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Well now, we have been covering material that we hadn't ought to have covered-namely, find the auditor, find the preclear, so forth. It's very elementary material.

But it's a great oddity that it evidently can't be covered enough. Actually, this is the total subject of the Indoctrination Course, and the Indoctrination Course should learn how to run that top paragraph, page twenty-three of the HCA Manual as published in Ability magazine-backwards, forwards and upside down. They ought to be able to stand on their heads and run that.

And if we examine that, we will discover that we have solutions to practically every difficulty with which we are burdened. First and foremost, find an auditor-find the auditor, establish the condition of the auditor. The reason why an auditor does not get a practice is because he doesn't establish the auditor. He doesn't permit the public to find an auditor. Do you see?

Now, we had an example here last week of an individual who visited somebody but did not establish the presence of the auditor. Nothing happened. He didn't even get into communication with the person. In the first place, the person has a right to know to whom 

he is communicating-he has a right to know this. In fact, if he doesn't cognite as to the whereabouts of the auditor and that a person is an auditor, he actually has an unknown terminal in front of him which brings about a demise of two-way communication. So at once we have a demise of two-way communication if we do not establish the presence or condition of the auditor, right?

Right away, two-way communication becomes infeasible. For instance, you start talking to your mother and she knows your name and where you are and what you're doing and so forth. In other words, she can talk to you. Now, she may be stuck on the time track with regard to you, but she can talk to you.

Now, you, an individual, start talking to some stranger and you're just a blur. And this blur is sufficiently great that you are not a localized terminal. And if you're not a terminal, then nobody can talk to you. So you see, unless we establish the auditor, two-way communication goes by the boards.

So in number one, we find at once why the later conditions, acknowledgment and so forth, don't function. If we don't do that first thing, we just don't do anything. If you were to say to somebody, "I am an auditor. We make people more able. I practice Scientology," he would at least know he was dealing with a professional man. He would not, maybe, know the words, but he could sort of get some idea of the tune.

And to that degree, he could say, "Well, what's an auditor? And what is this stuff Scientology?" And you get in two-way communication with him, you get a session in progress sooner or later.

But unless you start there, you're saying, "Here's no terminal talking to you, fellow. Ah, my name's Jones. We don't know why we are talking here, but there's probably some reason which you may or may not be able to guess. Now, you've heard vaguely about auditors. But the funny part of it is, is you don't know whether I'm an HCA or an HPA or a PDQ. You don't-have no idea. You don't know how long I've been trained or what I can do or if I've ever had any successes or anything else and yet, by some magic, I'm going to expect you to talk to me." Great curiosity. It unsettles people not to know what they are talking to.

If you go playing the game of exteriorized conversation, at least give people a break. Tell them you're Saint Swithins or something. You know? [laughter]

I mean, give them a break. Don't let them sit there wondering, "What's this unknown spirit?"

Give yourself a name. Saint Mouse. Anything.

Otherwise, he won't talk to you. He'll just inflow and he'll say, "Something talking to me." He'll wonder what this could be. "I am having delusions and hallucinations." Therefore, instead of improving his sanity, you would probably wind up destroying it.

Now, of course, I talk advisedly-just amongst us girls here-on the subject of talking to somebody while you're exteriorized. I've said to a bus conductor, "Hiya." You know? And put it on the line and damn near had him go off the pavement and into a bunch of trucks. Interesting. All I did was just put the impulse of the communication-I'm getting better at it, I'm learning how to squeak and when I get it up to a good sound, solid roar, why, I will be able to say, "Well, I am Saint Pan," or something, you know. "I have just now decided to anoint you with my conversation. Speak up! What the hell is the matter with you! Don't you know how to acknowledge people when they speak to you?" This coming out of thin air would be stabilizing, wouldn't it? Hm?

Now, supposing we did do this oddity though-speaking to somebody out of thin air. What do we want him to do? Go nyaaaa? Scream?

Science has said-he'd grab an encyclopedia-"Spirits! Spirits do not exist. There are no spirits. Science has proven conclusively and inconclusively that spiritualism was a hoax, a fake, and that Man is a brain and he is a machine and he goes click, click, click, click, click." And then you'd speak to him again. Funny part of it is, it wouldn't disturb him at all if you said, "Well, come, come. Come on now, man. Speak up. Say, 'Yes' or 'No' or something. Acknowledge the fact I've spoken to you. Snap to here, fellow."

"Ahbhh!"

