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IMPORTANT NOTE
In studying these lectures, be very certain you never go past a word you
do not fully understand.
The only reason a person gives up a study or becomes confused or unable
to learn is because he or she has gone past a word that was not understood.
The confusion or inability to grasp or learn comes AFTER a word that
the person did not have defined and understood.
Have you ever had the experience of coming to the end of a page and
realizing you didn't know what you had read? Well, somewhere earlier on
that page you went past a word that you had no definition for or an incorrect
definition for.
Here's an example. "It was found that when the crepuscule arrived the
children were quieter and when it was not present, they were much livelier."
You see what happens. You think you don't understand the whole idea, but
the inability to understand came entirely from the one word you could not
define, crepuscule, which means twilight or darkness.
It may not only be the new and unusual words that you will have to look
up. Some commonly used words can often be misdefined and so cause con-
fusion.
This datum about not going past an undefined word is the most impor-
tant fact in the whole subject of study. Every subject you have taken up and
abandoned had its words which you failed to get defined.
Therefore, in studying these lectures be very, very certain you never go
past a word you do not fully understand. If the material becomes confusing
or you can't seem to grasp it, there will be a word just earlier that you have
not understood. Don't go any further, but go back to BEFORE you got into
trouble, find the misunderstood word and get it defined.
Definitions
As an aid to the reader, words most likely to be misunderstood have
been defined in the glossary included in this volume. Words often have sev-
eral meanings. The definitions used in this glossary only give the meaning
that the word has as it is used in the lecture. This glossary is not meant as a
substitute for a dictionary.
The Dianetics and Scientology Technical Dictionary and Modern Man-
agement Technology Defined are both invaluable tools for the student. They
are available from your nearest Scientology church or mission, or direct from
the publisher.
INTRODUCTION
The technology by which one can accurately predict and understand
human behavior—a vital tool for anyone who deals with people in any capacity
—was thoroughly researched and codified by L. Ron Hubbard. It was developed
in the early 1950s—a time when the leaders of nations were having difficul-
ties in arriving at peaceable agreements and settling their differences in a
civilized manner. Though the world had recently seen the end of one major
international war (World War II), many countries continued to concentrate on
destruction. Open conflict in Korea involved numerous countries and threat-
ened to encompass the planet. In the United States, testing of atomic bombs
was being carried forward with increasing intensity, causing dissension both
internally and with neighbor countries.
L. Ron Hubbard's answer to these problems was the new technology of
Dianetics, introduced to the world in May 1950 through the book Dianetics:
The Modern Science of Mental Health. Providing the first workable technology
of the mind and life, Dianetics was embraced enthusiastically by people the
world over. In August of 1951, as a result of overwhelming public demand
for further data on Dianetics, Mr. Hubbard released a new book called Self
Analysis. This self-help volume not only gives key, basic points of Dianetic
theory, but includes the Hubbard Chart of Human Evaluation—a chart which
precisely and accurately maps the personality traits of different types of people
and provides the means by which one can actually predict human behavior.
Beginning on the evening of 13 August 1951, in Wichita, Kansas, Mr.
Hubbard delivered a series of ten lectures to local businessmen which
detailed the subject of human evaluation, focusing on its use in selecting and
effectively utilizing personnel. These lectures describe how people can be
expected to react under specific circumstances, how to detect those who can
be trusted and those who can't, and the methods by which one can ensure
success in his choices of friends and associates.
While these lectures were recorded on equipment which is now long since
obsolete, meticulous care and the use of Clearsound™ state-of-the-art sound-
recording technology have been employed to ensure the highest quality
reproduction possible so that the vital technology presented in these lectures
remained intact and preserved.
It is our great pleasure to present to you now the Special Course in
Human Evaluation.
The Editors
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STUDENT USE OF TRANSCRIPTS
The tape transcripts in this volume serve a vital purpose for students.
With a written text of the tape in hand, students can follow the tape rapidly
and spot their misunderstoods.
Such transcripts do NOT supplant the tapes, as how the words were said
and how preclears in auditing demonstrations actually responded are quite
important.
L. Ron Hubbard
THE PURPOSE OF
HUMAN EVALUATION
A lecture given on
13 August 1951
Thank you.
I came up here with a young library. The three books here are all by
Hubbard. The middle one happens to be by my Uncle Elbert. And I found
something very superquotable by Elbert, so I brought it down to read it to
you concerning human beings.
There's a schedule here of lectures this coming week. Each one of you, I
believe, have one of these and who knows, I may even stick to this outline. As
people could tell you who know me and so on, this would be very strange,
rare and peculiar. But actually, this is an effort to lay out for you the prime
principles, the basic tenets, with which we are dealing in human evaluation.
Human evaluation, of course, is borne out of the fact that if you know
some of the basic fundamentals of human thought, you can then predict
behavior. Somebody downstairs a little while ago was saying this is the thing
that people went into psychology classes in college to learn and were terribly
disappointed never to have found out. That is rather true. I have heard this
complaint rather consistently about psychology.
