Communication and Intentions, Deterioration Of
Lecture 16 A - Lecture Given on 12 October 1955
58 Minutes

Thank you.

All right. Now, I understand that there was a little difficulty in the last hour's lecture in remembering the various things I said that had to be cared for. Now, why would there be any difficulty?

Let's go over carefully and discover the number of difficulties there can be in an auditing session just from your experience: preclear gets upset or the preclear's intentions are thrown into some sort of an action; preclear is unable to do the process; preclear turns on somatics, rather furiously, one way or the other; preclear has a tendency to boil-off, dope-off.

Look at these various things that can occur and then let's look at the difficulty that can occur after the session-nothing happened, sort of still adrift and afloat in the auditing. You got it? These are about all of the difficulties can happen, or he and the auditor don't seem to be in good ARC.

Ah, you just look over these things; these are the difficulties which occur with relation to sessions, aren't they? There aren't any other strange or peculiar difficulties show up.

Preclears don't all of a sudden jump out of windows like psychiatric patients. Preclears don't do a lot of things.

All right, let's go over these things and just look over the difficulties you've had with pes. "Nothing happened" is the main difficulty.

So this is the expectancy level of the preclear. This is the intention of the Communication Formula. Isn't it?

All right, let's talk about this intention. There are many processes in which you could use intentions. The oldest and earliest of these is bound up in goals. We used to ask preclears about their goals. Well, we took a wider look at it; we wanted their goals in life, didn't we? Got it? Goals in life.

Well, what is this but an intention? Now, let's scale this down-their intentions about life. Intention carries with it a certain amount of future. It is the intention of the communication, and when an individual begins to live on a wider track and has to live more and more into the future, or is living further and further into the past, he is in this interesting condition of being pressed out of the present.

And so intention becomes more and more important to him because he gets more and more future and has, thereby, more and more past. This doesn't sound very impossible if we could look at a time track as a sort of a balloon and consider the middle of the balloon as present time and then see the present time squashed in-so we really have two balloons, one of which is future and the other which is past. And we can live in either balloon because they're there, but we can't live in present because there's not much balloon there, and present and past are separated from each other.

We therefore have an individual who has been (quote) "driven out of present time." Therefore, intention is further and further into the future until it doesn't exist in the future at all. Therefore, to have some intentions at all, he has to go into the past and review the intentions of the past. And he starts mulling over these intentions of the past: "My mother was mean to me" and all sorts of things. Well, that's because intentions can't be expressed in present time. That's all there is to that. You follow me?

There doesn't seem to be any great, enormous difficulty here.

Intention is simply the attitude of the individual with regard to the future, where it is in the future.

Intention is the regard of the individual toward the past, if he's stuck in the past.

And intention-if he's following the base time of the physical universe-is something very, very easy to handle, as what is present intention? See? What are the intentions of these buildings and these other things around here? He becomes more and more worried about intention as he gets miscommunicated at. Follow me?

Intention is a very important part of a Communication Formula. But it becomes more and more important in the Communication Formula, the less and less communication there is.

Why? That's true of every part of it. Acknowledgment becomes more and more important the less acknowledgment there is. Communication becomes more and more important the less communication there was.

If you went out here in the wilds and you ran into a fellow-you're really out in the wilds, you know-and you ran into a fellow and he's living in a hut, he has one of two reactions. He's either running away or hiding so hard that he's completely "gone." He's nuts, see. He's goofy. Or he's simply a little bit starved for communication. And if he is a fairly sane fellow anyhow but he's out in the wilds-we'll take it on that basis, there's nothing else wrong with him such as the past-we run into him and, boy! [sigh] Gab, gab, gab, gab, gab, gab, gab. Wow! You say, "How could a man talk this much so long?" You will sit up all night long talking to this fellow.

On an Alaskan expedition one time-I used to take rather deep thrusts in from the coast, looking over uncharted, unmapped areas, trying to determine their radio characteristics and so forth for the eventual planting of LORAN (long-range navigational stations) and so on, which came to fruition during the war. But looking over this area, every now and then one would run into an old fisherman down on the coast or an old trapper back up in the hills and wow! If the man weren't mad-you know, I mean, he was just too much past, he was hiding, so on-usually in that case you simply found an empty cabin with the fire still burning and you turned around and walked away very carefully. Ordinarily I would leave a note-write a note out of a survey sheet, something like that, pin it on his door and-saying, "This was a survey crew. We don't care anything about the situation," see. And the guy would come back, he'd be able to breathe. Otherwise he'd practically spin, maybe for the next two months, you know.

