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CASE NOTES 
Quickied on everything up to OT III. Starrated OT III materials in December 1969 but didn’t audit it. Unhandled drugs.

PC ORIGINATED EXAM – 11 Oct 70

“I’ve been encountering difficulties, dispersals, etc. The last few days. I’d like to get on with OT III.” TA 2.3, clean but tight, GIs.

· C/S – 19 Oct 70

Folders not available or lost. Blind Repair. Has been audited to OT III with no interiorization.

1. Clear and check Ext – has he been? 

2. If so rehab. 

3. Clear Interiorization. 

4. 
3 way recalls 
3 way secondaries 
3 way engrams.

· LRH – 19 Oct 70
 “OK.”

SESSION – 26 Oct 1970

Did the whole C/S. Pc ran fast but very shallow usually F/Ning on first incident found.

Exam: TA 2.1, F/N, VGIs. Statement; “I’m glad I’m finally getting audited. Want to say I’m not sure if I’m one of these cases which needs lots and lots of auditing, my auditing has always gone quick and smooth, or if I’m a fast pc who F/Ns quickly. It seems like a long way to OT and being exterior with perception.”

· C/S – 26 Oct 1970

Very Well Done. 2WC Int-Ext.

SESSION – 27 Oct 1970

2WC Int-Ext to F/N, VGIs. Pc feels bad that exteriorizations aren’t stable. Wants to achieve this. Says he gets greatest gains from data written on the subject of theta interrelationships.

Exam: TA 2.0, F/N, VGIs.

· C/S – 27 Oct 1970

Very Well Done. Now OK for Status Verification Check. To HCO.

NOTE IN FOLDER – 29 Oct 1970

Pc gets “piercing headache” and nausea while at sea.

SESSION – 29 Oct 1970

Touch Assist until headache blew.
 Nausea persisted. No exam.

· C/S – 29 Oct 1970

1. Fly a rud if no F/N. 

2. Rehab any releases on Touch Assist. 

3. L1B in auditing. 

4. Assess Solo, Case and the L-7.

SESSION – 1 Nov 1970

PTP of a lot of attention on continuing music career but wants to stick it out in the SO taken to F/N. All reads on L1B and L-7 taken to F/N. Pc mentions in the session that his gains have really come from reading data, not auditing and that he hasn’t been audited much “grades in 45 minutes, power in 5 minutes, 4 minutes on OT II”.

Exam: TA 2.1, F/N, GIs.

· C/S – 1 Nov 1970

Very Well Done. 

1. “On listing” L4B. 

2. GF Method 3 (omit 40) to first F/N. 

3. Assess: Auditors, auditing, sessions, reviews, grades, Dianetics, Scientology, Philosophy, Tech, out-Tech. 

4. Prepcheck. 

5. 2WC on past auditing.

SESSION – 7 Nov 1970

Pc said he never had any lists so the L4B wasn’t done. Assessed GF and took up “Environmental ARC Break”. Pc complained of “unreality here” and then itsa’d to F/N. No M/W/H asked for. Did the assessment, prepcheck and 2WC.

Exam: TA 2.4, F/N, VGIs.

· C/S – 7 Nov 1970

Very Well Done.

1. Fly a rud if no F/N. 

2. HC List and 2WC. 

3. 2WC Life before Scientology.

PC ORIGINATED EXAM – 9 Nov 1970

TA 3.0-2.75, loose, theta bop, loose, med GIs. Reported being seasick.

SESSION – 10 Nov 1970

PTP “I’ve got this inclination to leave.” Mentioned having left the SO once before and “had a solution to leave”. Itsa’d PTP to F/N, GIs. Four items from HC Lists taken to F/N. Ended session with pc less massy, not much brighter, GIs.

Exam: TA 2.1, F/N, med GIs. “(Laugh) nothing to say.”

· C/S – 10 Nov 1970

Well Done. Wants to leave – that HCO Status Verification Form hasn’t been done yet, I don’t believe. Info HCO to get a move on with it. Next auditor C/S is:

1. Life Ruds. 

2. 2WC What would harm somebody. 

3. PTS Assessment list.

4. PTS-Overt Assessment.

· C/S – 10 Nov 1970 updated 23 Nov 1970

The Status Verification Form is now done. When pc better do C/S of 10 Nov 1970.

NOTE TO C/S FROM A CREW MEMBER – 24 Nov 1970

(Name of crew member) is in an upset condition (says he has been for one month now) and has petitioned to go. Could you intervene with your majestic C/S hand?

PC ORIGINATED EXAM – 25 Nov 1970 

TA 2.3, clean, BIs. Pc said seasick last trip and again now. Can’t work, feels queasy and dispersed.

PC ORIGINATED EXAM – 30 Nov 1970

TA 3.25, still, BIs. “Feeling deathly ill again, combination of seasickness and something else. Want to see MO.”

CASE NOTE 

After continually asserting that he wanted to leave the following C/S was written based on HCOB 28 November 1970, C/S Series 22, PSYCHOSIS and the successful application of isolation on previous cases.

C/S – 1 Dec 1970

Potential Blow.

1. Isolate. 
2. After 2-3 days give him copy of HCOB JUSTIFICATIONS to study. Ask him “does it apply to your case”. (C/S) 

3. Then C/S 10 Nov 1970.

C/S NOTE TO PC – 3 December 1970

Attached you will find a copy of HCOB 21 Jan AD10. Please look it over and tell me if you feel it has any application to your case.