Psychology, as a matter of fact, is not in very good repute in the society
because of this. It gives us in Dianetics a very difficult time sometimes,
because we say, "Well, we know so-and-so and so-and-so about psychology."
And they say, "Well, but psychology's a lot of bunk! It doesn't work! So there-
fore, Dianetics doesn't work either because it's also about the human mind."
Well, this wonderful piece of logic is something we run into all too often.
This is—all due respect, I have absolutely nothing against psychology. As a
matter of fact, I have—if I had half as much against psychology as psychology
has against Dianetics, I'd be a raving lunatic.
So, the whole subject of human evaluation, of course, derives from an
understanding of human behavior. Human behavior is something human
beings have been rather curious about in the last few thousand years. Any
time you meet a human being and become associated with him socially, it
would be of some benefit to know, by looking at him and talking to him for a
couple of minutes, what this individual had in store for you in his friendship
with you.
It would be of some small benefit to know whether or not he was going
to run off with your wife or borrow your car and not come back with it or
whether or not he's going to be a good friend and would loan you that hun-
dred bucks when you needed it.
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Now, in the business sphere where we have the high level of competition
and contest and so on, human evaluation goes into two levels: one, the people
with whom we do business as a business; and two, the people we employ to
take care of our business.
It's very important to know when one is dealing consistently—or means
to deal consistently—with somebody in business, to have some forewarning if
this individual is going to be something less than kind in his dealings; to
have some idea in advance whether or not his word is to be trusted. If you
notice, most business failures—actually those that are not founded upon
sheer ineptitude—business failures most often, next to that, come about when
trust is mistakenly placed in another human being. Be very nice to know how
much you had to be on your guard with somebody doing business with him.
A banker, for instance, is subjected to a continual running fire of "I
want a nice little short-term note here of—well, I can use five thousand
dollars," trying to select out of the mass of people that are coming in front of
his desk, one right after the other, the person who will pay it back.
No, the banker has had to go around Robin Hood's barn about this and
he says—and by the way, he's been stung so often through an inability to
know, that he's had to go around Robin Hood's barn as his test—he says,
"How much collateral you've got?"
And you say, "Well, I've got so-and-so and so-and-so."
And he says, "You want to borrow five thousand dollars? All right. You
want to borrow five thousand dollars. You've got five thousand dollars in the
bank. Now, if you'll leave your five thousand dollars in the bank, we'll loan
you the five thousand dollars."
In other words, bankers become very trusting through an inability to
forecast who is going to repay the loan. It'd be very interesting to a banker to
know with considerable accuracy who would and who wouldn't.
In the matter of running a business, it becomes of the greatest interest
to an employer who will be what in his business staff. He has a hard time
with it. As a matter of fact, in the field of Dianetics we have had a bit of
that. I'm going to read you this little bit by Elbert here in a moment on that
subject.
The various applications, then, of human evaluation are valuable wher-
ever you have two human beings newly met and without past experience with
each other. If you had a method of establishing, with a human being, a few
years of experience in a few minutes, it would have some value. On the sub-
ject of employers and employees, this one in particular.
I was very interested that a few years ago Elbert had dashed out this
thing. It says that it was written one night after supper in a single hour.
The New York Central Railroad ordered—after they had seen this in one of
Hubbard's magazines—they ordered a hundred thousand copies of it and dis-
tributed it to their employees; and then their employees evidently kept
distributing this to other people, so they ordered a half a million copies. And
by that time, Andrew Carnegie and a few of the boys had stepped in and they
began to order this little pamphlet until finally there were millions and mil-
lions of these little bits—Message to Garcia—distributed throughout America
in this fashion.
It demonstrates that there is a small amount of anxiety, then, on the
subject of trying to find a good man to employ.
He writes: "In all this Cuban business, there is one man stands out on
the horizon of my memory like Mars at perihelion. When war broke out
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between Spain and the United States, it was necessary to communicate
quickly with the leader of the insurgents. Garcia was somewhere in the moun-
tain fastnesses of Cuba. Nobody knew where. No mail or telegraph could
reach him. The president must secure his cooperation quickly. What to do?
"Someone said to the president, 'There is a fellow by the name of Rowan
will find Garcia for you, if anybody can.'
"Rowan was sent for and given a letter to be delivered to Garcia. How
the fellow named Rowan took the letter, sealed it up in an oilskin pouch,
strapped it over his heart, in four days landed by night off the coast of Cuba
from an open boat, disappeared into the jungle and in three weeks came out
on the other side of the island, having traversed a hostile country on foot and
delivered his message to Garcia, are things I have no special desire now to
tell you in detail.
"The point that I wish to make is this: McKinley gave Rowan a letter to
be delivered to Garcia. Rowan took the letter and did not ask 'Where is he
at?' By the Eternal, there is a man whose form should be cast in deathless
bronze and a statue placed in every college of the land.
"It is not book learning young men need, but a stiffening of the verte-
brae which will cause them to be loyal to a trust, to act promptly, concentrate
their energies, do a thing—'carry a message to Garcia.'
"General Garcia's dead now, but there are other Garcias.