But we'd run into somebody who wasn't doing this trick, you know. Boy! We just couldn't get away from it. I mean, we'd sit there-he'd say, "Well, I just shot a deer." Good excuse, see, or "I know where there is a deer and I will go shoot the deer and we will have some venison." Anything is an alibi, see, to pin you down, to get a terminal there, see? "Yes. Oh, I know all about this surrounding countryside for miles and miles around." The hell he did! You know? All his misinformation in all directions. Why? He wanted a terminal to stand there for a litde while. All right.

And all day and all night he'd talk and you'd talk. You never saw so much gab-gab walla-walla in your life. What's this? This is a starvation for communication in general, see?

All right. Look at this. Supposing an individual has been living in a family which was very, very well controlled and very inexpressive and rather low on communication in general. You would see a varying scarcity of the various parts of communication. And an individual would at first become extremely eager for communication. But as time went on, he would decide-on the DEI cycle-he would decide that it didn't exist or he couldn't have it. If he decides he couldn't have it, he will then decide it didn't exist.
And individuals will begin to believe actually that acknowledgment is impossible to obtain. Intentions are impossible to reach. Origins are never come by. So much so that you can originate a communication and you can say, "Isn't it a wonderful day?" and he'll know that nothing was said, because communication itself doesn't exist. He also knows you have no intentions of any kind whatsoever, oddly enough, when he's really out the bottom, an apathy case. He knows you have no intention, one way or the other. Zero intention.

But apparently the last thing to fold up is intention. Acknowledgment, origin, these things can go and not exist and not be registered. But intention still leaves a little trail and it lingers on and it's the last flick of the light to go out. intention after a while, no acknowledgments, see, no origins. You could stand there and tell him anything you wanted, like I put the note on the door and say we weren't [were] a survey crew. The individual would come back. He wouldn't believe that, see. He couldn't believe that, because it wasn't a communication, because it couldn't be a communication, you see? He probably-in that kind of condition. All right.

Now, intention would be worry, worry, worry, worry, worry. "What were their intentions? Now, my intentions toward them-well, I really probably should have squeezed the trigger. But I didn't do that. Now, my intentions toward them are not bad, therefore their intent will. .. No, no telling what kind of intention, see? Ubhhh."

Now, many a preclear that you have or have had-it would astonish you that their various parts of the Communication Formula were really all gone, but intention was still standing. And it still stands and its last rank is intention unknown.

What is an intention? An intention is an unknownness. I mean, this would be the person's reaction, see? Well, that is suspicion, lack of trust, misinterpretation of motives and actions. You as a preclear openheartedly start to audit somebody and find this individual telling somebody else after a while, "You know, he was really trying to do this and he was really trying to do that," something entirely different than you had in mind, see? Well, intention's almost gone.

So that you can go by this law: If the person is still operative and he doesn't receive acknowledgments easily and he doesn't originate communications, then he is dwelling in the land of intention unknown.

See, intention unknown survives and outlives acknowledgment and origin gone, see? Acknowledgment and origin are gone, intention survives.

Well, duplication has long since gone by the boards if this-and the first thing you know, when acknowledgment and origin go, intention lives on as intention unknown. Well, "terminal" comes right in there with intention. And a terminal is as well recognized as an individual can determine intention.
The name of Joe is Joe. That's a clear-cut thing. I mean, his name is Joe. We are talking to a terminal named Joe. Nothing odd about that, is there? Now, let's go downscale. We are talking to a terminal who says his name is Joe. Got that? All right.

Now, let's drop a little bit further downscale. We are talking? (question mark) to a fellow-forgotten his name-but think it was Bill.

Now, let's go downscale further: "There's an intention standing there and what it is, I am fairly sure ..."

Now, below that is: "An unknown intention has confronted me" is the registry. Got it? An unknown intention. In other words, you think a conversation is going on, see? You think that somebody is talking to and at, you know?

Obviously the individual has some kind of mechanical responses, he's saying stuff and it doesn't quite make sense sometimes, but-you know, that's your, "How are you today?" and the fellow says, "Well, I just had my car fixed." You know, there's a lack of duplication there. We can be fairly sure that intention is surviving but is getting as unduplicated as it exists.