"That's good. Fine. That's fine. Now, I am Saint Mouse and I have just come to give you good luck. Well, come on now, man! Originate a communication! Snap to!"

And he'd say, "Saint Mouse. I never heard of Saint Mouse."

"Well, you have now. Come on now."

"Well, what you doing coming in my bedroom?"

And you say, "Well, I'm here. You're okay."

And you'd probably get a perfectly good conversation in progress without driving him mad. Do you know that there are people in such condition that as they look at you-or your body, rather-and they look at your body and they, if they had an unknownness with regard to you, would not credit you and so couldn't credit your existence? Now, if you were there for a certain purpose, you'd certainly better be the identity of the purpose. Don't go skidding off and say, "Well, my name is Jones and I just thought we'd have a little talk."

"What do we want to talk for? Who is this guy? Is he a psychiatrist? Is he a medico? Is he a Salvation Army welfare worker? Or ..." (question mark, question mark)? And you'd just cut his communication lines to pieces. Now, you see what I'm talking about?

An unknown terminal is all very well and serves fine in some games. But the games they serve in are named "mystery." And the name of the game called "auditing" is not mystery but quite the contrary. Very well then, let us see that establishing the auditor is very important.

Now, he doesn't know what he's talking to you as. He may be talking to you as himself, a Linotype worker. He might be talking to you as himself, a husband. He may be talking to you as himself, a schoolmaster. He may have been talking to you out of a past which contained a great many identities. What is he talking to you as?

Well, he's talking to you as a preclear, of course, and you can spend an awful lot of time trying to make him discover this and finally getting him to. That's an identity he hasn't had before, probably. Or he may have had it so often that he now considers it doesn't exist, so you have to establish it all over again.

So here's a problem of terminal talking to terminal. Two-way communication just does fine if terminal talks to terminal, and two-way communication is for the birds if terminal talks to an unknown source. Got it? All you do is add unknownness to the case.

All right. Therefore, we have started-when we start discussing these things-we have started on a sort of an indoctrination-week level. Now, people in the indoctrination week should have all this down cold, very cold-chilly cold. In fact, they ought to get a horrible chill up their spine if they don't have it down. Instructors ought to go around and suddenly display fangs, "What! You've been three days in the Indoctrination Course and you don't know this top paragraph here on page twenty-three backwards and forwards and upside down and around? Oh, I don't know. I don't know. Did you ever get dropped on your head when you were a baby? Hm? You sure somebody didn't lose a bomb during the blitz? What's the matter? You slipping? Let's get busy; let's know this cold." And then we would see some training take place.

Well, that's why, here and now, we're calling your attention again to these requisites of auditing. It's particularly pertinent in a class of Scientologists that these requisites be used in an auditing session, because everybody is the identity called "a student," except those few who are the identity called "a preclear-1 hope I get my case cracked," except those few (those precious few) who have the identity called "auditor." So we just all have the identities called "auditors," you see, except when we're being audited, and right after we're being audited, then we revert into being auditors. 

All right. With this as our fundamental, we now examine something which it is pretty doggoned hard to examine too much-and that is Axiom 51 which has to do, definitely and positively, with the fact that auditing can occur. Quite important. All fifty Axioms tell you why auditing can't occur. Axiom 51 tells you why it can occur.

Auditing cannot occur on a mest level. We can take all the mest in the world and have it audit all the mest in the world and we will wind up with lots of mest which will be very badly messed up. Why? Because mest changing mest equals persistence.

What is the formula of persistence of energy, space? What is the formula? How do we make time? How do we get a persistence in a time track? Well, we have mest change mest, but we change mest and we don't then communicate. If we mock-up some space and particles of energy and leave them just as they are, unchanged at all, we will discover something very interesting. They will disappear.

Unless we mock them up and then change them and change their location and even change their ownership, we won't get a persistence. But if we do those things, we'll get a persistence. We can do this with a preclear so thoroughly that he will come back to us three days later and say, "For heaven's sakes, can't I take down these spinning balls now?" see? We could actually peg him with it. We could get that moving along the track right along with him, simply by changing it.

Mest changed and mest changing mest brings about a persistence of space, energy, matter. That's how it goes. This is what happens to the stuff. The wall is there because it's been changed. The particles in it do not unmock, because they are so far removed from their point of creation. They are so mixed up about their ownership. You look at that wall-you get a big "don't-know" about the ownership of that wall. Who made it? Who knows? Everybody had a hand in it, so the wall stays there.