PC’S NOTE TO C/S – 3 Dec 1970

Have read “Justification” very carefully. I have been looking and looking for the answer to the dilemma in which I am in. I have looked at everything which might be classed an overt since I’ve been here. I’ve looked at the justifications I might have used or have used. Asking to leave would seem to be a huge overt over the dynamics, except for the fact that I don’t feel I can function well here. Am not happy here and find myself not wanting to function in an environment to which I don’t feel I’m suited.

I don’t believe there is an absolute on the business of leaving. In addition to overts and misunderstoods, can’t there be something else such as “choice” or “preference”?

I have, in the past, been critical of people to justify overts. However, I’ve also been critical of people because of what they were doing to others, or to the environment. I have also been critical of people to justify my own opinion or viewpoint (an overt). I basically like people and find myself not even intending to degrade or debase anyone. At the same time have found myself impatient and intolerant and often finding difficulty in granting beingness.

The thing that basically ARC breaks me is the idea that when someone wants to leave “it must be because of…” or “all instances of… stem from.” It seems to contradict the idea that there are no absolutes in this universe.

I know that there are no different cases, but I also know that the solution to a problem may have to be as complex or as simple as the problem.

It seems to me dangerous to pick a stable datum and then be unwilling to realign, or alter it, or temper it with new data in order to establish the truth of a situation.

I know the situation of this planet. I get sick just to think about it. I know our way is the only way out. Yet I want to leave and work from another point. Perhaps I am stuck on the first two dynamics, or have a non-confront on organizations. Whatever it is, I can’t seem to get it!

I did not come here, find it “bad”, and want to leave. It’s not that simple.

Granted I walk around with my share of aberration, but I am not insane as per the HCOB “Psychosis”. 

However, I am starting to go psychotic thinking I might be psychotic! Please don’t keep me back here too much longer.

If this note gets translated as “apparent rational thought guising underlying insanity”, or “a good justification”, I think I’ll fold up and die altogether.

Am not resisting being insane. LRH once said in a TV interview – “Anyone who doesn’t fancy himself a bit mad, is surely a madman.”

I just want to find out the truth and get everything sorted out. Help is definitely wanted. Please don’t keep me back here too much longer. I’m starting to get pictures of the Spanish Inquisition and the Black Hole of Calcutta!

· C/S – 3 Dec 1970 info LRH

In 7 Nov 70 session he talked at length about and F/Ned on ‘Unreality’. He attributed it to others but in fact it is his.
We bring his R up and then do the PTS Assessment lists. Note he’s getting pictures now per last page of his note.
1. 2WC – Tell me some solutions you have had in life. 

2. 2WC – What would harm somebody. 

3. PTS Assessment. 

4. PTS Overt Assessment.
LRH – 3 Dec 1970
Added “L1B Method 4” as the first step of C/S.
“OK with L1B audited. He’s the guy who suggested filing PLs one page per folder. Be alert to Stage 4 or ARC Brk needle instead of an F/N. EP must include cog and VGIs for an F/N to be valid.”
SESSION – 4 December 1970
L1B done Method 4 to an F/N. 2WC for solutions in life taken to F/N but no cog. On 2WC on what would harm somebody the pc mentioned a number of ways, line charges and says “infinite number of ways” F/N.
On the first item from the PTS Assessment list the pc has difficulty going earlier but makes it. Pc R/Sed on “bizarre carnival”. Finally realizes he “can’t go earlier because of non-confront”. F/N, VGIs. On 3 other reads the pc F/Ns without going earlier.
On the first item from the Overt Assessment the pc makes the following statements: “I actually consider myself quite ethical. The smallest little thing becomes an overt.” On E/S I’ve speared people, poisoned them. These aren’t real but I just figure I must have. That’s the problem – whether I did or not.” “Everyone’s got overts.” “I’m afraid to think I may have done big overts.” “I might have executed a whole line of people, pulling the switch.” “I don’t even know if me or my own picture or not, it’s not real.” “I don’t feel like it’s heavy overts.” Finally after going earlier and coming up with “unreal” overts the pc spotted a few this lifetime overts and came up with sleeping with his lawyer’s wife which was real to him as an overt and F/Ned on getting it off. Six more items were F/Ned on the list, but no more overts.
Exam: TA 2.3, F/N, VGIs.
· C/S – 4 Dec 1970
Very Well Done. He R/Sed on page 22 on an implant (carnival scene). Possibly this could be dated? Anyhow, suggest:
1. Fly a rud if no F/N. 