"No man who has endeavored to carry out an enterprise where many
hands are needed but has been well nigh appalled at times by the imbecility
of the average man, the inability or unwillingness to concentrate on a thing
and do it. Slipshod assistance, foolish inattention, dowdy indifference and
halfhearted work seem the rule. And no man succeeds unless by hook or
crook or threat he forces or bribes other men to assist him, or mayhap God
in his goodness performs a miracle and sends him an angel of light for an
assistant.
"You, reader, put this matter to a test: You are sitting now in your office.
Six clerks are within easy call. Summon any one and make this request:
'Please look up in the encyclopedia and make a brief memorandum for me
concerning the life of Correggio.'
"Will the clerk quietly say, 'Yes, sir,' and go do the task? On your life, he
will not. He will look at you out of a fishy eye and ask one or more of the
following questions: 'Who was he? Which encyclopedia? Where is the encyclo-
pedia? Was I hired for that? Don't you mean Bismarck? What's the matter
with Charlie doing it? Is he dead? Is there any hurry? Shan't I bring you the
book and let you look it up for yourself? What do you want me to know for?'
"And I will lay you ten to one that after you have answered the ques-
tions and explained how to find the information and why you want it, the
clerk will go out and get one of the other clerks to help him try to 'find
Garcia' and then come back and tell you there is no such man. Of course, I
may lose my bet, but according to the law of average, I will not.
"Now, if you are wise, you will not bother to explain to your assistant
that Correggio is indexed under the C's, not under the K's, but you will smile
sweetly and say 'Never mind' and go look it up for yourself.
"And this incapacity for independent action, this moral stupidity, this
infirmity of the will, this unwillingness to cheerfully catch hold and lift—
these are the things that put pure socialism so far into the future. If men
will not act for themselves, what will they do when the benefit of their effort
is for all?
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"A first mate with knotted club seems necessary. And the dread of get-
ting the bounce Saturday night holds many a worker to his place. Advertise
for a stenographer and nine out of ten who apply can neither spell nor punc-
tuate and do not think it necessary to. Can such a one carry a message to
Garcia?
" 'You see that bookkeeper?' said the foreman to me in a large factory.
" 'Yes, what about him?'
" 'Well, he's a fine accountant. But if I'd send him up to town on an
errand he might accomplish the errand all right and on the other hand might
stop at four saloons on the way and when he got to Main Street would forget
what he had been sent for.' Can such a man be entrusted to carry a message
to Garcia?
"We have recently been hearing such maudlin sympathy expressed for
the downtrodden denizens of the sweatshop and the homeless wanderer
searching for honest employment, and with it all often go hard words for the
men in power. Nothing is said about the employer who grows old before his
time and in a vain attempt to get frowzy ne'er-do-wells to do intelligent work,
and his long patient striving after help that does nothing but loaf when his
back is turned.
"In every..."
He was bitter. As a matter of fact, he'd been running Roycroft for some
time, a whole town of people.
"In every store and factory, there is a constant weeding-out process going
on. The employer is constantly sending away help that have shown their inca-
pacity to further the interests of the business and others are being taken on.
No matter how good times are, this sorting continues. Only if times are hard
and work is scarce, the sorting is done finer. But out and forever out the
incompetent and unworthy go. It is the survival of the fittest. Self-interest
prompts every employee [employer] to keep the best—those who can 'carry a
message to Garcia.'"
As I say, he was bitter. But the fact of the matter is, the tremendous
expense to a business in running the business as a testing crucible for
employees, if added up, would probably make a lot of businessmen faint. Not
only that, but the employees themselves, since you cannot cross a manage-
ment between management and labor—there's practically no such thing as
labor; it's management of a lot and management of a little. And the people
trying to do their jobs in the plant, these too are very definitely affected by
using the whole business as a crucible by which you test employees.
Now, the more employees that you hire, the harder it is to keep a line,
until you work up to that epitome—or, you might say, that climax—of all
nonsense, the US government. I mean, you can even get that ridiculous. You
can have all sorts of beautiful tests. Civil service test that says "Do you have
a high school diploma? Do you have a college diploma? Have you ever been in
jail? Are you married? Do you have any children?" And you put down all this
on government employment record and they look it all over and they say,
"Yup, hire him," or "Don't hire him," or something of the sort.
These efforts to discover data about an individual cost a great deal of
money. They cost a great deal of time. And they sometimes cost a business its
efficiency to a point where the business will fail which might otherwise have
succeeded, all because the business itself had to be used as a testing ground.
Now, every time you bring in somebody, if you had the feeling like you
were hiring a pig in the poke, you put him on the job, three months later you
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happen to wonder if that job—if that fellow's doing well and you find out the
whole job is collapsed and it's stopped a whole assembly line down the way
here. That becomes very serious, doesn't it? Well, that's only one aspect of it.
In the business of counseling, in the business of trying to help and aid
one's fellow man, it's very important to know who and what one is trying to
aid. In, for instance, giving understanding or philanthropy to individuals,
every so often on the assembly line there's a deadbeat, there is a professional
desirer of sympathy, there is a professional—I'm trying not to use the slang
terms, but some of these people in this line of people seeking aid are very,
very deserving and some of them are not. How do you tell the difference?