However, we can make that wall blink right on out for any given preclear by running the source and ownership of the particles of the wall. Next thing you know, he's looking through the wall into the next room. This happens to people with their mest eyesight, something that you ought to know. We actually could run Ownership Processing and spotting origins of the particles in a wall till we had a hole in it. And the fellow is sitting there in a body looking at the wall and the wall starts to disintegrate in the middle. Ever have this happen to a preclear on you? Well, it can. You can make it happen to a preclear.

Therefore, barriers are misconsiderations as to ownership and locations, but barriers can be summated under one group of data-no communication. Too much space becomes no communication; too much terminal becomes no communication. Got it now? "Too much" becomes no communication and, oddly enough, "not enough" becomes no communication, too.

But the oddity of communication is that it builds space. As long as you're communicating, you have space. Actually what you do is, to a large degree, take over the determinism of the construction of that space. So here we have this oddity called communication. If we cut communication enough, we get barriers. If we communicate, we get no barriers.

You know, this is so stupidly elementary that probably not everyone has thought of it. You know, it's horribly elementary. That wall is a no-communication. That is all it is. And it is a "don't-know" of ownership and a "don't-know" of location of origin. And thus we get a wall which apparently is a big "don't-know" Unless we get a "don't-know," we don't get communication. Communication is engaged upon in order to know. Therefore, it is below, actually, the first postulate. And the great oddity is that an indulgence in communication as-ises barriers.

Therefore communication is the universal solvent. But we know that communication is impossible without affinity and reality. The reality in this particular case, as it particularly relates to the subject of communication itself, is the actuality of a terminal. You do not much like to listen to a tape; you don't mind listening to me. You get that? 

You see, I might be anywhere while a tape of my voice is running. So while I'm talking to you at this moment, you certainly know where my body is and what you are using and what I am using for a communication terminal. There's no uncertainty at all, is there? So we have taken the "don't-know" out of the "knowingness" to that degree and, as such then, we get good communication.

Now, you may think you sit there without much acknowledgment or without communication origin, but this is not the case-this is not the case at all. I look at you while I am lecturing to you and you sometimes go blank and you sometimes say, "Mm-hm," you know, kind of? you know and so on. And if you go blank too long, I go back over exactly what I have just told you in some other fashion until you stop going blank and you start saying ... See?

And quite in addition to that, you are always originating communications in my direction, sometimes as vias-with vias-the vias of letters, the vias of the spoken word and so forth. But I'm always hearing about what you're doing or thinking or saying or desiring to be engaged upon. And the truth of the matter was-is I couldn't talk to you very long unless you weren't occasionally originating questions and communications right where you sit, see?

So what we take offhand, if we were to be teaching school, which we are not-the only excuse we have for calling anything "class" or "student" at all is the fact that we can instruct briefly, you see-relatively briefly over certain periods of time. And a great many people have, to date, put in more actual class and practice hours, than were ever required in psychiatry, in Dianetics and Scientology. As a matter of fact Dianeticists and Scientologists are the best-trained people in the field of the mind in the world today just in terms of class hours and so forth.

But look how we do it. See, we have a series of lectures or something like this and then we go off and we're in the real universe and trying to make a go of it, one way or the other, and we find out maybe we don't know enough and we do know enough and you and I converse one way or the other along various communication channels and we find out more and so forth. And we're sort of on a group endeavor along this line.

I never would have bothered to think up anything beyond Book One if somebody hadn't said, "Say now, so-and-so and so-and-so and so-and-so." If I were to mistake, however, a bunch of squawks which occurred from vested interests and so on as communication on the subject of Book One, why, we never would have made any progress either. But they became so funny that they became humor. And I have never paid too much attention to them since.

For instance, the chair of the University of Kentucky pronounced Dianetics: The Modern Science of Mental Health the finest piece of literary work that had ever appeared in the field of science. And the head of the chair of physics of Columbia University at that time pronounced it the most horribly written scientific paper he'd ever read, you know? It was colloquial, he couldn't understand it. So I kind of had to elect the literary opinion as the chief one-and knowing that no physicist can talk anyway. But here was this terrific diversity. Here we had people actually in the scientific world saying, "This is terrific" and other people saying, "It was a horrible hoax." And we just kept running a dichotomy all the time.

What you mainly read in print was one side of this dichotomy. But what you don't know is that a great many reporters being refused the right to publish the article as they wrote it, and being ordered by managing editors to alter it and blast this thing, simply tore the articles up.