Individuals in this level do all sorts of interesting things, fascinating things, by the way. They use saucepans for hats, so to speak. The intention of utensils is being upset.

We see this when aberrated peoples try to handle machinery and they'll do the darnedest things with the machinery. The machinery doesn't run at all. What's wrong is, is they've misunderstood the intention of the machine. And the machine does five more things than they're making it do, but they're making it do something that nobody ever intended the machine to do at all.

For instance, I bought a brand-new addressing machine one time in Phoenix and came in a couple of days later and found it lying in pieces. Every single feeder mechanism on it was missing. And I thought, "Well, this is strange," so I asked for an explanation of this and the fellow who explained it to me-I found out that addressing had been turned over to a preclear on a volunteer basis because everybody was short-handed-and this fellow explained it to me very carefully that, in order to feed it large envelopes of books, it was absolutely necessary to dismantle its feeder mechanism. The machine was not supposed to address large envelopes full of books. It was not built to do so and didn't have the capacity to do so and I don't know how on earth anybody made that machine address these thick packages of books.

Now, the funny part was-is there was a little tape device which was in plain sight, right in front of the machine, and was beautifully described in the directions and had undoubtedly been shown to this same individual by the demonstrator, the salesman. And all you did was run a tape which then was printed on by the addresses, you know, the address plates, printed on the tape, and then you took this and pasted it on the books. See, that was the way it was done, but this machine was lying in bits.

Now, in view of the fact that none of these other items on the machine had any intention, several of them were lost-they were gone. Brand-new machine. 

Well, I reassembled the machine and put the pressure on for about four days to get the proper rolls of tape running through the machine and so forth and finally hammered that addressing system into line so that the machine would be used as it was intended to be used-intended use. And that didn't include putting huge book packages through it which it couldn't possibly stand. Do you understand now?

Audience: Yeah.

All right. Now, do you understand what happens to an automobile? An automobile is intended to go at certain rates of speed. It's supposed to start, supposed to stop, supposed to do other things. And let's say it's a litde convertible and there it is. And we see somebody going down the street in a little convertible and the top is not quite down and it's not quite up, you know? Neither one. And there's a whole bunch of paint cans and a ladder stuck sideways in the back of it. Get the idea?

Now, you don't have to look further to know the exact condition of the motor, the generator, the battery-everything else in the machine, see? You don't have to look any further.

"The motor-the intention of the motor is to blow air across the windshield. The intention of the wheels are to keep the body apart. The intention of the steering gear is to keep one's hands sweaty. The intention of the generator system is to light the dashboard lamp." See this? This is fortunate because people who are dwelling at that level are trying to destroy something. They will be trying to destroy something, too, not because of this intention system but because they're on a succumb line.

So therefore, if the generator is running the dashboard light, they will quickly douse the dashboard light. They will find some way to break it. And that has ended the career of the generator and now the generator isn't functioning. Get the idea? 

And so they mis-end the functions of the machine, which leaves a running automobile to some degree. You see, they couldn't credit the fact that the intention of the generator system is to make the spark plugs spark and incidentally to light the lamps. If they knew that and if they found that out-first they wouldn't credit it, but if somebody stood there with a shotgun on them and impressed them on it for a long time, they would eventually say, "We finally get the idea." And then would be fixing the motor, you see, because it was a litde bit out of tune, with a wrench which was too big and was intended for pipes. And they would wield this in a fashion so that it would crack the distributor cap and break the porcelain on a couple of plugs. Get the idea?

"The intentions of things must be destroyed" is the motto of the person on the succumb level. And this is difficult for them because they have ceased to recognize the actual intention. Got it?

They're tripping over themselves. If they can't really get the right intention, then they never really can destroy anything. There's nothing more pathetic than a psychotic person on the succumb level trying to commit suicide. They do it with all sorts of odd mechanisms. You wonder what they're doing with these things. They're trying to commit suicide with them. But they don't even clearly read this intention.
"How do you commit suicide? You break a saucer. No, that isn't right. Now, let's see. How do you commit suicide? You tie a thin piece of thread over a coat hanger and you tie a loop in the end of it And that's so you can stretch the coat hanger. No, that isn't right."