2. O/W on items. (C/S will list items from W/S of PTS Assessment and PTS Overt Assessment.)
LRH – 4 Dec 1970
“Intimate with a declared SP and his lawyer. He’s a plant. I circled the items for you.”
SESSION – 7 Dec 1970
F/N at start. “Ran O/W on the sea.” The session lasted 3 hours 30 minutes. The pc’s answers to the questions when he actually looked were very shallow. He often times repeated his previous answers. He asserted he was overrun and said didn’t want to continue.
He put down the cans and stood up and looked at the meter a number of times. Late in the session he crushed the cans so he couldn’t be audited further and after doing so three times the auditor ran out of cans. At one point he fought with the auditor. The auditor ended session after running out of cans and giving a few more commands.
At points between the refusals to continue the pc would look for answers but his confront was so low he wouldn’t come up with any that were real except the earlier shallow ones, he had given previously. The auditor reported that the pc had a dead thetan needle throughout the session.
Exam: TA 2.9 -2.7, tight, BIs then good indicators.
Statement: That was the worst session in my life.
Supposed to run O/W which was groovy. We ran what have you done to the sea, etc. I’m sure we passed F/Ns. Towards the end I was getting hungry and requested to leave. He refused. No violence, just nuts. Had a huge ARC Brk (LFBD). Pictures of interiorizations, etc. How am I supposed to run “what have you withheld from the sea.” He was commended last week for getting out of a pc an answer. Only way was to squeeze the cans. He went through 3 sets of cans. I won’t be audited again by him. After I squeezed 3 sets of cans I thought god if I squeeze the cans I’ll really come under Psychosis bulletin. I was looking at TA. It was between 2 and 3. What’s the EP of this I asked. Sometimes he wouldn’t ack my originations. Don’t know what to say. God it feels good to be out of there. After I squeezed 3 sets of cans he audited me without the meter. Then audited me with clay. Feels good to be out and very hungry. Nice to look at you. It’s nice to be audited by women. What will happen now? Am I going to get in trouble for squeezing the cans?
PC’S NOTE TO C/S – 7 Dec 1970
I can’t imagine what kind of gains you expect me to make from auditing when, after each session I am returned to isolation – a situation which is causing me both physical and mental anguish at this point.
I want to get on a routing form and return to LA. I wish to be dismissed from the Sea Org and placed on the Freeloaders list. I am being isolated under policy No. 3 and HCOB “Psychosis”. I feel like you have the wrong source with me or something. It seems to me after studying “Psychosis” even more carefully that it is missing some data of which I am unaware. Even though LRH is the best friend I’ve ever had, I will not accept any and all data without evaluating it and observing its workability.
Sitting back here is a PTP. I wish to get on a routing form as soon as possible.
You have been giving me noncommittal replies which give me little or no data as to how long I’m to be here, what the end result of the auditing is expected to be, etc. The only category on the “Psychosis” bulletin which I really fall into is “wanting to leave”.
I know you are doing what you consider to be a standard and correct action and that LRH is aware of what’s happening but I’m telling you something is wrong.

AUDITOR NOTE TO LRH – 8 Dec 1970
Some of these worksheets are not complete as I was too busy trying to keep the pc in the chair and room to be complete with admin.
Please note the pc squeezed and bended the pairs of cans so we couldn’t continue. I tried to stop this but he was too damn quick for me.
I attempted at the end to continue without meter but couldn’t make it.
Several times I had to prevent blows and had trouble keeping pc in the chair.
LRH – 8 Dec 1970
“I wrote him a note. You missed 3 BPCs.”
LRH NOTE TO PC – 8 Dec 1970
“I am sorry to see you had a bad session. 3 By Passed Charge points were missed on the 4 Dec 70 session.
“Your connection with _____ and his lawyer (who is seeking to destroy NY with suits) and your actions here have prejudiced your situation badly.
“People here do not know what you came here to do or why you came.
“You could help yourself considerably if you made a clean breast of it.
“No one intends to harm you. I did not order your isolation.
“The tech personnel know more about cases than you do and you are exhibiting signs which indicate to them that all is not known and that your intentions are not as represented.
“Perhaps if you wrote up all your past connections and why you came here and any and all false reports you have given you would feel much better.
“The Medical Officer is not likely to let you travel while in a destructive frame of mind as you would come to harm on the way home.
“When you can be certified as out of danger by the Medical Officer you will of course be routed out of the SO and Scientology and may proceed anywhere you like at your own expense.
“They cannot risk your traveling by yourself and letting you come to harm. It is as simple as that.
“You are the only one creating any mystery. Persons in your condition do not often manage to arrive here.
“It is only you who are holding things up. Honesty and sanity are blood brothers.”
PC’S NOTE TO LRH – 8 Dec 1970 
Please, please let me talk with you for just a few minutes. This is all getting so out of hand. My connection with _____ was over more than a year ago, before he was expelled. He and his wife were telling me things against the orgs and so on. I had not been in Scientology very long at that point. When I got out of there and back to LA, I wrote a 14 page report on what I knew about them. I believe some other crew members know of this. I’ve had no connection with him or his lawyer since that time, and even at that time would get into lengthy arguments on occasion over some of the weird things they were telling me.
Also, when I applied the Enemy formula in LA I put down everything about my connection to those guys.
I have been a concert musician all my life – Scientology is very, very important to me. I came to the Sea Org with best intentions both times – believe that – it’s the honest truth.
Surely there must be someone who can verify what I am saying.
Sir, I am not a destructive individual. I’ve never had a session like that. As I was squeezing the cans I was thinking “this is going to make me look like I’m destructive” which is not what I wanted, but the session was going on and on interminably. I thought of everything I could have done to or withheld from the sea.
Sir, please, please don’t separate me from Scientology it’s the only hope I have to be free. Please don’t do that. 
Please let me talk with you for a few moments. Things seem all screwy!
When you wrote “Persons in your condition do not often manage to arrive here”, I just couldn’t believe that you see me in that light. It’s not true. It’s not true.
My reasons for leaving seem so simple to me. I came here because I was sick at the sight of all the degradation on this planet and where it was leading.
I wanted to be where you are, and to help through tech and through my art. I was told that there would be a lot of PR in which I would probably be of use as a performer. I feel now that I would be of most use in the field, doing what (another Scn performer) is doing.
Sir, I am not insane by the present definition. I am just someone who, perhaps foolishly, has generally been prone to say whatever he thinks, and to stick my nose in where others might prefer not to.
I am telling you the truth. Please don’t send me away in bad graces with you or Scientology! Please don’t. Won’t you let me speak with you!
· LRH C/S – 7 Dec 1970
“Probably he’s so scared of O/W he can’t function.
“1. L1B Method 3. Clean up reads on L1B 4 Dec 1970. 