How do you tell when a man is telling the truth? Is there a way of know-
ing whether or not a man is telling the truth without subjecting him to a lie
detector, which has a limited usefulness and to which he very often objects?
And it's very difficult in the ordinary course of human affairs to go around
carrying one of these lie detectors under your arm; it weighs several pounds.
But there is a way. There is a way of telling this. That's what we're going to
cover this week.
The whole subject of human evaluation is something that man has been
trying to reach for a long time. In looking over the books of the ancients and
the ideas that were handed down before things were written, I know man has
been interested in trying to discover this for 4,500 years. I'm not trying to
tell you that it—all at one fell swoop, it was suddenly discovered. There was
an accumulation of information over those 4,500 years, a gradual accumula-
tion. Trying to find what was important in what had been accumulated was
very important.
Organizing, then, that with which people had worked in the past—
organizing it, evaluating it and putting it together—paid off and it paid off in
the form of Dianetics. Took a long time. There was a lot in Dianetics already.
That is to say, there's ... Fellow by the name of Freud, he had the idea that
all you had to do was clear up somebody's libido and he would begin living.
Freud in a rather heartbroken little memorial written about 1920 said,
"Psychoanalysis, Terminable or Interminable?" And in that little monograph
he stated that his hopes were dead; it had not worked.
He needn't have felt so badly about it. Naturally he had been up against
the American Medical Association, probably the American Psychiatric Asso-
ciation, the Association for the Rehabilitation of Cockeyed Alienists, the
Association for the Suppression of Associations Which Try to Advance Some-
thing to Associate About. And he had, in short, been pushing an awful lot of
opposition in front of him and he didn't have any tool with which to clean this
up so he could keep his own enthusiasm, so by about 1920 he was dead on
the subject.
But he had contributed something—something enormously important.
Working with Breuer, he had found out that if you can get a fellow to remember
back to his earliest times and get him to remember certain things, he got
better. Freud didn't know and he eventually admitted he didn't know why he
got better. But he got better sometimes.
And a fellow by the name of Charcot, 1832, was experimenting with
hypnotism. He found out there were some strange conditions of the mind by
which you looked at somebody fixedly and they went unconscious.
Little things like this back along the track. Well, assembled, those things
become Dianetics.
Nineteen-thirty, I had known a fellow by the name of Commander
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Thompson. Commander Thompson had studied under Freud in Vienna. I had
known him before 1930, by the way, and—he was a friend of the family's. Old
Commander Thompson trained cats. He had a cat named Psycho and—black cat
with a crooked tail. And he had Psycho trained and—to sit up and do other
things. He taught me how to train cats—I've never had any luck with it, but he
taught me how. It's either the cat's fault or he didn't teach me right, but...
He got me very interested in the subject of the human mind and why is
it that somebody starts to say one thing and says something else, but the
something else he has said is a clue to his character or what he is trying to
hide. Interesting gimmicks like this. That's a gimmick, that has no vast
importance.
But 1930, when I came back to school—I never got inside a high school;
I went into engineering school first off, fooled them completely and ...
My father said, "You're going to engineering school," and I said, "Oh no,
I'm not. I'm going to write." So I went to engineering school. And in engineer-
ing school they had an interesting little course called atomic and molecular
phenomena. Of course, nothing would ever come of this. There were those of
us in class who believed that the mystic and secret forces and powers of the
universe were somehow hidden in atomic and molecular phenomena. There
were fellows there—wild-haired, wild-eyed radicals, these students—who
believed that a few pennyweights of some mysterious element, exploded in a
certain fashion, could wipe out an enormous city.
Well naturally, nothing like that could happen. Not until Hiroshima
would anybody really believe it. Up until that time, the A-bomb was a science
fictioneer's dream. Then all of a sudden, boom! That validated the boys who
had struggled forward from 1930 on the track of atomic and molecular phe-
nomena up to the A-bomb.
I was very radical. Even more radical than they were. I said, "Atomic
and molecular phenomena is very interesting. It must have something to do
with the energy of life. Somewhere in here is life energy. We've described it
somehow and the description is here but we don't know quite where it's here.
Now it's possible—it's possible that with this new branch of nuclear physics
we might be able to locate the energy of life."
And everybody says, "Oh, heavens. Everybody knows everybody's dead.
What do you mean, 'the energy of life'?"
So, I went to work working in the laboratory of Professor Brown there
and I'd found out that there was no way to store memory. Atomic and molecu-
lar phenomena did not describe an energy which would store in the neurons
and act as memory.
The latest theory on this was a Viennese theory (all these things come
from Vienna, particularly when they don't work). This Viennese theory—by
the way, this was fantastic. This theory is in a book that thick all in German
with adverbial and participial clauses appended to the genders. And this
describes how—oh, accurately, just as though the fellow had been right there
watching it—it describes how the mind thinks up a thought or sees some-
thing or feels something or hears something and then stores it in a hole in a
punched protein molecule.