You get this? This terrifically wobbly misintention. Now, as you examine this in people, you examine the last rungs of their communication abilities, see? The last thing that blinks out, you might say (not entirely accurately), is intention. And you get a nonduplication, nonunderstanding and finally intention unknown.

And we have human beings walking around right now who are no more capable of knowing the intentions of other people than they are of suddenly taking off from a springboard and landing on the Moon. If they knew the intention-the intentions were carefully explained to them and proven to them conclusively and utterly over a long period of time, that this was the intention of this person-they would wind up then, finally, by doing something to eradicate it. See, they wouldn't wind up by understanding it. They would wind up by trying to eradicate it. And the more clearly they understood this intention, the harder they would work to eradicate it. They have conceived that the best way to destroy life is to destroy its ability to communicate. And therefore any part-they know instinctively-of the Communication Formula which is attacked will reduce life to that degree. But they're offbeat there. They are not even accurate there.

Life is not destroyed by destroying its ability to communicate, it is destroyed by destroying its ability to live. And life can go all the way down and find eighty thousand leagues still to go, south, after it has lost its Communication Formula-which is an interesting thing.

Now, how you start fishing up from a totally unknown communication of any kind, I wouldn't know, see-I just would not know, neither would you. Because if we then interfere with it and try to jar it back into communication by some shock, all we are doing is reducing what remaining self-determinism there is-which comes from an unknown source with an unknown intention and we're just adding to the unknownness of the whole thing. So just how far south life can go and still be returnable is death of the form. And after we get the death of a particular form, we can then have a freedom on the part of that life unit to make a similar form.
But it goes elsewhere. So there is a change. A change is possible for these levels of life, but how would you like to start out trying to audit a tuberculosis cell-a bacilli? How would you go about auditing it? It's a life form, isn't it?
Well, when it dies, it evidently skips over and, somewhere else, makes another bacilli. Boy, it knows what it knows awful well and it's all on automatic. Well, there's no reason to worry about this particularly, because it'll snap out of it sooner or later when it goes that far south.

What we're interested in are functioning organisms, organisms which are still within the realm of communication. If they are dimly in the realm of communication, we can bring them on up to the Third Dynamic and the Fourth Dynamic. See, we can hoist them on up the line again if they are dimly within the reach of communication.
And who knows-it might be possible to audit a bacilli. It's not impossible. But when you introduce new changes to it, simply that's a new automaticity of one kind or another.

So you do see that there is a whole strata of livingness which is out of the reach-not of the auditor-but of other livingness. And that is an only-oneness, and when communication becomes impossible, then we have the condition known as "only one" exaggerated completely.

The totality of the condition of "only one" is no answers exist, no origins exist, no duplication is possible, no attention is possible-therefore it loses eyes and so forth-and no intentions exist. Everything is just running on automatic. And that's the way it is, see?

And you have an only-oneness. Now, how you'd crack through that only-oneness is an interesting problem of considerable magnitude. But that problem is not an unsolvable problem, because this life organism is not totally, forevermore, to the end of time, trapped. It can free from its mest, one way or the other, and change its mind and do something about it.
But the funny part of it is-the funny part of it is that people remain so long in communication. Now, if you tried to do something about an insane person who was totally out of communication, I mean totally out of communication-catatonic schizophrenia, responded to no touch of any kind, no response across the line at all-the way you wouldn't do it would be by shock, drugs, so forth. You just would not monkey with this. You just wouldn't fool around with it at all, because all you're going to do is suppress him.

Now, you can alert him and make him run on a machine or something like that, but they're further out of communication than they were when they were simply lying there flat. Therefore the introduction of an other-determinism and particularly force into an organism which is already gone out of communication drives that organism further out of communication. That's a little law that exists there. All right.

Just examine this whole thing and let's find out that we are working with somebody who is still capable at least of misreading an intention. And let's be fairly sure that they are doing just that. They're misreading an intention. They're not answering promptly or properly, they're not originating communications, therefore there must be something wrong with the intention involved here and might be one of the first things that you would consider as an auditor. And if you could make them start articulating anyplace, it would be in the field of intention, wouldn't it? Hm?

All right. The field of intention then-if a person will talk at all, no matter how upset or disarranged his answers are-the field of intention still exists there-misreading all intentions, but capable of being examined by the individual himself to the end of altering his determinism concerning it.