“2. 2WC Why are you afraid of O/W? If no F/N then the Murder Routine = Random worse than Qs.

Have you murdered someone?

Are you wanted by the police?

Did you intend to murder people aboard – (that sort of thing). 

Sooner or later he’ll just spill out what it really is. 

“3. Put in Ruds on ‘the sea’. 

“4. Self to self assessment.

“5. Omission assessment.”

SESSION – 8 Dec 1970
The L1B items were taken E/S to F/Ns. The pc’s confront was better. At one point the pc R/Sed on LRH.
On 2WC Why are you afraid of O/W, the pc said he was not. The auditor used the Murder Routine and the pc came up with some real overts – stole bicycle, stole money, defaced property. Finally the pc hit on being a Nazi officer and killing people which he at first rejected then accepted as having done, at which point he F/Ned.
Exam: TA 2.9, F/N, VGIs. 
Hi. Session went very well and I’m glad I had another with (auditor) so I don’t have 3 sets of cans on my conscience. I enjoyed that session well. It’s pretty hard to confront what one has done in one’s past. Hell I feel really clean. (Big smile)
· C/S – 8 Dec 1970
Very Well Done!

The Nazi – vs. Jew O/W!

1. Fly a rud if no F/N. 

2. Self to self assessment. 

3. Omission assessment.
LRH – 11 Dec 1970
“Very well done.
“I think it’s best to O/W him on what we have. Others have given off a purpose on it.
“He and (Case 4) are two choices of technique – (Case 4) purposes before O/W. (This case) purposes after O/W.
“1. Fly a rud if no F/N. 

“2. O/W on items. C/S to list.”
SESSION – 9 Dec 1970
ARC Brk about being in isolation taken to F/N. O/W on 4 items each to F/N.
Exam: TA 2.7, still mostly, med GIs.
PC’S STATEMENT
That was fine. I’m going nuts in cabin with no port hole. I see prisons and tight spaces and get headaches. Feel better when I’m out. Wish someone would loosen restrictions so I could shower and get out. Hard to get a hold of MO. It was a good session.
· C/S – 11 Dec 1970
Session run over ARC Brk and/or PTP re isolation.
1. In the last session did you have an ARC Brk? PTP? W/H? Fly what reads. 

2. Continue O/W.
· LRH – 12 Dec 1970
“He’s not gotten off any purposes at all from what I’ve read, O/W shot them off our first 2. (Case 4) is going saner. This one we had to blow apart with the Murder Routine to get anywhere.
“There’s a factor here that when an evil purpose doesn’t come off a psycho, you have to shift off the assessment lists or during O/Ws to purposes. Possibly that’s the key.
“I think he’s just settled down for a long haul.
“1. ‘Recently’ L1B, Method 3, fly each item that reads. 

“2. Triple Ruds of LD. 

“3. List to BD F/N item ‘What Evil Purpose would have to be withheld?’ 

“4. ‘What were your intentions in coming to the SO?’
“Then we go to O/W on rest of items.”
SESSION – 15 Dec 1970
Recently L1B to F/N. Triple Ruds LD each to F/N but shallow, no withholds. The BD F/N item from ‘What Evil Purpose would have to be withheld?’ was “knowingly trying to destroy someone through mental treatment or psychiatry”. On “What were your intentions in coming to the SO?” the pc said he wanted to be with LRH and to make a significant contribution. Ended on “I’m thinking about staying.” F/N, VGIs.
Exam: TA 2.8, F/N, VGIs.
PC’S STATEMENT 
That was really groovy. It was very nice. Please get me out of isolation. I have a lot to do and lying in bed is driving me up the wall.
· C/S – 15 Dec 1970 
Very Well Done. (Don’t interrupt pc when he’s looking.)
1. Fly a Rud if no F/N. 

2. List to BD F/N item “Who or what would be knowingly trying to destroy someone through mental treatment or psychiatry? 

3. O/W on item. 

4. O/W on Assessment lists items.
LRH – 16 Dec 1970
“C/S 15/12/70 is correct. 
“This confirms it as tech. 
“You can’t list What evil purp without a W/W list and without following up with what progress have you made on it and then Intentions in coming to SO or org, or into Scn.
“1. Evil purp. 

“2. W/W. 

“3. What progress made. 

“4. Intentions in coming into SO, Org or Scn. Establishes a standard sequence.”
SESSION – 16 Dec 70
Rud to F/N. The list bogged. L4A done to F/N on pc asserting that all the actions done on him indicate he is psychotic and that that is an incorrect evaluation. No item gotten.
THE LIST – 16 Dec 1970
Cleared Listing Question.
Q. Who or what would be knowingly trying to destroy someone through mental treatment or psychiatry? Fall TA
Asks Q. 
· Beings from another planet F 3.0

Pc origination: That’s the one.
· Communists X 3.1

· Financial Tycoons X 3.2

· Aliens X 3.2

Pc origination: If an alien race wanted planet that’d be a good way. LF
Asks Q. 3.3

· The Nazis X

· The WFMH 3.4

· Nobody (laughs) 3.5
Asks Q.