Now, a protein molecule is so small you can't see it in a microscope, but
he figured out that there were ten holes in one of these molecules and that
each hole took about a—what he called—a thousand shots. In other words, a
thousand memories were stored in each little one of these protein molecules
—in each hole—and that would make ten thousand per molecule and there's
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1021 binary digits of neurons—that's a big number; if I started writing that
number, it would practically cover that board, column after column—1021
power binary digits of neurons and they stored at the rate of 10,000 specific
memories per molecule. And this Viennese had done the whole job all the way
through except one thing: he'd never looked over into atomic and molecular
phenomena and found out what wavelength was.
There is no wavelength that small. If it is that minute—if it is that
minute—it is so far above the range of ultra-light that it's some unimagin-
able distance, something like "how far away is an island universe?" It's so
microscopic that it will not register any known instrument. Therefore, the
theory is suspicious.
But accepting the theory, believing that this theory existed, we still—we
figure this thing up and we find out that the human mind does not have
enough—even with that terrific number—it does not have enough storage
space to store the memories of three months. Just allowing that this system
took place. And that's not the minor observations of three months. Those are
just the major observations of three months.
This was a mathematical job. I guess the fellow could talk very beautiful
German, but he couldn't talk very good mathematics. And when it came down
to there, all of a sudden—boom! That was the ne plus ultra ultra ultra of all
the theories of memory storage and human energy.
Took it around and showed it to Dr. William Alanson White. He was
head of Saint Elizabeth's, where they sent the Naval officers after they'd
received their fifth contradiction from the Navy Department. And old Doc
White said, "Yup. Gosh."
And I said, "Well, what do you think about it? I mean ..." and so on and
so on?
"Well, naturally, not very much is known about structure."
This understatement practically blew my stack. And I realized suddenly
for the first time—ha! I was looking for something all this time that I
thought people knew about! There was a psychology department, there were
doctors—all these people, they certainly must know. Well, they all acted like
they did! And after old Doc White gave me this blank stare and so forth and
sort of a "So what?" and "This is just another puzzle on top of all these other
puzzles," I went over to the psychology department and I said, "What are you
guys doing over here?"
"Oh, heh. You see this electric plate? Well, if a rat runs along here and
he hasn't been fed for three days—pop!"
And I said, "Gee, that's fascinating. Now, what do you know about
memory storage?"
"Erk. This rat. . ." very anxiously back to the rat.
Well, I found out—I found out, actually, in the course of about a week
that I was Alice in Wonderland. I didn't much like being Alice in Wonderland
and I went on trying against all odds to believe that there was some rationale
in the field of epistemology, human thought and human behavior. In spite of
all contradictions, I clung to this belief.
I went ahead—I went out of school... Nobody was interested in this
fact that nobody knew. They accepted the fact that it wasn't well known. I
went into the field of writing. You know, my father said, "You go to engineer-
ing school," and I said, "No, I want to write." And I went to engineering
school, so professionally I wrote—I got even with him—in an effort to sup-
port these researches, because I kept right on researching.
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My wife would tear her hair out by the handfuls when she would get
bills for books—bill for $150 "A Discourse on the Mystical and Spiritual Prin-
ciples of the Magi." Rare. She would say, "God's sakes!"
"Well," I'd say, "I wrote a novelette last week and that brought in $140,"
brightly. A lot of my money going out along this line, accumulating this stuff,
studying, trying to figure it out.
Took me till about 1938 to find out that the first thing you had to know
was a dynamic principle of existence that you could agree on and maybe you
could take off from there and you could find energy.
Well, between there and now there has been assembled quite a bit of
material on the energy of thought. We know some of its behavior and some of
its component parts. We can't yet take a human being and—well, put a hole
in his arm and give him a shot and put more life into him. We can't do it that
way. That's very simple but that hasn't been done yet. We can't, for instance,
take a dead man and bring out a couple of cubic centimeters of life and chuck
them down in the gullet and he takes up his bed and walks; we can't do that
yet. Be a very, very handy gimmick if we could.
But we can restore the life that he has. And we may even be putting a
little more life back into him just by handling this energy seemingly the way
it ought to be handled.
Dianetics, unfortunately for its repute, immediately sagged off, not on
just human behavior, but it immediately went into the field of mental heal-
ing. For instance, this first book, The Modern Science of Mental Health,
would not be accepted by the publisher unless it had to do with mental
health. This is a big psychiatric textbook house, this Hermitage House. And
well, they were very interested, but only as it pertained to sanity, insanity,
sickness. That's not too good, because this field is much broader in the field
of human behavior than it is in the field of illness.
But maybe one is being too harsh when he says the illness of the
individual—talking now about the illness of the individual. Why is a social
order sick? Why does a business get sick? Why do groups dwindle and perish?
Why does the US government get like it is today? These calamities can occur
only in ignorance of the fundamentals of human behavior.