In other words, you dive for that penny that's left of this individual's personality. When you get it up, it's going to say "intention" on it. It's the last penny available. No lower pennies that are reachable by the auditor that we know about today. Should tell you a great deal, then, about these people who are out of communication. 

You call it "out of communication." They are not totally out of communication, since they're still capable of considering an intention. They are answering in some way or another. They do occasionally originate some kind of communication. And so we start in with an examination of what they're doing. And what they're doing right then and there, of course, is being audited.
Well, what they want to do about auditing is quite important to them. Factors which suppress auditing are important to them, the intention of the auditor is important to them and their own intention is important to them. See, all these are interesting.

So therefore we have such processes as goals and so forth. Now, as we say intention, we mean goals-past, present, future. Past goals-many a man is stuck in a past goal which was completed. Then he had no further goals. He didn't dream any up. You know-big win. About the worst thing that could happen to anybody would-to be something like dictator of Ipsabadaland, or finally has attained the high mogul of the Russian Catholic Church or something of this sort, you see? And there he is.

It's interesting. As we look around, we see an ex-chief of a country-something. Boy, this guy is in an interesting position. In the first place he's boosted himself up mechanically to an "only one" category. See, there he is-he's in an "only one" category. There's only one ruler. Well, this is kind of a wild position to occupy. Anybody who occupied this position and was only that thing and had no other string to his bow, he would be a lost man. He would have gone up in position and down in tone. And I wonder if this isn't usually the case. The usual run of it is, as the position increases, the tone decreases. Highly probable, you see, but this isn't an absolute fact, it's not a law-it just seems to be a tendency.

But this individual, by the way, might have many other capabilities. And if he had other capabilities, he'd have other lines of communication, wouldn't he, except being the high mucky-muck of Ipsabadaland, see? He has other capabilities. He can sit around and talk with the boys about this and that. He has other channels of communication. He doesn't consider himself at the same time . .. Very often you can see one of these rulers get himself into a wonderful box. He is the only ruler, he thinks, and that's his chief capability and any other talent he has falls in line with this. And so if he is interested in poetry, he becomes the only good poet of Ipsabadaland, too-a thing which most of the poets of Ipsabadaland would probably disagree with but to his face say, "Oh yes. You're a wonderful poet." Get the idea? The only agreement with the guy is that he is the best in every category. So he drags along with this only-oneness, his other characteristics and so wipes them out if he's stupid.

In other words, beware a ruler who has no interest but ruling, because he's an insane man. He's nuts. This man could not possibly interpret the intentions of any other nation or any group within the nation. No intentions could be interpreted properly. Therefore he would consider that other nations were about to go to war with him. He would consider that the unions or something of the sort would immediately and instantly and at any instant-any instant-declare war on him. See, he would not really know what was happening. He would be sure, absolutely certain, that the Methodists and Baptists were actually meeting for the sole purpose of supporting the Mafia. You could convince him of any dopey intention you wanted to. And a bunch of fellows get around and as they said about King James of Scotland once, they used to say, "Who's got Jocko?" "Who has the monkey?"

Because anybody with him could change his intentions to anything they wished. And that was one of the pertinent questions and one of the pertinent statements. "Well-uh-Northumberland has Jocko, now."

In other words, they knew what Jocko's intentions would be at this moment: they would be what Northumberland wanted them to be at this moment for Northumberland's rather shaky, shady morals.

You see where the "only one" goes then? As he falls out of terminals of comparable magnitude, he falls out of communication. As he falls out of communication, he falls into perversion of intention. And as he falls out of perversion of intention, he goes mad. 

There's many a fellow sitting in a high place on the backtrack-many a fellow who is thoroughly out and who was thoroughly out of communication. And therefore he sticks on these wins but only when they fulfill these characteristics. The win must have put him out of communication in all directions. You got that? That's the only kind of a win that would stick anyone.
All right. Let's look at the communication bridge. Now, this is no sudden change. What happened here?

The stops on the track and the new time track wouldn't as-is at all. Why wouldn't it as-is? Because there was no communication concerning it since there were no comparable terminals. So he's gone out of communication, therefore he has gone out of As-isness, and as he has gone out of As-isness, so he perishes.