· Somebody in a flying saucer X 3.6

· Threatened governments X 3.8
Asks Q.

· I’ve given everything I can think of. 4.0

Wait let’s see, what does knowingly mean. I know what it means.
Checks listing question again. F
Asks Q.

· Families who want somebody put away X 4.0

· Political groups X 4.0

Pc origination: I got an ARC Brk here. I never had any connection with psychiatry. Auditing leading me into this. I’m fed up, it’s betrayal. 4.1
To L4B.
Exam: TA 2.75, Clean, MBIs.
PC STATEMENT
It’s nice and warm. Session was alright. I feel like I’m being audited over a continual untrue evaluation.
· C/S – 16 Dec 1970
Goofed list. Laws of L&N to be starrated verbatim and in clay. TA rose on listing. No. 7 of L4B not taken to F/N, nor later items. Item never found. Urgent. 

1. Ask the pc “Was it the first item on the list?” It will probably BD if not F/N. Put in Sup and Protest if no F/N. 
2. If no response to 1. Check 
a) Is it an incomplete list? 
b) Was it an unnecessary action? 
c) Had you not answered the listing question? and handle.
· LRH – 17 Dec 1970
Crosses out C/S and says:
“See C/S. Your C/S is essentially correct. We just want to end him off and goodbye.”
· LRH C/S – 17 Dec 1970
“This use of L4A is peculiar. A sort of odd Method 4.
“He’s now gone past any point of audited on own determinism.
“The Q read. The TA rose and rose.
“Got into a sort of firefight I think.
“It’s one of those on the L4A. Or the item isn’t on the list. I don’t see any second item on the list. By the null marks it’s the first one. The TA rose after the first one BD I think there was a chop that prevented the F/N. And in nulling, why the L4A. Only one item read. I think you missed an F/N.
“A listing error must be rapidly repaired.
“Do this and retrain afterwards.
“1. On the item beings from another planet has anything been suppressed? Missed? or continue Prepcheck if no F/N. ‘That’s your item’, somewhere it will F/N. 

“2. If he goes critical suddenly, that’s not his item. But he won’t. If it’s not his item send folder back to me. 

“3. Assess Imprisoned, Isolated, Jailed, Institutionalized. 

“4. Prepcheck. 

“5. 2WC has he ever (one that read) anyone? If he doesn’t come up with an overt, ‘Have you ever anyone?’ Itsa earlier Itsa. 

“6. On your stay aboard L1B. Method 3.
“If all goes well send folder up early so we can route him off.” 
SESSION – 17 Dec 1970
Asked if on the item “Beings from another planet” anything had been suppressed – yeah and pc itsa. Item indicated, F/N, VGIs. Did assessment, prepchecked “Isolated” to F/N. 2WC’d “Have you ever isolated anyone?” in which the pc touched on a past life incident which he took a short look at and came back to a this life shallow incident which F/Ned. Did L1B “on your stay aboard”. Ran shallowly to F/N.
Exam: TA 2.6, F/N, VGIs.
PC STATEMENT
It’s a nice day. I feel good. I found L1B list to be very thorough, very good. I’m very very very anxious to get on with study.
· C/S – 17 Dec 1970
Very Well Done. Per previous C/S folder goes up early so we can route him off.
· C/S LRH – 17 Dec 1970
“Take him out of isolation.
“1. Fly a rud if no F/N. 

“2. What are your intentions?”
SESSION – 17 Dec 1970
2WC’d “What are your intentions?”. All good intentions and shallow. To F/N.
TA 2.6, dirty needle, VGIs. 
Exam: That was exhilarating. I know now that Ron knows where my heart has been and where it is and it can never be any other way, you know?
· C/S – 17 Dec 1970
Too many variations of the C/S question. Review 2WC data.

Suggest now: 

L1B “on your stay in the Sea Org”- Method 3.
· LRH 18 Dec 1970
“He hasn’t made it. Dn at Examiner.
“He last got near something on 8/12/70 on Nazi Officer pg. 35 of W/S.
“1. L1B, Include M/W/H area of it. 

“2. ‘What would have been the secret purpose that would make one become a Nazi Officer?’ to BD F/N Item. 

“3. ‘Who else would have had the purpose of ?’ to BD F/N Item.

“4. O/W on answer to last list (3).”
SESSION – 19 Dec 1970
L1B done to F/Ns on all reads on the list but still shallow. L&N’d “What would have been the secret purpose that would make one become a Nazi Officer?” to the item Survival. L&N’d “Who else would have had the purpose of survival?” to Eichman on which pc BD F/Ned. O/W on Eichman was run to F/N but the pc didn’t come up with overts. (The lists done in this session came up as being out a year and a half later and were corrected.)
Exam: TA 2.2-2.6, wide float that tightened as he questioned past life, VGIs.
PC STATEMENT
I need to get trained. I need to sit down and read every bulletin. I as an individual seem to have been too fortunate to have been a Nazi war criminal. If I were, someone did a bloody good job of obscuring it and endowing me with all opposite qualities. I should have come out more degraded and I don’t think I am. That’s all.
Re-exam: TA 2.8-2.6, F/N, GIs.
· LRH – 19 Dec 1970
“Case not handled. 

“Possibly sits on two other flows. 