It's terrifically important to make people well. It's also very important
to know how sick they are. You might say that human evaluation is a sort of
a diagnosis of behavior. And it's possible—possible, to make a diagnosis of
reaction, then, with this rather rapidly. What we're doing is showing the
manifestations of how upset this fellow's basic energy is. We can actually
make a test of it.
As matter of fact, I've been trying to get some instruments in the last
few months. Haven't been trying very hard, but it appears that the vibration
level of a human being is—I have practically no data for this; I'm trying to
get some instruments to measure it—it's apparently along about the super-
sonic range. You just get up into the supersonic range.
Evidently the Tone Scale that we talk about—evidently its vibration level
is in—just in the supersonic range.
Here's data for that. Somebody invented a washing machine. The Japa-
nese were going to kill off all the soldiers that confronted them by throwing
deadly supersonic waves at them. They found out that this would kill bacte-
ria and it would kill mice—here were mice and rats again. And they got this
thing out in the field of battle and nobody died. So, after the war somebody
came along and made a washing machine out of it.
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Now, the way you make a washing machine out of it is you just turn it
up to a high supersonic vibration with a heavy volume and it shakes the
clothes in a barrel or something of the sort and shakes the dirt out of them.
But it's—of course, it's vibrating so fast that it's way above the range of
human hearing.
Well, when they first brought these washing machines out, a few of them
were sold but the housewives would have nothing to do with them whatso-
ever. They wouldn't touch them. So the company took this machine back and
figured it out and figured it out for a while and then they speeded it up, gave
it a little bit higher vibration and after that the machine sold very well. You
could go near one of these washing machines and you felt so smooth and so
happy and so cheerful. In other words, actually, you could get a human being
acting in sympathetic vibration on the supersonic range.
I was kidding the auditors around here one day. I said, "You know, Man-
ning's coffee shop up in Seattle has a coffee roaster right out in the window,
and they blow this big fan across the coffee roaster out into the street. And
people walk along there and they go in and have a cup of coffee." Well, I was
telling them about this and I said, "Now, the thing to do is to get several of
these high-speed washing machine motors and put them across in front of
the Foundation." Actually, it would probably work. Not that we want anybody
to come in off the street.
Anyhow, the values, I think, of human evaluation are very difficult to
sketch in a few minutes. I think you can conceive that there is some value to
this. If we knew, for instance—the fellow comes in; we take a look at him; we
see certain things about him; then we know that certain other things will
follow rather inevitably. And we can read him across a certain level. We can
predict his behavior under various circumstances. When we're doing business
with him, we would know in advance what he would do. Is he honest? What
is his ethic level? What is his responsibility level? What is his persistence
level? Will he persist on a given path? Is he responsible concerning the things
he had given into his charge? These things, perhaps, we could answer with
some considerable accuracy if we had an accurate scale of human evaluation.
Now, second half I want to talk to you about the dynamics of existence
and just go on sketching the derivation and uses of human evaluation and
this chart.
Shall we take a break?
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Okay.
In investigating life, trying to find some common denominator of knowl-
edge, behavior and activity, it was necessary to screen quite a few principles.
Been a lot of things advanced past few thousand years concerning what
life was doing. As a matter of fact, they—some pretty wild ones have been
put forward. None of them, however, were workable to the degree that an
engineer requires workability.
You see, possibly for the first time, the principles of engineering were
well enough known in a school and in a society to actually be applied to the
field of the mind. A rare circumstance existed there. Man has been attack-
ing, conquering the physical universe; he hasn't been spending much time
trying to recover all the data he could from any other level. "If there is any
other level," he was asking himself, man was, "even if there is one, we'll pay
attention to it, sure; we'll put it in good hands for safekeeping and we'll
develop physics and chemistry, gunpowder and other useful items such as Lee
Enfield rifles."
And the data that had been developed on forward from the days of Francis
Bacon about science had, all this while been quietly and unannouncedly—
been building up data about thought. They didn't realize that. Been a lot of
data built up. How does one think logically?
Well, Aristotle could sit back there and do a pretty good job in the days
of the ancient Greek saying, "Logic is . . ." and then go off and wander
through the hills and far away and be very proud of himself and it would be
very beautifully written. Plato could come along and do a good job on it,
Lucretius—people all along the line. But anything went because their logic
did not have to be applied to the physical universe. And the physical universe
has a very unhappy method of suddenly turning around and kicking you in
the teeth if you don't think right about it.
An engineer—engineer goes out and he starts to build a bridge. And
here's a river and he wants to build a bridge and run a train across it. And
just beyond that chasm is a hill. And the train's going to have to go around,
go over, or go through that hill. Well, it doesn't do the engineer any good to
say, "Well, let me see. According to the ancient Greeks, such and such and
so-and-so. So therefore, no river could possibly exist at this point so naturally
a bridge isn't necessary." Come up with this happy solution and he starts out
his train and it goes roaring along and crash! That'd be the end of that.
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Physical universe puts an awfully hard test on thought and logic. And if he
even built the bridge but said the mountain wasn't in existence, the train
would run into the mountain.