And as your preclear sits there in session, he gets some odd ideas about intentions, and as these intentions worsen, so his tone is worsening. And finally he's gone, if he is audited without communication, ARC, understanding. You got it?

It's pretty doggone easy to look at in a bad session and know exactly what happened. The preclear's understanding of the auditor's intentions didn't exist. He didn't have any idea what the auditor intended.
Now, you could artificially mock something up and absolutely wreck a preclear on this one principle. You could give him to understand clearly that your intentions were one thing and then clearly and unmistakably follow out another series of actions which represented an entirely different intention.

See, you could cross these intentions and you'd lock your preclear up on the track. One of the ways you'd do it-no communication. See, if intention is the last thing to go by the boards, it is actually the first thing to get damaged.

You might say auditing kind of looks like-here's your two-way communication here on a middle strata with intention going up here and becoming, at length, consideration itself.

Well, it's no longer necessary to communicate. All you have to do is consider and the intention is expressed in motion or condition. You see where we're going with communication? See, a nice little tent that peaks up from communication itself and becomes postulates and considerations. You see this? Hm?

You reach up from communication to consideration and change of mind only when intention itself peaks, then. It lifts, it becomes itself.

And you might say that a deteriorated intention becomes communication. That would be a wild way of stating it, but from somebody operating at band 40, that's the way it'd look.

"Say, do you know that this low-toned stuff called communication is the darnedest thing. I see people indulging in it all the time. Why?" You know. Only, at Tone 40 he'd know.

"So there it is clear down there at Tone 22. Ha-ha. Horrible. Look at those low-tone people-they talk." Get the idea?

And just as it is the first thing that one finds on the track or the highest point one finds on a finite, graspable Tone Scale, so it is the last point to expire on an inversion at the bottom of the Tone Scale. Communication evolves from consideration and consideration, at its highest peak, imperceptibly becomes intention.

We consider with intention. We intend. We intend to express our intentions. We communicate. We communicate. We communicate. We don't get all the answers we want. We don't get all the origins we want. Our intentions are good, our understanding of intention is good, our understanding of intention is there.

Our understanding? (question mark) of intention? "Intention? Intention? Hmtnm. Well, they're at least all bad. I know that. Intentions, [sigh] Well, doesn't do much good to consider intentions. Fffft!"

Now, what other thing inverts at the same time this inverts?
Total Self-determinism or total Pan-determinism disintegrates and becomes total Other-determinism. Now, if you could see-let's draw a graphic picture of this. Let's take the Tone Scale from 0 to 40. And above 20, let us put a white cone-draw an engram for you. We'll just put a white cone with its peak at 40. See, the point of this cone is at 40. And it, at 20, becomes a graying and then black cone inverted with its peak down in the minus Tone Scale.

We have two cones then laid out on this Tone Scale which have their open ends against each other at Tone 20. See this? Hm? All right.

We would then graph it this way: total intention is consideration and that would be Tone 40.

Now, let's get to Tone 20 and we would see that all things come about through communication and all of its parts. And now let's look at the minus scale and we would find that we had, at that peak, intentions disappearing at that point. See, they're gone.

And at the top-at the point of the white cone-we would have intention is consideration, consideration is intention. But what kind? Self-consideration or pan-consideration-better expressed, Pan-determinism. See?

In other words, one has control over, one is capable of, one has knowingness about one's considerations on all dynamics. And now, as we drop down scale, that consideration becomes, at 20, the level of total game-50 percent one's own determinism, 50 percent somebody else's determinism, see? And then one's own determinism sinks out of sight as we proceed down toward the minus Tone Scale until finally we have left only Other-determinism. See this?

Well, all right. In view of the fact that all these things are plotted against time, it would start at the top of the white peak-no time track-and as we go into the considerations, we get more and more time track-more and more time track till, at the middle, we have a mutual time track. And as we go down, it's less our time track and somebody else's time track, until at length, at solid rock bottom, we have, of course, total other-track. You see this?

Al1 right. Now, what then is this track composed? It is composed of change-change of position in space, about the middle. But at the top it's just change of consideration. And we get Axiom 36: first postulate, second postulate, see? Way up there. Just change in consideration. All right.

Now, let's drop down-track and consider this further and we find out there's more and more time. There's more and more orderly progress about these changes of consideration. And finally, the change of consideration at 20 on the Tone Scale is in agreement with, 100 percent, another set of changed considerations. And we have two people here or two entities here or two beings here who have their changes of considerations uniform, one with another. And then we have agreement, you see?