“The W/H type flows I’ve plotted out are 

Enforced Comm 4 ways 

Enforced W/H 4 ways 

Inadvertent W/H 4 ways 

W/Hs 4 ways “Thus there would be several purpose flows done very roughly off the cuff;

Enforced W/H of purpose 4 ways 

Enforcing purpose as an overt 4 ways 

Unwanted purpose 4 ways 

Unwanted (must do) purpose 4 ways 

Withheld secret (evil) purpose
“Many years ago I detected an enforcing cause in some psychos.
“The Enforced Comm makes a W/H on the receiving end and is the exact point where W/Hs match up with ARC Brks (Enf Comm is an ARC Brk).
“(another case) is talking about Enforced Comm throughout her recent failed session. (crew member) enforced 2D, (crew member) enforced rage, auditor enforced read.
“The possibility is that some of these psycho’s trigger off on another flow than ‘W/Hs’. Possibly they invert and begin to enforce W/Hs on others. Then when we list or do Assessment lists we are listing one step too high. W/H when it’s a dramatized W/H being enforced.
“Anyway this is a theory where we don’t achieve total result from Assessment lists. Maybe gives us a new set of lists. We could have one for groups. Maybe one for enforced W/Hs.
“We will do this Assmt to check this:
“1. R Factor – A short assessment for C/S information.

(Do on this sheet.)

“Method 4. Don’t handle.

“ENFORCING COMM ON YOU

“ENFORCED CONFESSION FROM YOU

“ENFORCING SECRECY ON YOU

“HAVING TO DO THINGS YOU DIDN’T WANT TO

“SUPPRESSING THE PURPOSES OF OTHERS

“DESTROYING PURPOSES

“BECOMING SOMEBODY ELSE
SESSION – 19 Dec 1970
The assessment was done with reads on Enforcing Comm on You and Enforcing Secrecy on You.
· LRH – 19 Dec 1970
“Not handled yet. Using the Assmt of 19 Dec 1970
“1. Fly a rud if no F/N. 

“2. 2WC ‘Has anyone ever enforced communication on you?’ Itsa Earl Itsa. 

“3. 2WC ‘Has anyone ever enforced secrecy on you?’ Itsa Earl Itsa. 

“4. 2WC ‘Have you ever enforced communication on others?’ Itsa Earl Itsa. 

“5. 2WC ‘have you ever enforced secrecy on others?’ Itsa Earl Itsa. 

“6. List to BD F/N Item: ‘What secret would have to be protected against everything?’ 

“7. List to BD F/N Item ‘Who or what would have that secret?’
“We will cull a new O/W list from the W/S. Including (last one on list) the 7. Item above.”
20 DEC 1970 – Pc seasick so unauditable.
SESSION – 22 Dec 1970 
Rud to F/N. Each 2WC taken earlier to F/N. At one point got a rocket read on being PDH’d. The first L&N got the BD F/N Item – secret that would result in person being violently punished or harmed contra-survivally in accordance with the aberration of that group. The second L&N got the Item – an assassin.
Exam: TA 2.5-2.75, F/N, VGIs.
PC STATEMENT
A good session. Uh. I still have the feeling a little bit I have some confusions on tech which I’ll get cleared up. I still get the feeling they think I’m here for some reason other than I’ve told. I have laid it out. Why else would they ask me about secrecy. I feel perfectly good about it.
· C/S – 22 Dec 1970
Looks Very Well Done. I suggest we could date the PDH implant before doing O/W. C/S will list O/W items.
LRH NOTE ON C/S – 22 Dec 1970
“Would be a kind C/S but as it’s a motivator action best answer is C/S I wrote.”
· LRH C/S – 22 Dec 1970
“O/W on Beings from Another Planet. Not done yet.
“O/W on An Assassin. Not done yet.
“This guy is an implanter. That begins to emerge. RR yet! On 2WC yet! He is not OT II, not even R6EW much less Clear. I doubt he had Power. Certainly not grades. And DN unfinished.
“1. R-Factor – ‘We aren’t interested in your secrets if you have any. We are only interested in helping you as a case. 

“2. Fly a rud if no F/N. 

“3. O/W on ‘Beings from another planet’. 

“4. O/W on ‘An assassin’. 

“5. O/W on C/S listed items.

---------------

“6. List What pains, emotions, sensations, attitudes would be connected with an Implant. 

“7. R3R Triple.
“This C/S can be split at the bar between 5 and 6 above and turned over to an HDC. I know it could send him into an implant. I also know it might be fine at such a case level. It would start a DN Pgm and end off the Assessment Lists.”

SESSION – 23 Dec 1970
Rud to F/N. O/W run on 4 items each to F/N. R/Sed in the session. Ran shallow on O/W.
Exam: TA 2.25-2.0, F/N, VGIs.
· C/S – 23 Dec 1970
Well Done. Don’t short-session O/W. It’s not a part of the rundown. So push him through. He R/Sed I see on “the way I felt”.
1. Fly a rud if no F/N. 

2. Cont O/W.
SESSION – 23 Dec 1970
Rud to F/N. O/W on five more items. Ran a little deeper than last session.
Exam: TA 2.7, F/N, VGIs.
· C/S – 24 Dec 1970
Very Well Done.
1. Fly a rud if no F/N. 

2. Continue O/Ws.
SESSION – 26 Dec 1970
Rud to F/N. O/W on ten more items. Ran a little deeper and got back to some big whole track overts which the pc said he “probably did”.
Exam: TA 2.75-2.7, F/N, VGIs.
· C/S – 26 Dec 1970
Very Well Done.
1. Fly a rud if no F/N. 

2. Continue O/W.
SESSION – 27 Dec 1970
Rud to F/N. O/W on 30 more items. Ran at about same depth as last session which was still pretty shallow.
Exam: TA 2.3-2.75, F/N, GIs.
· C/S – 27 Dec 1970
1. Assess attached list, – Don’t handle.

SESSION – 28 Dec 1970

The assessment was done. On the assessment there was a sF, a F and 5 smaller reads.
Exam: TA 2.7, F/N, MGIs.
· C/S LRH – 29 Dec 1970
“(Mark length of fall or BD on Assmts)
“No HCOB in this to decode reads.
“He’s still wanting to leave.
“1. Fly a rud if no F/N.
“2. List to F/N BD Item ‘What magical thing have you expected to occur?’ 

“3. List L&N as above W/W wd (as in 2) 

“4. O/W on item in 3. 

“5. List W/W wd deserve a good result? “ (This is arrogance valence.) 

“6. O/W on item unless already run. (Have former item list handy.) 

“7. 2WC Why would you be withholding a case gain? 

“8. 2WC Haven’t you understood what we’re trying to do? E/S with ARC Brk each time. Understood is ARC. 

“9. What stuck picture do you have?
1. What part of that picture could you be responsible for? 

2. What do you see now?
Alternate questions. (Wd be Dn Triples usually but we haven’t got the time.)
“10. 2WC Who could all this have been done on?”
SESSION – 29 Dec 1970
Rud to F/N. Step 2 of C/S done to “magic trick regained and revisited” BD F/N. Step 3 done to “me” BD F/N. Step 4 omitted as “me” was already run. Step 5 done to “me” and step 6 was omitted. Step 7 to F/N. Step s to F/N. On step 9 no stuck picture was gotten. The pc gave one but then invalidated it and said “I don’t have any.” F/N, VGIs. Step 10 was done to F/N, VGIs.
Exam: TA 2.3-2.4, F/N, VGIs.
PC STATEMENT
Great. He audits the way I would be auditing if I had all the tech. Very happy.
· C/S LRH – 29 Dec 1970
“Very Well Done.
“This case isn’t cracked yet. The zone or area is narrowing. Stuck picture. ‘I don’t have a stuck picture. I just have this picture of Paganini’ and his Exam comments re tech are clues and a hinted at secret for which he could be violently punished for 22/12/70 List gives us small flags.
“Research is the reason we keep auditing him. What a bill he’d have if he left!
“He is in an only one valence. The justification is being so important overts don’t matter – a new way of justifying an overt. Nazi Officers, aristocracy and psychiatrists with their total arrogance, use this I see now. He’s been a Nazi and a psychiatrist according to hints on W/S. Call it an arrogance valence.
“He is of course stuck in the phenomena, the martians are after him. He never touched Clear, is no lower grades, no Dns, failed OT III.
“The pleasant course wd be OT VII, OT III, Dn triples completion then all lower grades. He is far too deep in mass (stuck picture) and too far into an arrogance valence to be handled by light processes. He may still be on LSD.
“If it weren’t a question of leaving, in ordinary processing he’d be considered fairly sane. He knows he needs auditing and the broad pgm above would handle as these are massy overts (stuck pictures) that wd be picked up in Dn triples which also runs overts out.
“He does however inval people’s auditors to them and block their case gain (Case 4) and (another case). This is his continuing PT overt as per early O/W tech HCOBs and GF 40. So he runs up overts continually in PT. Goes back to 16/12/70 Item “Knowingly trying to destroy someone through mental treatment or psychiatry”. Connects to his thirst to learn tech (as per Exam form).
“So we will hit it head on (knowing the PT overt).
“1. Fly a rud if no F/N. 

“2. 2WC Have you ever invalidated auditing or auditors to a pc? (variation, Have you ever told a pc auditing was bad for him?) (variation, Have you ever told a pc his auditor was no good?) We know he does and has so don’t let it brush off. 
“3. 2WC What experience would prompt one to halt case gain of others? 

“4. 2WC What would happen to you if others became more powerful?
“This is all terrible evaluative and not widely recommended. If he’s clean he’ll come out of it okay. If not he may bog badly. On the other hand he might crack and come out of his weird state as it is what he is doing by the statements of two other persons. (My guess is he assassinated Paganini, reading all W/Ses.)
“Bring Process Summary up to date, include list items.”
SESSION – 30 Dec 1970
Rud to F/N. On the 2WC on “Have you ever invalidated auditing or auditors to a pc?” he came up with one but justified it. He got a picture of another but didn’t get it off as it was vague. He R/Sed on specific auditors and auditing. The 2WC was taken to F/N. On the 2WC on “What experience would prompt one to halt case gain of others?” the pc got an RR on “an implant” and itsa’d to F/N. The 2WC on “What would happen to you if others became more powerful?” the pc itsa’d to F/N.
Exam: TA 2.2-2.7, F/N, VGIs.
· C/S – 30 Dec 1970
Very Well Done.
R/Ses on auditors!
Experience Q led back to implant again.
Suggest C/S re Dn Triples.
· C/S LRH – 30 Dec 1970
“Very Well Done.
“So he has somebody talking for him (pg 19 W/S).
“And he R/Ses on auditors.
“1. Fly a rud. 