Very funny, we have lots of friends in the press-tremendous number of friends in the press. Articles come in inspired by somebody or other that wants to really clobber us and the managing editor tears them up, too, you know-publisher, maybe, wouldn't let him publish something. Let him go overboard. 

Quite interesting that when the HASI was sued a few months ago-when the HASI was sued, there was some front-page newspaper stories on it in the town where it was being sued but, actually, it was news all over the country-and word of mouth, you know-but there wasn't a single word of it on any radio station anywhere. A man of whom we had never heard, who wasn't an auditor, who as far as we know never read a book or bought one, who was in charge of the Censorship Bureau in San Francisco, says, "Scientology-nope." And put a blanket down to all radio stations under his control and television news broadcasts-not to mention the name Scientology in connection with this suit, you know? I mean, we got friends here and friends there.

So we can hardly look at this as much of a communication though, because we don't quite know what this is meeting. Too many of us are prone to look at comments on the subject of Dianetics and Scientology as communications about it. They are not-they are not directed to anyone, they're just sort of figure-figures, you know? The communication that is counted in Dianetics and Scientology is what you have said and written and discovered and discussed amongst yourselves and originated and sent to me and so forth and there's been a tremendous amount of communication.

And under that tremendous amount of communication-just that all by itself-the problem of the mind itself as a mechanical operation has been as-ising. See, this is another oddity that you probably never looked at. You say, "Well, Ron sits there and he originates all these processes." Sure, but there might be something else going on while this is going on, too, and that is that communication itself is busily and happily as-ising the problem of the mind, you see? And as it as-ises, why, I see the various postulates and mechanisms come up one way or the other or figure them out one way or the other and put them together and codify them and realign theory and here we go again, see?

This is actually what's happening. Communication is doing a tremendous amount of this without ever being noticed. All right. 

The communication, which was the figure-figure on the subject, has neither assisted  us nor retarded us. It's canceled itself out, by and large-you know, the figure-figure? The figure-figure is like the magazine Look or the Sydney Lies- publication down there called the Liar. You didn't know that?

Well, you should look it up someday. That's what its name is, the Liar (because I'm not going to be libelous and say what its name really is). And its-figure-figures and figure-figures and figure-figures.

Actually, it doesn't communicate worth a nickel. When Scientology was under attack in Detroit, there were headlines every morning for about five mornings in a row-banner headlines. There were other things going on in the world, you know? There were people dying and gas tanks blowing up in bombers and all kinds of tremendous things occurring that are really, you know, juicy-you know, blood and babies screaming and everything. And Detroit was treated to this at its breakfast table for five consecutive mornings-a banner headline concerning the activities of the police in connection with rounding up all those horrible Scientologists.

Now, this is pretty wild, you know? And public read it and said, "Oh yeah?" And all of a sudden the newspaper and the-I don't know what he was, Hitler Youth, he belonged to some political party, Hitler Youth, I think. The Hitler Youth Chief of Michigan who had been elected as Attorney General but had never occupied the role-blackmail chief or something-all of a sudden said, "You know, this is not a political issue. I'm not going to win any elections and the party is not going to." And boy, he came off of it sluuurp-oo. No! Anybody after that that would say anything to him . ..

He'd been bombarded with letters. He'd instigated this libelous, slanderous attack. He had seized all the tapes and all the E-Meters and books and so forth, everything, he had seized from the Detroit group. Interesting. He got himself in the soup. He got himself in the soup so fast that after that, and from there on, never again mentioned 

Scientology- never executed any of the writs, warrants, suits or anything. They just never came to court-nothing. It just all fell into the soup.

And one of the weird things that happened in relationship to that, in order to get something on this horrible organization-you see, they just figure something must be bad because there's some people interested. And there aren't enough criminals, so they have to turn good citizens into criminals. Anyway ...

Well, they have to, you know? They watch Hairnet all the time on the radio, "Boom-ba-boom-boom," and they get the idea to be a police officer, "I have to be walking around smoking cigarettes and looking tough all the time and arresting a criminal every Thursday night." And it's very hard for them to do. There aren't that many criminals, so they have to kind of make some. Anyway ...

Twelve-well, there were fourteen police officers-were set up in relays to listen to the lecture tapes. Actually, they were the basic lectures that had been grabbed and fourteen police officers were set up to listen to them in relays. About three-and-a-half weeks later twelve of them had resigned from the force and would not listen to anybody who sought them their re-enlistment. Sounds incredible doesn't it? But that's what happened-that's factually what happened-exactly what happened.

