a method of both getting rid �of the past and having the past, and so what the past?��You can take present time processing and just process the various �factors of blame in present time. What you blame yourself for in �present time, what you don't blame yourself for in present time. �What other people are blaming you for in present time. You just �process these things out and this fellow will suddenly start �walking around about eight and a half feet tall. ��> That's a metaphor. OK? Make sense to you? Well, then in �> stunned silence I bid you a very good evening. �> �> Thank you.��[end of lecture]��=============================��Appendix K. BOOKLET 26 "ANALYSIS OF MEMORY AND ABBERATION II" (remainder)��[This is the remainder of booklet 26. See appendix H for the�other section. Also see tape HCL-26 above]��------------��SCIENTOLOGY��Booklet 26�of the�PROFESSIONAL COURSE��BY�L. RON HUBBARD��Material from Tape Lecture��ANALYSIS OF MEMORY AND ABBERATION (Part II)��Compiled in Written Form�by�D. FOLGERE��--------------��ANALYSIS OF MEMORY AND ABBERATION �(Part II)���1. The body of a human being is the instrument either of�a self-determined individual or of the environment.��The stimulus-response theory is directly opposed to the�idea of self-determinism in human beings.��"Therapies" which are derived from the stimulus-response�theory are directly opposed to self-determinism in human�beings, and therefore they do not increase it.��2. A human being becomes a stimulus-response mechanism�by being interfered with, by being made into an effect, by�having his responsibility taken away from him, by having�other people's responsibility (blame) foisted off on him,�by being made to fail, and by being kept from knowing.��3. There is nothing in the structure of the body which�makes a stimulus-response type of operation necessary. It�is brought about entirely by the individual's relationship�to his own facsimiles, When he is unable to handle his own�facsimiles, they begin to handle him, and when something�appears in the environment which resembles something in a�facsimile, then that facsimile causes the individual to do�something on a stimulus-response basis. The more healthy�an individualis, the less this sort of thing is likely to�happen to him. The more healthy he is, the less�predictable his behavior will be. The "response" of a�self-determined individual to a stimulus will not be a�response at all. He will simply take the stimulus and do�what he pleases with it.��It is a common illustration of the stimulus-response�theory that fire applied to a person's finger will cause�that person to withdraw his finger rapidly and say "Ouch!"�This phenomenon has been observed so many times that a rule�has been made about it, and this kind of response has been�used as the common denominator of behavior. All behavior,�it is said, is made up of permutations and combinations of�responses to stimuli just like the finger being withdrawn�from the fire.��Unfortunately for the concocters of this theory and�fortunately for the rest of us there is in the East a�phenomenon called the Fire Walk which should have been�examined by these investigators and theorizers before they�lit their flash in the pan. In the Fire Walk, many�individuals, not especially gifted or trained or otherwise�unusual, walk with bare feet over a bed of glowing coals. �Their purpose in doing this is to summon up within�themselves such a force of theta that this ordinarily�destructive MEST energy will not even be able to harm the�organism which they inhabit. They are successful. Their�feet are not burned. And after walking across the fire,�they appear not taxed by a terrible effort of control but�greatly invigorated by a sudden influx of unwonted power of�some kind. They glow with life but they do not burn in the�flame.��Theorizers who make up fairy tales about the stimulus response �nature of thinking have been quite careful not to open their �eyes to the Fire Walk. They consider it in bad taste. �Sensationalism! Beneath study. The Easterners continue to �walk without burning, however, and stimulus-response "therapies" �continue to reduce self-determinism.��4. Another mistaken idea which sprang from the humans-are-MEST �point of view was that abilities could be added to an individual �by the directive force of another mind. In hypnotism, which is �the entering of the direction of one mind into another below �the level of consciousness, it was found that a hypnotized subject �could "go back" to an early period of his life and relive that �experience in vivid detail. Remarkable data were gathered in this �manner and subsequently were documented from other sources. It did �not seem to occur to the investigators who used this method,�however, that a mind which was able to return under�hypnotism should be able to return without hypnotism. We�may think it silly today that these investigators could�overlook such an obvious inference. How, we may say, could�they watch this ability in full use under hypnotism and�then suppose that it was gone when the hypnotic trance was�ended? Where, we may ask, did they think it went? But the�answer to this is not so difficult.��We must remember that the hypnotist was deeply oriented in�the belief that he was adding something to the capabilities�of the subject by his hypnotic interference with the�subject's self-determinism. We must remember that any�method of approaching the behavior of an individual from�the point of view of control springs either from a frank�desire to dominate or from the superstitious belief that�thinking is a stimulus-response process and that thought is�a result of MEST accidents. Having been thoroughly�indoctrinated in this wierd philosophy, the hypnotist was�unable to profit by the truth which his experiments laid�bare, and it remained for an investigator from another�field to recognize the startling meaning of hypnotic�regression and to generalize from it the truth of returning�in memory.