This test and trial by violence, you might say, that the physical universe
puts up against an engineer permits no compromises. One can't go shilly-
shallying around and saying, "Well, let me see. If I cut the prefrontal lobes
out of this human being... Why, there was a man in Germany and this
fellow in Germany was working at a forge—he was an idiot and he was work-
ing at a forge—and the forge exploded and it blew a crowbar in one temple
and out the other temple and he lived. So therefore it's possible to cut the
prefrontal lobes out of a man—I think I will." So he does and he knows
nothing's going to happen anyhow because nothing can be done about it
anyway.
And, by the way, the story I just gave you is the fundamental impetus on
the prefrontal lobotomy. I have read the original releases on it and it does not
claim that the man was anything now but an idiot; it didn't change his
mental state. All it announces is the fact that a crowbar could drive through
the prefrontal lobe, so therefore it's legitimate to operate on it. That's not
logic! The psychiatrist would have gotten nothing in return if he failed
because there is no penalty for this type of failure. Everybody says, "Crazy
people are crazy," and they're crazy. "There's nothing can be done about it
anyway, so it doesn't matter what you do to their brains. They're hopeless
anyway." In other words, they weren't up against the physical universe. They
were up against a bunch of stuff that they thought might or might not be
logic. So it was perfectly all right to fail.
Well, it isn't all right to fail to an engineer, so therefore, engineering
logic has become pretty tight stuff. It says, in so many words, you do
so-and-so and so-and-so and so-and-so and you get this result. And by George,
if you omit doing this and yet do this and this, you won't get that result.
But if you do those things you get that result. And you don't get it once in a
while. You don't get it every thousand years, you don't get it 50 percent of the
time, but you get it every time—if you do so-and-so and so-and-so you get
this. Uncompromising—terrifically rigid discipline.
An engineer reads through the maunderings of people about human
thought and he is struck immediately with a very strange thing: Nobody
thought it was necessary to get a common denominator of what behavior was.
Why were men behaving that way? Nobody thought it was necessary to get a
common denominator. Now, that's one of the first things that one must have
if one is going to erect a pyramid of logic. He's got to have a common denomi-
nator. There's got to be a datum that is big enough and embracive enough to
embrace all the other data. And unless he can find such a datum, he isn't
going to embrace anything. So his search would naturally be for the lowest
common denominator he could find in the terms of behavior.
What is man trying to do here on Earth? Now, if you go at it in this wise
and you say, "What's he trying to do? Is he trying to shoe horses? Is he
trying to be important?" That's a pretty good one, be important. "Is he trying
to be silly, as in government, or anything like this?" What is it? What's the
common denominator of behavior? Well, you know, I can tell you by experi-
ence that you can chew around on this for years without getting any answer.
Darwin came along and he talked about the survival of the fittest. It
really doesn't make too much sense—the survival of the fittest. When you
start to look over the overall picture of the whole theory of evolution, you find
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out it's got holes in it. What's wrong with it, though, is his theory of natural
selection. An engineer—an engineering approach to the theory of evolution
immediately demonstrates to you that the chances against the happy and
fortuitous developments of the organism as postulated in the theory of natu-
ral selection are utterly impossible. I mean, they're 10 to the 21st binary
digit, 10 to the 21st binary digit, 10 to the 21st binary digits—impossible.
I mean, the odds against the accidental formation of life, the odds
against its developing any form—I don't care how many billions of years you
postulate or anything else—you just start to add it up in actuarial mathemat-
ics and you find yourself up against the dead end of impossibility. Yes, it
might have gotten up to that terrific complexity called the monocell and that's
a terrifically complex thing. That has a nervous system—everything. It's a
mechanism which takes sunlight and chemicals and develops motion, and so
forth, from it, and warmth; and it's a converter and very complex. An engi-
neer today trying to build a monocell's operating machinery, even though he
built a model that high, would be unable to do it with our modern technology;
he wouldn't even come close to it. It's that complex. And this all happened by
accident out of mud, huh?
Then the fortuitous accident with which several monocells got together
and formed an organism, and the fortuitous accident by which a vertebrae
was finally formed, and lungs and finally man—I mean, every time you get
one of these new extra steps, you add in the factors against its happening
and you say, "Well, let's allow that it took a billion years for this thing to get
from an organism without a spine to an organism with part of a spine—let's
allow a billion years—and now let's figure out how many accidents had to
happen in that period and what the odds were against it," we find out they're
billions to one, billions and billions and billions of billions to one. Too many
other things could have happened. So, this theory was not too sound. Too
much chance.
Obviously, life didn't quite approximate—not quite approximate the
whole of the physical universe. There's some difference between life and the
physical universe. And all of a sudden we realized that science and the engi-
neer himself had gone completely slap-happy from the days of Newton, and
they said, "Oh, look! The law of interaction, the law of acceleration, the law of
inertia. Here we've got three beautiful laws. Well, let's apply them to human
behavior and that's it, boys. Now it's all solved and we go off and do some-
thing else." They never bothered to look at the result. The result was
psychology.
Anyway, actually an understanding of humanity and behavior was
attempted after Newton's developed laws. Now, however, Newton was dealing
with electricity, various energies, matter, space, time and you look this over
and it fails when it's applied to human behavior.