Fourteen fellows listened to tapes, twelve of them resigned.

I did hear from one of them though. He said, "We agreed that any government that would attack something that was represented on these tapes did not deserve to be served."

Horrible, huh? That was an awful backlash, wasn't it?

There's so much communication possible in Dianetics and Scientology that it actually as-ises the tougher hurdles as they occur-just the communication does this without anybody watching it or thinking about it. We got MPs down here who know all about Scientology. They've never talked to you and they've never talked to me. Occasionally, they may talk to a medico and the medico says, "Oh, that's terrible-that's awfully, awfully terrible stuff. It's liable to cost us all of our patients," something of the sort. They give us the British equivalent of "Oh yeah?" on it. It's a very odd thing, I mean, that nobody has ever made any real progress in this line. Why? There's too much communication on the subject.

Well, I'll give you an idea what happens to Dianetics lately. A couple of chaps that weren't in Dianetics at all but who were nicely connected politically and who went to a great many parties of a great many lobbyists and other such ilk in Washington, DC, ran into me. They'd known me for a long time. We'd been buddies from way back. Remember, I worked on papers in Washington, DC, and had lots of friends there. And we got to talking about it and they said, "Gee, we never quite figured out what you were doing in that." And they took a couple of books away from me and they read them-Dianetics: The Modern Science of Mental Health. They got very impressed. So for the next few weeks every party that they went to, they would mention this word Dianetics. And they told me about three times subsequent to that, "This is the funniest thing we have ever seen. We cannot mention the word Dianetics at any party in Washington, no matter who is there, without starting a dogfight."

"There are people there who are for it and there are people there who are against it. And neither one of them know anything about it."

He said, "At any moment," they told me, "at any moment of the party, we mention this word Dianetics and it doesn't break up till two o'clock in the morning-there's nothing else talked about from that time on. And we have listened to more opinions that were wrong from both sides-shake a stick at."

Isn't this a fascinating thing, though, that in these circles there would be this much yap-yap?

Well, as long as that much yap-yap is going on, it busily as-ises most of the humps that you run into. Isn't that a great oddity? See, there's this much divergence. We could see

it now, that the Surgeon General of the US Army is sitting there and-this is the kind of party they have in Washington, it would include such people, you see, as the Surgeon General or something like that and he would be sitting there twiddling his thumbs and thinking he ought to do something desperate about something. And somebody says, "Well now, maybe-maybe we could increase the reaction time of some of these soldiers and fix them up, you know, with Dianetics-about a day's shot. I mean, that's that." See? They don't all of a sudden say, "Well, let's have an auditor in here and test it out." They simply, in the conference, get into a knock-down-drag-out fight. Some of the officers present are for it and some of them are against it and neither of them know anything about it.

Now, I got tipped off that Dianetics and Scientology were thoroughly discussed in connection with brainwashing and that there were a considerable number of officers were dragging out the files and so on that they had kept on this, because people keep writing the government and writing the Defense Department. You don't realize this, they do this here, too. They write the Royal Navy and they say, "What's the matter with you dopes? Why don't you get on the ball? Scientology will fix up a lot of things" and so on.

And they take this letter-and in the US they have a form reply-and Bureau of Naval Personnel or from a Chief of Naval Operations Office, either one, has a form reply and they send it back and they say, "We have not yet accumulated sufficient evidence on Dianetics and we are still studying it, however, and still collecting evidence. And thank you very much for calling it to our attention."

It's printed-it's a printed form-looks typewritten, you know, and somebody stamps a signature on it and sends it back to these people. These letters start stacking up, see? It's communication on the subject. Communication is hot enough on this subject in official quarters so that it actually as-ises action.

See, there isn't anybody taking any actions in any direction simply because there is communication. Now, see that is a fact.

Now, don't neglect to, but you believe that what we should have in official quarters is more communication on the subject, that we ought to talk to them thoroughly and more and so forth. This is not necessarily true. Communication is being undertaken on the subject continuously. And you maybe have an idea that we're way out of communication with the public at large.

Well, somebody driving a tram and so forth is not as likely to get into the swing of it as somebody else. But there is where the communication counts. There's where we're trying to push communication, is through the public itself, not through official quarters. Official quarters has sufficient communication on this situation so that they as-is all their actions. You know, they say, "It is. It isn't. We ought to put it in. We can't possibly put it in. We do have money for the budget. No, we've got to give that money to the psychiatrists. After all we get our cut from them." All kinds of argument and cross-reference goes on.

Now, I'm not just building a drama for your edification-that drama is occurring. But official quarters of various parts of the world do talk about this subject. These people are not poorly informed on movements which go forward in the world. If they were poorly informed, they would not now be the government. You see how you could utterly neglect movements of various kinds within your nation and finally wind up as the "were government"-the "was government"? See, you could do this. I mean, the essence of government is to find out and maintain communication with what's going on in the society. And you take something which is international in character that they have not yet established what it really is, see, and you're going to get communication. You see that?

Now, the Rotary Clubs are international in character and there's not much communication on the subject of Rotarians, but that's because they're very well understood. Everybody knows what a Rotarian is, see-Rotary International-people all over the place. They stand for business contacts mostly and if you're a member of the Rotary Club, why, you generally have more customers than if you weren't a member of the Rotary Club, see? 

And it's a businessman's organization and I dare say, however, that as we get over into Europe, we get a large section of black market passing through Rotary units and so forth-there must be connections of this character. So if they kept an eye on them at all, it would be to check or learn from exactly what their actions or motions are so that they themselves could regulate something. But they wouldn't be keeping their eye on it, because they didn't know what a Rotarian was. Now, get that very plainly.

They don't know what a Scientologist is. And if you don't think they don't look ... They're not going to do anything. They just want to know, you know? They're just trying to find out what is this thing and some quarters are fairly relaxed about it. For instance, you would be surprised to know that the British Foreign Office two years ago had the confirmed opinion that if we exported Scientology into Germany, we would bring about a rehabilitation of the German craving for war. They believed this-the British Foreign Office-they believed it officially. And they talked about it and that is what they had decided until they started checking up on a few things around hereabouts. But they couldn't have decided it very finally, because very shortly afterwards, they found out this wasn't the case. Do you know how I know this took place?

I had a series of letters on the subject which had to do with whether or not books could be printed in this country and exported to Germany-whether or not books could be translated and exported. And I got a volunteer, finally, from the Foreign Office-and very well placed in the Foreign Office, too, who eventually said (and, of course, you wouldn't know this would be with the most terrific official permission) that he himself and his office would be happy to undertake the translation of Scientology texts into German and we can have the funds for exporting German-printed Scientology texts. We have not undertaken it because we have no way of getting back the amount of money it would cost us, see? So it's a project that has not gone forward, because we're simply not rich enough ourselves. 

But from knowing that the Office was certain that we were going to preach force to the Germans, the opinion shifted over to "It's a good thing. It might civilize those brutes yet." See? And that was official opinion. And the Home Office has shifted on this, too-it has shifted from Hubbard is one of the more dangerous American agents that has turned up in this area (that was their first opinion, by the way) to "good roads and good weather." They had my whole file out the other day and were looking at it with very, very little emotion-looked at the whole thing from beginning to end. There were letters in there which, read upside down and so forth, were quite interesting. There were letters from people here, saying, "Hubbard," you know, yap, yap, yap, yap, yap, snarl, snarl, snarl, snarl, snarl. "John Jones, MD." you know?

And they looked at all this without any emotion, "Why, yes, we would be very happy to extend Mr. Hubbard's visa and he can lecture and, why, this is fine. Yes, it's okay and everything is fine." What a relaxed state of mind! Two and a half years ago it was, "How the devil are we going to get this guy out of Great Britain?" See? It's a considerable alteration there, hm?

Well, you might say, as they learn more, they learn that we are not trying to overthrow any governments by force and so we are not. See? That's the truth. We are not trying to beef up or enforce any kind of contrariwise philosophy. All we're trying to do is amplify Man's understanding on all dynamics-entirely different thing. And a government can't realize first off, you see, that anybody would undertake this.

The British Government has been helped so little in governing the British people  that it doesn't quite know how to take somebody who steps up and says, "Hey, we'll give you a hand." You know? We're not going to take over any post or office or anything, but here's some dope, you know? Here's a litlle data."

And they look at this and they say, "Yeah. It says we can have hotter pilots and brighter boys on the committees and we can do this and that." "Well, after they get brighter, then, what arc they supposed to beat the drum for?" That was the question they were asking originally, see? "After they're brighter and everything sharpens up, then what are they supposed to beat the drum for?" And they finally found out that-well, they're supposed to beat the drum for the British Government.

See, they're supposed to beat the drum-after we fix up radar operators and pilots and other fellows, we'll fix them up and make them a little freer-why, what are they supposed to now push as a philosophy? The philosophy of the British government, that's what.

They're supposed to make the Royal Navy more efficient according to its own book of regulations. This looks strange, you know? And it's no wonder that it's taken several years for governments to be a little more relaxed about this, because here and there they have not been relaxed.

Right now, the United States Government is not particularly relaxed with relationship to this subject-it's not relaxed, because it knows there's turmoil, that there is a fight going on inside the country on this subject. And every time they turn around, they see Dianetics and Scientology turning up as names in the middle of fights of one kind or another. But they are finally separating it out and pretty soon will find out that Dianetics and Scientology are not causing these fights-they're not fighting people-but that people are trying to kick them around. They'll discover this-that is, if they're still there.

Now, that wasn't any crack any other way. I'll just say the wise use of a weapon is to put it into mothballs. And we don't know whether the US or Russia will be this wise in their use of atomic fission. But if they are this wise, why, they will find out one of these days.

By the way, oddity is, by the same philosophy, if we trained up some fellows in Russia, one way or the other, we would fully expect them to support the Kremlin-you know, we'd expect them to. The only trouble is, it's only in that quarter does it get into hot water-dialectic materialism and Man has no soul and, you know, we're all brains walking around. And according to our ration card, we have brains. According to their ration cards, they have muscles-the philosophy extant. And we would be knocking a few holes in this. But at the same time, I think we're already knocking holes in it.

I've had two or three people come around to me and confess in the last five years that they have put onto the communication line, which went straight into Russia, all the latest texts on the subject of Dianetics and Scientology-and they confessed this to me as a horrible thing they had done and it had been sitting on their conscience. And of course, this took them completely aback. I shook them by the hand and thanked them very much and offered to refund them the price of the publications.

Well now, it's not that we're big or it's not that we're important, but that we are in communication. Got that? We are in communication. We are known as a terminal-might not be a horribly big or important terminal but we are known as a terminal. And as such, today, we are auditing solely on the basis of existing.

I want you to take a good look at this, see? Auditing is taking place on the Third Dynamic by the sole reason of our existence. You know, we're so used to having to get that rifle and pick up that bowling ball and go through a lot of mest motions, one way or the other, to get a game on the road. I'm not saying we should all relax, but this is quite significant that we are auditing. We are communicating from a fairly high static. We are communicating. We are known.

And as such, there is a little more hope here and there. It wouldn't matter whether nine-tenths of the people at the conference or the party or the committee meeting were absolutely certain it was a hoax-one of them there is fairly sure that it is not and that there's some hope that the problem of the mind might get solved, it might be solved. And the other nine say it's a hoax, but nevertheless, planted in their skulls is the fact that, well, it might not be, you know? See? 

This could be the type of reaction. So just to that degree we re accomplishing something. What are we accomplishing? Communication!

Now, just at the fact that you exist between auditor and preclear as an auditor brings some hope—just that, no more. That you are communicating is beginning to as-is a lot of the problem. And that was the only therapy that anybody had up till now.

We don't care what other figure-figures went along with it. The fact that a psychoanalyst had an office and he would talk to people and therefore it wasn't a totally shut problem-see, just that fact all by itself. Regardless of what he did, it would have been fortunate if he hadn't done anything at all-if he had just never moved, you know, but he just sat there and he'd talked about the fact that there was some hope. See, he still would have assisted the general view of insanity and neurosis and confused conditions. You see how that could be? That's an awfully, awfully microscopic look at it though, isn't it? That's a tiny advantage to have.

Well, if you were in a trap and the trap was just so big and your motions in it were just so limited-you couldn't move around much-and you believed that there was no slightest chance of ever discovering a modus operandi to leave that trap, you wouldn't (as trappers would have you believe) then decide to accustom yourselves to the trap. Trappers always kind of want you to believe that too-that if you really shut off any hope, why, then you'll be more comfortable in the trap. This is not so.

All right. Let's compare that to being in this trap as thoroughly trapped but with some vague idea of a terminal exterior to the trap that was working to get you out. Now, you really might not even be able to count on that terminal. That terminal might or might not have good intentions. It might or might not be engaged upon it so that you would turn over your income for the next billennia to it. It might have all kinds of odd and peculiar motives, you know? It might be conducted entirely, this terminal, by jailbirds, you know? You could think the-you could monitor this and modify it in millions of ways. 