��5. In early processing, there was a great effort to�have the pre-clear re-experience all the perceptics of�the facsimile he was running. This, however, comes clearly�under the heading of counter-effort processing, since�perceptics are only counter-efforts, and therefore it is no�longer a necessary part of processing.��Where does the theory of KNOWING lead us ?��It leads us, for one thing, to the paradox of the development �of the organic line. Investigation shows, more and more �convincingly, that life is simply thought acting upon MEST. �If this is so, then how is it that the force, theta, which is �capable, theory says, of beginning with the algae and working �its way up to man, cannot remember how it has done this? If we �are creatures of and part of a thought force which has taken �raw MEST and made it into the most complex and diverse organisms, �why are we still attending biology classes and flunking out? How �is it that we do not know now all that we would have had to know �in order to do what theory says we, or that of which we are a�part, have done?��Two possible answers suggest themselves. The first, and�easiest, is that the theory is wrong, and that life is not�thought working upon MEST, that men are mud after all, and�so on. This idea we must reject, since it is in obvious�disagreement with observable facts.��A second answer is that once we would have known all this�that we have been discussing, but now some aberration�has caused us to forget what we once knew. This seems a�possible idea, and one that is full of mystery and not�devoid of drama and menace.��There may be a third and even better answer, but it has�not yet come to light.��In many lands and many languages it has been said or�suspected that men are more than they seem, that they have�a history which has been mislaid, that they have a divinity�which has been lost. Myths of fallen gods and vanished�giants haunt our song and literature. This is the second�greatest mystery known to man: "How have we come to this?"��Scientology offers the student a chance to unlock the lips�of that mystery.��7. What does the quoted experience of the auditor in�the industrial plant tend to show about the universality of�the phenomenaa which are discussed in Mr. Hubbard's lectures?��8. In a later meeting between this auditor and his�associate-pre-clear, the pre-clear made the statement that�all his life he had felt resentment at "having been put�here". He went on to say that he thought this resentment�stemmed from the past life which he had been reporting to�the auditor.��As an indication of the spontaneity of this pre-clear's�relationship to his auditor and the undirected quality of�his reports, it should be added that (not having heard of�Dianetics) he spoke to his auditor In this manner: "Say,�you know, I don't see why you waste your time with this�(industrial) kind of work, which you have such an interest�in the mind. You're good, you really ought to be a�psychiatrist or something." The auditor reports that he�took this ingenuous statement as a compliment.��9. What is "positive suggestion"?��lO. Where do the sensory phenomena which are evoked by�"positive suggestion" come from?��11. Are they delusion?��12. What is the easiest way to cause someone to make a mistake ?��13. What effect does a short time factor have upon the ratio�of constructivity to destructivity?��14. What one fact brought out by Scientology tends to�lengthen the time factor in every human activity?��15. How might this fact affect the behavior of the human�race if it were appreciated universally?��16. Are you familiar with the somewhat limited versions of this �fact which have been made much of and used in various ways, for �good and for evil, in the Christian and Mohammedan religions?��17. Are you familiar with the version of this fact which�appears in Hindu religion?��18. Why does the writer become annoyed with people who criticize �Scientology?��19. How long has the problem of aberration been around?��20. What is the root difference between the word "Scientology" �and the word "Epistemology"?��21. What is one thing to which an individual's self-determinism �is directly proportional?��22. Why do some individuals shudder at the idea of being able �to remember everything?��23. Can you name an overt act which was done by the United States �as a nation?��24. If you had been president of the United States in the summer �of 1945, what would you have done with the atomic bomb in order �to do the minimum of destruction and the maximum of creation?��25. Does a bomb have evil built into it?��26. If not, where does the evil, if any, reside?��27. What is the result of blaming the acts of men upon the MEST �tools which they use for their acts?��28. What is the result of blaming science? ��29. What is the result of blaming one's self? ��30. What is the result of blame ? ��31. What would be a better course of action? ��32. Why? ��33. What is the job of science in relation to superstion?��34. What is the superstition which Scientology has done the�most to destroy?��35. Have some people been surprised at hearing this superstition �called a superstition?��36. Do you suppose that the witch burners of Salem also would have �been surprised at hearing their activities called superstition?��37. Where are memories recorded?��38. What inaccurate idea of the place of recording of memories �led to the choice of the word "engram"?��39. At what levels of the tone scale is stimulus-response�behavior found ?��40. What mistake was made by former investigators in relating �stimulus-response behavior to the totality of behavior? ��41. What is the so-called "stream of consciousness"?��42. Who wrote FINNEGAN'S WAKE? ��43. Why are there so few heroes and heroines in modern literary �novels?��44. What does a writer have to know in order to write convincingly �about a hero?��45. When was the last time you saw a motion picture which �inspired you?