And with that agreement, we could then have a condition where the agreement fell away and there was greater and greater dependency on somebody else to make track. And finally we'd get down, all the way down to the bottom, and we'd have a universe. You got it? Hm? But this is change, isn't it? Now, this change comes about and this change is as-ised to the degree that it is communicated about. But way up topside there's still another way out. All one has to do is change his mind about the whole thing. See? That's all.

The rest of this that I've been giving you are the mechanics involved with it. And these mechanics seem to be very well agreed upon.

Now, do we see how this would come about? We want to send a preclear downtone. He can never be audited above 20, because there's still a game in progress, see?
Above 20, why, he could go up on his own, see? But as we have this game in progress called auditing, we could then be the person who made track without ever consulting the preclear or communicating with the preclear about the track we were making.

And as such we could push him over into a total consideration of ours. He had no share in this. He had no means of communicating about it. He had no chance to make up his own mind. There was no discussion of these processes. There were no discussions of the intentions of processing itself.

And we would simply be taking off grandly, nobly and only-one-ly in the session, to a point where we did all the changing and he never did a doggone bit of changing and we forced him then to change as we changed and he never had any say about it at all. And we'd eventually push him down into the -8 scale.

In fact, he would become hypnotized. The mechanism of hypnotism is simply taking over the total activity of making the considerations while pretending to be in agreement (to be totally out of agreement with the person you're doing the considering for), see? And you get hypnotism. Therefore you land somebody in hypnotism on total other-track and that's all that hypnotism does.

Now, if you just got him to make up his mind or find out what he could connect with, communicate with, with whatever significance, you would snap him back up to at least the base time of this universe and off of a lot of these disrelated tracks which he has made or had made for him, one way or the other.

Do you understand now how an auditor, by disobeying these rules; by throwing away the communication bridge; by obsessively, continually changing processes abruptly; with never consulting the preclear or talking with him or examining the preclear's intentions or what has happened to the preclear or paying any attention to his communication-you get the idea? You can see, then, how an auditor could simply wind the person up in the soup. You follow me? Now, do you see that?

Audience: Yes.

Well now, I'm not asking you to remember words. If you can just see that, you're actually understanding a part of your own livingness, not a part of my livingness particularly, see? 
It's a part of your own livingness that you're understanding. You're doing this all the time. See? This is something that goes on continually as far as you are concerned. And all I'm doing is looking this thing over, examining it and putting it into a further codification.

Do you realize, as long as it is random, we have no chance to agree upon it at all? It is totally other-automatic, you know-other-determined. Not my other-determinism.

We must have agreed, at one time or another, and then it became somebody else's determinism, you see? And we put the whole thing over on automatic. And unless we can talk about these principles and understand them and use them, we ourselves are then suppressed by these very mechanics no matter how much we're audited. Follow me?

Audience: Yes. Hm?

We could be suppressed, then, by the mechanical fact of the base line mest universe to a point where we weren't up to the bottom-most, bottom zero of life.

How far north can a preclear go? Who knows? But certainly he couldn't go very far north unless he sort of got the idea while he was being audited, you know, that there was some necessity to talk it over. That he had some say in what was going on. You don't let him run the session. Ha-ha.

You've got to agree with the fact that he is so totally other-determined, simply to know who is determining his existence is a rise in scale! Who is determining his existence? You are! And in a shadowy background, because of the researches, to a tiny degree, I am. See? You are. I am.

Now, he knows that you exist or he should and that's why the auditor's presence has to be established. He has some vague notion I exist, unless people keep telling him all the time this. In other words he can as-is both of these sources. Got that clearly?  

If somebody came along and said that Dianetics and Scientology-this has nothing to do with grandeur, it just has to do with an infinite practicality-if somebody came along and convinced somebody that it was invented by a bunch of savages sitting in Iwijiba and that was what we were actually studying, it would have misplaced this source and lent some doubt into the whole thing, see? You could put this much doubt into the thing so that you would trap people in the subject. And we don't want an entrapment to occur. You see how entrapment could occur?

It would be very, very easy for a charlatan-a highly skilled con man of some kind or another-could simply alter values in the subject itself to a point of where it made a universe. Got it?