But it would still be better to have the idea there was at least somebody outside there who might possibly, someday or other, yank you out of the trap than to feel that there was no possibility of anything ever existing like this. You follow me?

Audience: Yes.

So the reputation of that exterior terminal doesn't matter. All right.

So this thing is afloat today in the society-Scientology-good, bad or indifferent. It's at least an exterior terminal to the trap. Follow me? And there's communication possible-communication is possible.

Now, most people don't believe communication is possible at all. They just kind of know that there might be something there, but they don't bother to communicate with it because they feel, themselves, they couldn't communicate with it-because all that is wrong with them is the postulate and consideration and stable datum "It is impossible to communicate." And that is all that's wrong with these people.

Isn't anything else wrong with them, because there might be ten thousand factors that you could say these things were specifically wrong with them and would worry them and all that sort of thing. And we get right down to the last thing that would salvage them-we would have to assume no possible communication as the shut barrier. See, we'd have to assume that as the lowest denominator of no escape. See, as long as there was some tiny amount of communication possible, there was some small chance that things might as-is. But when they assume, then, that communication is utterly impossible, then there's no chance at all for anything to as-is.

So where is the make-break point? Now, we won't say that the smartest auditing in the world is just communication. We won't say that that is the smartest auditing in the world. There's smarter things to do with auditing than just communication. But I will say that communication is the common denominator to all auditing. See, there are smarter things you can do and smarter ways to go about it, but every time we try to use these smarter things to do and smarter ways to go about it, we run into the fact that they have to be used with communication. So the essential ingredient to all auditing is then, necessarily, communication. Follow me?

So therefore, the only-and believe me, this is fantastic-the only completely destructive basic data on the subject, the only one that is just whammy is "communication is impossible to that area" or "communication is impossible." Follow me?

Then, that consideration assumed in any quarter will leave an aberrated area. In order to do any of these other adroit, smart, clever things, you have to be able to do them in relationship to areas of barrier-see, barrier areas. You have to be able to do them to those areas or around those areas. And if you can't communicate into or around those areas, naturally, no matter how clever they are, they won't work. Follow me?

So "communication is impossible" would be the lowest common denominator of quit. That would be really, then-the only total failure would be a total consideration that communication was impossible. And as long as communication is possible this, then, does not apply.

Now remember, when I say communication, I mean the communication described in Dianetics 1955! which is the double horse shoe with live terminals. Got it? Live terminals!

Now, you could communicate a particle of sufficient confusion as to really upset the receiving area-you could do this. You could fire an atom bomb from the US which would land on Russia, see, to the near total destruction of Russia or vice versa, see? So people are liable to assume that communication is bad and therefore that it should not be possible and therefore that it is impossible.

And that is the dwindling spiral of how it comes-but actually this would depend, then, on a thetan's consideration of how much he could tolerate. And if he can tolerate very little confusion, then he will at once assume that he had better not tolerate very much communication because that communication line might bring him confusion. And if he doesn't like confusion or he doesn't like bad ideas, then he better shut the line. So, his ability to live depends upon his ability to tolerate confusion even up to the explosion of an A-bomb.

Now, the funny part of it is that he, in looking at the possibility of interchange of bombs between the United States and Russia, has in the United States gone into communication with Russia after Lord knows how much closed time. And in Russia is violently going into communication with the United States. They want to open all the borders now, see?

President of the United States says, "Wouldn't you like maps of all of our military installations. Wouldn't you like maps of all these?" It's very possible that the existence of the atom bomb makes atomic bombing impossible-you realize that? Providing a channel of communication exists other than the bomb. But if the bomb channel exists, it says, "You can get from here to there," whereas before, they might have been sitting in Russia saying, "You can't get from here to there."

But they can at least throw a bomb across that distance. Well, if they can do that, they can talk. You get it? And it might be that atomic bombing simply will never develop, because a communication line is open and, actually by theory, which I have yet to measure very accurately, this might be true. The development of the atomic bomb might be the greatest civilizing influence Earth has ever had. And it might just be that one will never be dropped at all.

By our theory, it says one never would be, unless we are so afraid of confusion that we keep trying to keep the line closed all the time. So if we could just keep those postulates blown, why, the atomic bomb would be the greatest influence toward peace that ever existed-not because it exploded but because it can travel.

We look this over-you as an auditor, existing as a known terminal, talking and communicating, can then solve cases. If communication is missing, you'll never solve any cases of any kind. Understand? Audience: Yes. Good. Thank you.