��46. If it was a long time ago, or never, why do you think this is?��47. What relation do you think art bears to the tone scale? ��48. Is it possible for an artist to show great skill and artistry �in the creation of something which is actually very low on the �tone scale and which will tend to lower the tone of those who see �or hear it? ��49. What relationship do censorship and lists of forbidden�books have to this phenomenon?��50. Why is censorship a failure at producing anything but a �further lowering of tone? ��51. What kind of a time factor leads people to adopt censorship �as a method of operation?��52. What would be the concern of the sculptor if he should find �the key of the quarry?��53. At what levels of the tone scale is association considered �very valuable?��54. Why is optimum randomity not found at 40.0 on the tone scale?��55. At what tone is optimum randomity found.��56. What takes place as an individual rises above 22.0�on the tone scale ?��57. What is "top static", as we use the term today? ��58. What might happen to the interest in gin rummy of an individual �who had learned to beat everybody at it?��59. In what way could this be similar to the activities of the �individual as a theta being acting in the MEST universe?��60. What would we have to know in order to fill in the bands which �lie between 22.0 and 40.0 on the scale?��61. Where is God on the tone scale?��62. What relationship could the phrase "a little lower than the �angels" be said to have to the tone scale?��63. Who was (or is) Lucifer?��64. Why are three-way auditing teams preferable to two-way auditing �teams?��65. Are you familiar with the PRECAUTIONS section of ADVANCED �PROCEDURES AND AXIOMS?��66. Which of the twelve precautions is the most important?��67. What light does the theory of entities throw upon the problem �of wide-open and occluded cases?��68. What does the word "COMPUTATION" mean, as it is defined in AP&A?��69. How does this relate to what has been said about experience �and KNOWING?��70. Could an individual who was exercising his power of KNOWING, �without regard to facsimiles, be aberrated by computations?��71. What does the word "entity" mean in its unspecialized, �un-Scientological sense?��72. Is it ever used in that sense in the lectures?��73. If you have done something which was considered a crime in �the society in which you lived and you did not want to give �yourself up but you knew that the police were coming to question �you with a lie detector, what two ways could you choose between �in order to prepare yourself (with the aid of another individual) �to foil the questions of the police by keeping the lie detector �from registering any charge on questions about the crime?��74. Why would one of these ways be much superior to the other?��75. In what way could the police questioner, if he knew enough, �spoil the effect of the inferior preparation?��76. Why would there be no known way for him to spoil the effect �of the superior preparation?��77. What are the disadvantages of using a blood-pressure guage �for a protracted period?��78. What may the auditor substitute for a respiration meter?��79. If you were asked to `rate in importance to mankind, a series �of inventors, would you rate Volney Mathison above or below Eli �Whitney?��80. What is said to take place, technically, when one person �tells another that he looks tired?��81. Does the E-meter register only changes in emotion called �forth by the auditor's questions, or does it register all �changes of emotion?��82. Which is more important in using the E-meter, a knowledge �of ohms or a knowledge of omens?��83. Why should the sensitivity control of the E-meter be used �at a constant setting whenever possible?��84. What will the auditor not know about any given incident if �he keeps changing the settings of the sensitivity control and �the range expander?��85. How can the auditor use the tone handle in order to get the �minimum benefit from the E-meter.��86. How Is fear sometimes registered by the needle? ��87. How is it usually registered? ��88. What does needle action indicate? ��89. What does a drop indicate?��90. What are the "vagaries" of the E-meterl��91. If an incident which the pre-clear is giving as a�motivator does not reduce, what may the auditor suspect?��92. Is this phenomenon common? ��93. What does the "single drop" indicate? ��94. What does the "stuck needle" indicate? ��95. What auditor action is indicated by the stuck needle? ��96. What is the "theta bop"? ��97. What is indicated by a gradual upswing of the needle?��98. What is indicated by the sudden jump to the left by the needle?���TRACK MAP��The following symbols are used to indicate readings�on the E-meter. What do they mean?��99. V. ��100. L.��101. M.��102. S.��103. U.��104. T.��105. What is a DED?��106. What is Arslycus?���SYMBOLOGICAL PROCESSING��107. In general, do we find that certain abstract symbols have �the same meaning for most people, or is there a very wide �variation in the signification of symbols for different persons?��108. What is one school of therapy which was based on the assumption �that symbols were quite uniformly interpreted by most people?��109. What, on the average, is the most reliable and easy-to-get �datum about any incident? ��110. What is the next? ��111. Is there a "correct" interpretation of the symbols?��-----------��[At this point the booklet contains the section "How These Booklets�Were Written." which we included in appendix H.]��-----------���SEMINAR QUESTIONS���1. Why do you need health?��2. What is the foundation of superstition?�What does it accomplish?��3. How many phenomena can you name that make MEST less�important than theta? More important?��4. If you heard the lectures or tapes, how, in your�opinion, do the booklets coincide with the text?��5. How much outside research are you doing?��[end of booklet]��=======================���_�





