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CASE NOTES 

The pc was a VA quickie. Had extensive Dianetic auditing but never went whole track and was still chronically ill. Was frequently in ethics trouble and was a “no overts” case.

· C/S – 12 Oct 1970

1. Assess the PTS Assessment list
 Method 3 and 2WC.

SESSION – 23 Oct 1970

The list was assessed but many items were only taken to clean not to F/N. At one point the pc said “with present body condition it’s not safe to be on the ship.” The pc couldn’t confront overts at all – any questions asking for dones were simply answered with “No.”

Exam: TA 3.75-3.25, clean, GIs.

· C/S – 23 Oct 1970

Questions not taken to F/N. Only one went to F/N.

1. Take each item that read and didn’t F/N to an F/N. 

2. Discuss by 2WC “Who could be harmed?”

· LRH – 23 Oct 1970

(Crossed out the above C/S.)

“This pc is scheduled for no overt and no back track.

“This PTS Assessment was not run right actually. This was due to pc not in session. She says her stomach was distracting her but that’s not all of it. She’s detached from session, not involved. Like any conversation. This would come on the effect scale, total on others none on self. 

“On the 2WC (11 Oct 70) we get sports giving reads which could give injuries. Challenge reads. Body BDs .3 Divs. Negation of body recurs. This adds up to body sports led to body disregard led to body injuries led to illness. There’s a blow in the kidney area. This would surely engage her interest. First we will increase havingness.

“1. Fly a rud if no F/N or GF to F/N Meth 3 to F/N. 

“2. What part of ship could you have? (Permissive, can be objective or subjective.) 

“3. What part of the body could you have? 

“4. Assess Blow, Accident, Wound, Stab, Crush, Corrosion, Injury. 

“5. List the somatics, sensations, emotions of the best read of 4. 

“6. Dn R3R Triple.

“Illness is an injury.

“We are looking for a liver or side injury. We will go on this in general as above. Then we will ask for pns etc. in the exact area next time (when list in 5 is complete). No overts and no back track come later.”

SESSION – 24 Oct 1970

ARC Brk to F/N. “What part of a ship could you have?” taken to EP. “What part of a body could you have?” to F/N, GIs. Did the assessment in step 4 and came up with Accident. Listed the somatics, emotions and attitudes connected with Accidents and got the somatic “sharp ache”. On starting to run it the pc protested running Dianetics saying “I get no real pictures of track stuff and I ain’t had any accidents this life. I’ve run these items before but I don’t go whole track.” ARC Brk was taken up but the pc couldn’t come up with an earlier/similar so the auditor did an L3A. Two items were taken to F/N.

Exam TA 2.6, F/N, VGIs.

· C/S – 25 Oct 1970

Very Well Done.

1. Fly a rud if no F/N 

2. Continue LRH C/S 23 Oct.

SESSION – 1 Nov 1970

Pc not interested in running Dn. Auditor finds out pc has never seen a mental image picture – no visio or sonic. Doesn’t see anything when recalls (all black with spots). The auditor had the pc recall entering the auditing room and she could remember some things but couldn’t get a picture. Then had the pc look at room objects. Finally handled an ARC Brk until pc in enthusiasm.

Exam: TA 3.5-3.1, clean, med BIs.

· C/S – 1 Nov 1970

I see her as 0.1 on Chart of Eval. “Establish ARC and get pc into contact with PT” is the processing level. She’s a black V also.

Suggest touching things (like R2-16) or touching pictures of things or more “What ____could you have?”. To LRH

· LRH – 1 Nov 1970

“OK” on suggest.

Circled “black V” and said “Then she never dated or got duration of any lock, secondary or engram!”

SESSION – 2 Nov 1970

Rud to F/N. R2-16 to pc bright. Ran touching pictures of things to the cog “I can touch pictures.” F/N, VGIs. Ran “What object could you have?” to F/N, VGIs.

Exam: TA 2.8-2.7, F/N, VGIs.

· LRH – 3 Nov 1970

“The ‘Justifications’ HCOB 21 Jan AD10 fits her case exactly. We handled (another case) and we’ll get these others. Her liver was negative on tests.

“The PTS Assessment Pjt omits the overt side so is only 50%. This is a ‘no overts case’. As noticed by (the auditor) in looking over her F2 on engrams. Thus her R is low and her physical repression bad.

“1. Fly a rud if no F/N. 

“2. PTS Overt Assessment.
 When issued.”

· LRH – 8 Nov 1970

“This case is actually negative on physical ills. This makes it total psychosomatic. The key is overts and motivators. However her ruds are so bad they’d have to be flown first.

“She needs ruds and an overt remedy like (another case) (harm) and then the PTS Overt Assessment or PTS overt Assessment or PTS Assessment (backwards).

“1. Fly all ruds. 

“2. What could harm somebody? 

“3. PTS Overt Assessment. 

“4. PTS Assessment.”

SESSION – 10 Nov 1970

Ruds didn’t fly as pc had trouble going earlier. GF was taken to an F/N. On the question “What would harm somebody?” The pc gives some items to F/N. Ten items on the PTS Overt Assessment were taken to F/N. Some of the things that came up in the session were that the pc hates her father, that people like her father deserve any harmful act, that when she heavily drank she was trying to knock herself off, and that she had considered suicide but was too afraid to do it.

Exam: 3.1-2.9, F/N, GIs.

· C/S – 10 Nov 1970

Well Done.

1. Fly all ruds.

2. PTS Assessment. Rehab or flatten R2-16 step 1. Do steps b & c.

SESSION – 11 Nov 1970

The ruds were just taken to clean then the GF to F/N. Two items on the PTS Assessment were taken to F/N but the pc had no confront on them and F/N’d on saying there is nothing there. Rehabbed R2-16 step 1 and did steps b & c.

Exam: TA 2.75, F/N, GIs.

· C/S – 11 Nov 1970

Looks very well done. I note this “disinterest” again showing at exams. Process too high on effect scale probably. Her statement however is the reverse.

I don’t know if she stays or is leaving. However I suggest next action be

1. Fly a rud if no F/N.

2. Grade II processes.

LRH circled ‘process too high on effect scale and wrote “correct” but crossed out the C/S.

· LRH – 12 Nov 1970

“Very well done.

“This is a succumb case for sure. Trying to knock off body, holding onto an ‘illness’ that is a mis-diagnosis. Fully psychosomatic. Auditor trying to get her to survive, pc trying to succumb opposite vectors. Her harm definitions are motivator.

“I could handle this with a self vs self perhaps. We have not worked out an overt pattern to bring up her R. Freudian computation re father is visible. Also ‘abreaction of hostilities’ has been shut off by removing her from Ethics post. Let’s use the 1st line of Book III DMSMH – approximate what the mind is doing – figuring to kill off body.

“Situation arises really from too long in grade and missed grades.

“1. GF to F/N 

“2. Do list (experimental) self vs self attached.

“Use this for marks 2WC

“1. Have you ever attempted suicide?

“2. Blameless ways to do oneself in?

“3. What condition would be worse than yours?

“4. Who is worse than you?

“5. Who should die?

“6. Is punishment necessary?

“7. How could you restrain yourself?

“8. Who should be protected?

“9. What would happen if you became powerful?

“10. Why shouldn’t you be well?

“11. How does one destroy bodies? 

SESSION – 13 Nov 1970 

ARC Break, from GF, on not being able to get anyone to duplicate her reality on wanting to leave taken to clean. Stuck Picture from GF run R3R to F/N, VGIs, picture gone. While running the pc R/Sed on “I was trying to give them something” and went heavily into the incident. Items 2, 6, 9, 10 and 11 were taken up from the C/Sed assessment but the pc F/Ned very shallowly.

Exam: TA 2.5, F/N, very serious.

· C/S – 13 Nov 1970

Result of Experimental List to LRH

Very successful!

Maybe she could run Dn now!

· LRH – 14 Nov 1970

“Very well done

“Here was an incomplete on Power – a reviv!

“Also there’s a crime here (R/S) confirmed by still wanting to leave.

“Case had a fixed idea – solution: Punishment should be used to make everyone right. That fits. And wd also make one suicidal as it rationalizes overts.

“1. Define (clear) solution .

“2. 2WC on ‘How have you solved things?
SESSION – 14 Nov 1970

Cleared solution. On the 2WC the pc said she gathers all the data and puts it together and finds the outpoints and proposes something and that the Data Series coming out was a great validation for her F/N, VGIs. After the 2WC she mentions being deathly afraid of ships and having a dream of the ship flipping over and then bobbing upright.

Exam: TA 2.3, F/N, VGIs

· C/S – 14 Nov 1970

She got a BD on “I simply get out” and once again on “Accident”. Perhaps we could ask “What accident are you trying to got out of?” and date and run R3R on the item(s).

To LRH

· LRH – 15 Nov 1970

“Very well done.

“Dreams are wish fulfillment’ they say. Dreaming of accidents to the ship. Boy what ship did she do in?

“1. Assess Planes, Vehicles, Aircraft, Ships 

“2. What might you have done to (what reads best on one)? 

“3. Assess Bodies, people, others, persons 

“4. How do you solve_____ (the one that reads)?

“This pc has been oddly C/Sed. She has had no S&Ds. Next we do 3 S&Ds and run O/W on each item after it is found.”

SESSION – 15 Nov 1970

Did the assessment. Planes and ships were run in the second step to F/N, VGIs. The assessment in step 3 was done and bodies was run in the fourth step. The pc’s confront was very low and she said at one point “I get a total blank “

Exam: TA 2 25, F/N, VGIs.

· LRH – 16 Nov 1970

“This is the time to do O/W on the assessment lists items, which I have excerpted attached.

“Do not check for reads. Just run it item after item.

“(Note this is a black V. Therefore she has never been meter dated or meter durationed on an incident. Doing these 2 things is the Cure for any Black V.)

“1. Fly a rud if no F/N. 

“2. With attached list – no assessment – run O/W on each item to F/N.

PC ROUTED OFF MO LINES – 18 Nov 1970

Exam TA 2.9, clean, GIs Pc statement – Want to report I’m on duty and that my cold has apparently gone.

NO AUDITING UP TO 12 Dec 1970

· LRH – 12 Dec 1970

“Unaudited on O/W. Going on Mission.

“Purposes not pulled. Ignore 16 Nov 1970.

“1. ‘Recently’ L1B. 

“2. List to BD F/N item: ‘What evil purpose would have to be withheld?’ 

“3. 2WC on ‘What intentions have you had regarding Scientology?’

“Then if this OK do 16 Nov C/S.”

SESSION – 12 Dec 1970

Four items on the L1B were taken to F/N. Did the list in step 2 to a BD F/N item. On the 2WC the pc came up with all good intentions to F/N. O/W was then run on 36 terminals. Most of these ended on “nothing else” F/N, VGIs.

Exam: TA 2.5, F/N, VGIs.

· LRH – 13 Dec 1970

“Very well done.

“Seems to be okay. Could be cogniting a bit more and run earlier. However she is doing okay.

“1. Fly a rud if no F/N. 

“2. List to BD F/N ‘What is the worst thing that could have happened to you on the whole track?’ 

“3. Prior ARC Brk. 

“4. List to BD F/N Item: ‘What is the worst thing you could have done on the whole track?’ 

“5. Prior ARC Brk. 

“6. List to BD F/N Item ‘What is the worst thing others could have done to others on the whole track?’ 

“7. Prior ARC Brks.

“Then we’ll do a goals process.”

NO SESSION GIVEN

LRH – 16 Dec 1970

“Incomplete, going on a mission.

“1. Fly a rud if no F/N. 

“2. List to BD F/N item ‘Who or what would have the purpose to help enemies of Scientology?’ 

“3. 2WC What failed purposes have you had?”

SESSION – 16 Dec 1970

Rud to F/N. Listed step 2 to BD F/N item.

2WC’d step 3 on which the pc gave a number of failed purposes and then said “There’s no reason for one to fail – you can only justify it – and that won’t help. They shouldn’t.” F/N, VGIs .

Exam: TA 2.3, F/N, VGIs.

· LRH – 17 Dec 1970

“Very well done.

“Datum – Overts prevent knowledge of the whole track.

“1. Fly a rud if no F/N. 

“2. O/W on (a former crew member who was declared) . 

“3. Check read, list to BD F/N Item ‘What evil purpose have you had towards yourself?’

“4. List to BD F/N Item ‘W/W would have that purpose?’ (only if Q read). 

“5. O/W on the item.”

SESSION – 17 Dec 1970

F/N at start of session. O/W in step 2 taken to F/N. Listed step 3 to a BD F/N item then listed step 4 to a BD F/N item and then ran O/W on it to F/N, VGIs.

Exam: TA 2.3, F/N, VVGIs.

CASE NOTES

At this point the pc was given OK to fire on mission but never went. On 26 Dec 1970 in a daily report to LRH the pc said she feels better than she ever had and that coming off the medicine did it.

LRH NOTE – 26 Dec 1970

“Put in folder.

“Attributes recovery to coming off medicine not auditing.”

C/S NOTE to LRH – 27 Dec 1970

The pc I find had Quickie Assessment Lists (before 21/11/70). In view of her daily report, etc., I suggest, if we have time, they be redone.

· LRH – 5 Jan 1971

“Assess the Program Assessment.

“Assess the Result Assessment.

“And return to me.”

SESSION – 6 Jan 1971

Did the Program Assessment on which the following read:

1. Enforcing comm on you.

5. Having to do things you didn’t want to.

11. Having to know.

14. Resisted succumbing.

15. Unwanted things.

Did the Result Assessment on which the following read:

1. Did we slide over something you didn’t want mentioned?

6. Are you punishing yourself?

10. Would it be bad to have a win?

29. Are you withholding a case gain?

33. Are you pinned down by some earlier life?

· LRH – 8 Jan 1971

“You have enough to do these now.

“On this pc take the sequence of the Program Assessment 5, 1, 11 (trying to find if others knew about you), 14, 15.

“Result Assessment – Take 1, 10, 6, 33, 29.”

· C/S – 8 Jan 1971

1. L1B Method 3.

No. 5 2. What have you had to do that you didn’t want to? 2WC.

3. What have you forced another to do that they didn’t want to? 2WC.

4. What have others forced others to do they didn’t want to? 2WC

5. What do you resist making yourself do? 2WC.

No. 1 6. Has anyone ever enforced comm on you? 2WC.

7. Have you ever forced comm on another or others? 2WC.

8. Who has enforced comm on others? 2WC.

9. Have you ever forced yourself to communicate? 2WC.

No. 11:

10. List “What would one wonder if others knew about you?” BD F/N.

11. L&N “W/W would wonder if others knew?”

12. O/W on item.

No. 14:

13. When has anyone resisted your succumbing? 2WC.

14. When have you resisted anyone succumbing? 2WC.

15. When have you resisted succumbing? 2WC.

No. 15:

16. L&N “What are some unwanted things?” BD F/N.

17. L&N “W/W wouldn’t want ____(item)?” BD F/N.

18. O/W on item.

Then Result Assessment handling.

SESSION – 22 Jan 1971

The C/S through step 18 was done. The pc’s confront improved as the session progressed. At first she just gave motivators and then she started getting off overts.

Exam: TA 2.6, F/N, VGIs.

· C/S – 22 Jan 1971

Very Well Done.

1. Fly a rud if no F/N. 

2. 2WC “What did we slide over that you didn’t want mentioned?” (2WC E/S when it was missed if it doesn’t F/N.)

3. 2WC: Would it be bad to have a win? E/S. 