Audience: Got it.

Now, there's hardly anybody-now, let's personalize this for an instant. It's not necessary to do so, it's not even important. But it becomes important to this degree: there is a terminal someplace that made this and therefore we know this, so therefore that can be as-ised. See that? It's a known terminal, therefore it can be as-ised.

If we try and set aside this terminal completely-pay no attention to whether the terminal likes this, doesn't like this, wants it or doesn't want it-this has nothing to do with it. If we set this aside and confuse the issue of origin, such as science is always trying to do-you know, nobody ever had an original idea. It's their best mechanism you ever heard of. This is a lovely one. Therefore we don't know whether Newton originated cats or interaction, see? This is one of these gorgeous things. We just say, "Well, we don't know, but it seems like . . ." Now, we've got a big unknown.

So there's a point of the track that can't be as-ised and we get this character known as the professional scientist because he's on a track which can't be known totally. And you're on no such track in Dianetics and Scientology, so don't make the mistake of believing you are.  

Now, just where you picked up as an individual-just where you picked up this whole idea of considerations which match up the general track itself, therefore can be inspected. You aren't left sticking in the unknownness of who said that this agreement existed.

Therefore you can as-is the fact that it has been said to you. And then you can expect [inspect] where you got it in the first place and then it blows and comes under your control. And if you don't keep it set up in this fashion, it'll stick there as an independent time track. Now, that's so much for the subject itself.
Now, let's look at you as an auditor. You are sitting there. You are unknown as to where you got this information. You are unknown as to what you are doing. You are unknown as to what you are now going to do in the session. And you even pervert what you're going to do, let us say, by saying, "Well now, we're going to run . .." and you say, "spotting people." And then run that for two seconds and then all of a sudden, without further conversation with the preclear, without any other agreement, you suddenly start to run-well, you say, "Now, now let's spot automobiles." "Now, I want you to spot that automobile," but you don't even give him a warning to that effect. You say, "Let's spot those automobiles. Let's spot those ..." Something else, see? And you say, "Now recall a time that is really real to you." Ahhhh!

About this time your preclear says, "Nyahhhh! We agreed to run this and this. And you are running that and that." He went out of agreement with you, didn't he?

If you did this enough, you would get that manifestation which psychoanalysis counts upon absolutely to carry it through and to fill its coffers, known as transference. Transference means make the patient live on his time track. And who the hell wants to live on the time track of a psychoanalyst? [laughter] Get the idea?

So you'll at least get your preclear to 20 just by letting him talk it over with you and talk over what you're doing and talk over, for gosh sakes, your intentions and his intentions. 

And if you do these things, if you did nothing else but these things, he would come up Tone Scale. That's how important a communication bridge is.

Now, what things are you trying to avoid? You're trying to avoid somebody getting stuck on an artificial time track. That artificial time track is created by unknown data which becomes unknown but it should be known, see?

It's only that. .. you see, unknown data can exist, but it doesn't necessarily have to be known and is therefore not aberrative. But the intention is wrong about the data. It should be known and it becomes unknown. Therefore you'll start to make-if you change things then, back and forth, back and forth, back and forth, one way or the other, you will create an artificial time track. Do you have it? And then nobody will ever be able to as-is the time track, because they don't know where it started.

And therefore you can park preclears-not in life, but in auditing sessions. And you should be able to work this out all over for yourself. You know who said it to you and, son, one of these days, running the higher-echelon processes, you'll probably also find out where you first decided on it. And at that moment your case will go "flip." Tone 40.

You'll probably have to work like mad to get to Tone 20. But the way you do it is simply start agreeing with somebody. Just go all out, just agree with somebody. Agree. Agree. Agree. "Now, you're the boss. Ha-ha! You're the boss." Got it? Agree. Agree. Agree. Agree. And you, all of a sudden, you'll at least be at Tone 20. Then you start to insist that you have a share in the agreement, too, and you will be back in the game. Got it? You understand this?

Audience: Yes.

Well, you look it over when you're auditing a preclear and you'll understand it an awful lot better. Do it both ways if you want to. Do it wrong if you want to. And watch what happens. Go ahead, because you can now undo what you have done wrong. 
There's no unknowns kicking around that will kick you over. Got it? Hm? All right. Thank you very much. Thank you. 