“2. Date by meter this implant he keeps rocket reading on. 

“3. 2WC Whom have you tried to implant? 

“4. 2WC What crime have you committed against an auditor?
“Playing it the rough way now as he may be able to take it.” 
SESSION – 6 Jan 1971
F/N at start of session. Meter dated the implant and the pc got the incident and itsa’d to F/N, Cog, VVGIs. On the 2WC on “Whom have you tried to implant?” the pc didn’t come up with a specific person or group but did come up with “someone through medical means”. He then touched on some other pictures and F/Ned on “no reason to do self in about it”. In the 2WC “What crime have you committed against an auditor?” the pc came up with “I gave an out tech Dianetic Course” and “I can take responsibility for that.” F/N, VGIs. 
Exam: TA 2.2, F/N, VGIs.
· C/S – 7 Jan 1971
Well Done.
TA rose on dating. Fell to F/N on itsa about it.
Assess the Result Assessment and return.
8 Jan 71 – The pc was physically attacked by another crew member and was hurt in the mouth.
ASSESSMENT – 8 Jan 1971
The Result Assessment was done but no reads.
Exam: TA 2.6, clean, med BIs. Pc had splitting headache from being hit.
· C/S – 8 Jan 1971
Well Done on Assessment.
(Note: Pc was physically attacked, has pain.) List clean, OK to leave. To LRH for final OK.
· C/S LRH – 8 Jan 1971
“Due to physical attack, the Result Assessment was null. Should have put in ruds first. This pc is very figure-figure, as an Assessment lists datum, and would have to have Dn Triples to pull out of it.
“1. Fly all ruds. 

“2. Reassess the Result Assessment.”

SESSION – 9 Jan 1971
Ruds to F/N. No read on Result Assessment.
Exam: TA 2.1, F/N, med GIs.
· C/S NOTE TO LRH – 9 Jan 1971
Result Assessment reassessed per your last C/S. Was clean – but no suppress or invalidated used. Suggest: Let him go? I’m still not happy with it.
· C/S LRH – 9 Jan 1971
“After he was told to go, put in Treason and then hit, he of course is totally out of comm – no reads.
“Also he may very well have been cleaned up. He tried to run the engram on being hit by 2WC.
“The only danger is that he would be in a heavy ARC Break.
“To prevent mystery:
“1. Fly a rud if no F/N. 

“2. If still talking about being hit Dn HCOB 24 July 69.

“3. Assess Auditors, Auditing, Lists, Reputation, Ejection, Case Gain, Regret, Sea Org, Overrun.

“4. Prepcheck.

“5. Reassess Result Assessment.”
SESSION – 10 Jan 1971
Rud to F/N. Did assessment in 3. Prepchecked ejection and regret each to F/N. Pc caught up in wanting to leave and wanting to stay. Then reassessed the Result Assessment.
Exam: TA 2.2-2.5, F/N, VBIs.
· C/S – 10 Jan 1971
Well Done.
1. Fly a rud if no F/N (check PTP first). 

2. What did we slide over that you didn’t want mentioned? (2WC E/S to when it was missed before if no F/N.) 

3. 2WC: What has gone on and on? 

4. List to BD F/N “What are you waiting to have happen?”

5. W/W would ____?

6. O/W on item.
· LRH – 10 Jan 1971
“OK as added to.
“7
a. L&N What Intention has been suppressed? 

“b. W/W wd have ____? 

“c. O/W on Item unless it’s been O/Wed.”
SESSION – 11 Jan 1971
PTP to F/N. Did 2WC in 2. And 3. To F/N. Did L&N in 4. To “Me fully trained, all data.” Did L&N in 5. To “me”. Did L&N in 7a. To “To disseminate Scn through my art.” Did L&N in 7b. To “me”.
Exam: 1.9-2.2, F/N, VGIs.
· C/S – 11 Jan 1971
Very Well Done.
OK to leave.
To LRH for final Qual.
· LRH – 11 Jan 1971
“OK.”
FINAL NOTE
At this point the pc did his routing form for routing out. He was then taken to the airport to be put on a plane and sent back to LA. At the last point where he was about to get on the plane he decided to stay and remain in the SO. He went to the Examiner and made the following statement:
“Well needless to say… like the auditing gains have been so subtle that I’m just beginning to get the benefit from the auditing I had and a big block blew off. I can perceive others and things about others but I haven’t been able to perceive things about myself and that’s the difference. I haven’t been on Solo in 11 months. I would like to know if I can continue on my OT III. I really feel that’s what I want to do if it’s OK.”
TA 2.25-2.0-2.3, F/N, VGIs.
· LRH C/S – 17 Jan 1971
“To Dianetics.
“1. HF. 

“2. R3R Triple. 

“Push through to Dn completion to EP.”
_________
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� See Ex Dn Case B re Headache is usually out Int.


� An L-7 is a Clearing Course correction list.


� This was an experimental list directed at finding the pc’s motivators which when found were taken earlier/similar to F/N.


� This was an experimental list directed at finding overts which when found were taken earlier/similar to F/N.


� This was an experimental list directed at finding the pc’s purposes and overts regarding himself.


� This was an experimental list directed at finding the pc’s overts of omission.


� Note pc is Jewish.


� The list was an experimental list called a result assessment, for a case that gets into a long grind without relief toward program end. It sought out things that might have been missed.