4. L&N “What have you done that would make you feel you should punish yourself?” BD F/N. 

5. Are you pinned down in some earlier life? Get data. Get identity. 

6. L&N “W/W would withhold a Case Gain?” 

7. O/W on item.

· SESSION – 25 Jan 1971

The entire C/S was done, however on the 2WC in step 3 the pc didn’t answer the question but came up with a loss that went E/S to F/N. The questions in steps 2 and 5 didn’t read so weren’t taken up. The pc ran very shallow this session.

Exam: TA 2.6-2.5, F/N, VGIs.

· LRH – 25 Jan 1971

“Pc still somewhat on ‘never committed an overt’. Didn’t answer a question.

“1. L4B once through. Handle any read. 

“2. L1B ‘Recently’ each reading item to F/N. “R Factor: We will now begin to complete a Rundown begun some weeks ago. 

“3. Motivator List.
”

SESSION – 27 Jan 1971

The full C/S was done. No out-lists were found. On the Motivator list the pc wasn’t heavily into blaming others and took more responsibility for her condition.

Exam: TA 2.3, F/N, VGIs.

· C/S – 27 Jan 1971

Very Well Done.

1. Fly a rud if no F/N. 

2. Re-do PTS-Overt Assessment.

SESSION – 30 Jan 1971

Rud to F/N. Handled 12 items to F/N. On running these the pc was justifying less and cogniting more. She realized at one point “I’ve always had good reasons for my overts, that’s the trouble.” Another time she realized “I tried to make everyone responsible for my being sick.”

Exam: TA 2.25, F/N, VGIs.

· C/S – 30 Jan 1971

Very Well Done.

1. Fly a rud if no F/N. 

2. Other to Others Assessment.

SESSION – 31 Jan 1971

ARC Brk to F/N. The Other to Others Assessment was done handling 5 reads to F/N. In the session on the question “Have you ever had to follow the suppressive orders of others?” the pc found a whole track incident and said “Something on that, destroying another group millions of years ago,” BD F/N and line charge.

Exam: TA 2.5, F/N, VGIs. Statement: “I just had another session and I think we’re getting to the end of it soon. It was very good.”

· C/S – 31 Jan 1971

Very Well Done.

1. Fly a rud if no F/N. 

2. Self to Self Assessment.

· SESSION – 11 Feb 1971

F/N at start of session. Four items off of the Self to Self Assessment taken to F/N. Pc very happy with her auditing. Realized that the auditing has really helped her recently.

Exam: TA 2.1, F/N, VGIs.

· C/S – 11 Feb 1971

Very Well Done.

1. Fly a rud if no F/N. 

2. O/W on nouns from the Assessment list worksheets.

SESSION – 11 Feb 1971

F/N at start of session. Ran O/W on 24 items, each to F/N. The pc ran very well, getting off overts and not justifying.

Exam: TA 2.4-2.2, F/N, VVGIs. Statement: I think I am all done with my rundown.

· C/S – 11 Feb 1971

Very Well Done.

Her mission is about 3 weeks long I understand. If so she’d be OK to go now. When she returns other assessments and O/W can be done.

OK to go.

Richard Sheehy, FMO 1709

for

Julie Gillespie, Training & Services Aide

Approved by 

Lt. David Mayo, Senior C/S Flag and W/O 

John Eastment, CS-4/5

Authorized by AVU

for the

BOARDS OF DIRECTORS 

of the 

CHURCHES OF SCIENTOLOGY

BDCS:AH:JE:DM:JG:RS:lf

� 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 which sought out the enforcements, restraints and suppressions of overts and purposes.


� This was an experimental list designed for a case that gets into a long grind without relief toward program end.


� This was a list of 90 questions which sought out motivators and persons from whom the pc received motivators.


� This was an experimental list directed at finding Flow 3 charged incidents which were taken E/S to F/N.


� This was an experimental list directed at finding the pc’s purposes and overts regarding himself. Its earliest form is in LRH C/S of 12 Nov 1970 in this case history.