There's something different about life. There's something about life that
is native to no other part of the physical universe and it is so thoroughly
unnative that one all of a sudden finds that he can best think about it by
considering life to be something else than part of the physical universe. Let's
not parallel it anymore to electricity. Let's look at it for its own behavior
level. Let's look at it as an energy suddenly laid down from Mars or some-
place and let's just take a look at it and consider it that way and find out
what it really does do. And in that way, some answer can be derived from it.
What's life trying to do? It's trying to survive. How's it survive? By the
conquest of physical universe. Now, that's very briefly stated; it requires a

13
14

13 AUGUST 1951
tremendous amount of expansion. But that's actually the basic fundamental.
What is life trying to do? It's trying to survive. And how is it surviving?
What method does it have of surviving? Its method of survival is a conquest
of the physical universe. And we don't even claim this is true. We don't even
claim that this is all that life is doing. Maybe in some other universe and in
some other ways life is doing something else, too. But certainly, using this
postulate, we can start making headway and making it swiftly. What are we
trying to do? We are trying to survive.
What's survival? What's the penalty of not surviving? It's as though, at
some point back on the track somewhere, somebody said to this energy-
said, "Survive," and, completely unlike the clerk mentioned by Elbert, the
energy didn't turn around and say, "How?" or anything, it just—it just went
ahead and survived! And all of its combinations of survival operating into the
physical universe and out of it again are apparently along that one line of
action. That is a common denominator which happens to satisfy practically
everything that is known about man. I have been looking at it now off and on
for about thirteen years and I haven't found anything that didn't fall into its
category. Survive or succumb.
This, by the way—and I did not realize this until relatively short time
ago—this, by the way, does not violate any of the principles of human soul. It
isn't necessary, then, to go what is commonly called completely materialistic
in order to look over this survival level. It goes to this degree: Supposing
one—they say the human soul departs. What do they say the human soul
does? They say it has infinite survival. It lives forever! Well, life everlasting—
that's survival. That is the ultimate of survival. That's survival plus. So we're
not even in violation with this in the field of religious tenets.
Now, perhaps we are using survival but perhaps the word survival is not
as completely embracive of what we are talking about as it might be. Perhaps
other people have a different concept of this word survival, so we'd better say
what it—we conceive it to mean.
Survival is not a matter of bare necessity. Bare necessity does not sur-
vive. I can show you that rather rapidly: Farmer goes out here—some fellow
foolish enough to be a farmer—starts shooting dice with the universe at
large, planting his corn and his wheat, government on one side and the devil
on the other. And he starts raising himself wheat and he says, "I'm going to
need six bushels of wheat for each month of the ensuing year." Now, this
fellow—we're dealing with bare necessity—and he says, "I'm going to need
just that many bushels of wheat, and I can get by and feed my family and my
stock all right with the other things that are around." And so he plants that
many.
Grasshoppers took that one. His ineptitude in planting wheat took that
one. This was Kansas, so the hail took that one. And he'd forgotten that wheat
had to be processed in order to make flour and the miller took that one. And
he was living in the United States so he had to pay an income tax and the
government took those two. And he starved to death; that was the end of
him. Because he postulates survival on bare necessity and any time an indi-
vidual does that, he's in bad shape.
Survival, the barest survival, has to be on such a tremendous abundance
that one is rather staggered at—when he realizes that in a lifetime the average
individual makes about 150-200 thousand dollars—he's paid that much—but
he is living with margins and factors of safety all around him which are
anywheres from five to twenty times as much as he needs. If he doesn't, the
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give-and-take will absorb one of those fives or one of those tens and all of a
sudden he's dead on that point. Life is not exactly a safe venture.
I think in the field of insurance, they make a bit of a gamble out of
whether or not people survive or not. They figure it all out, and they look this
person over and they sell him some insurance.
Now, here we have survival in abundance. Survival in abundance will
get somebody through. It'll get a group through. This group has to operate,
however, on the engineering principle of factor of safety. An engineer who
builds a bridge to stand 100 tons, when 100 tons is going to be the common
load of that bridge, has violated a fundamental of abundance and the bridge
will wear a little bit, sag a little bit, somebody was a little dishonest with his
material and down will go the bridge.
So, he builds it to hold 500 tons because he knows its normal load will
be 100 tons. Or sometimes they'll build factors of safeties—they do this in
England. England wants to be known as a staunch country. And over there
in England they will build twenty, twenty-five factors of safety into some-
thing. An American goes over there and tries to lighten up their railroad
carriages so their trains will go somewhat faster than ten miles an hour, and
they'll say, "I say, old boy, our reputation for solidity is at stake." And then
they develop socialism.
Anyway, when you've violated a factor of safety in living, you've violated
a primary concept of survival in that, in order to survive any length of time,
an individual has to have a lot of wherewithal. Furthermore, he has to sur-
vive through and with many things in order to guarantee his survival.
Otherwise he'll succumb.
Now, here's a graph*, you might say, of—and this, by the way, that I'm
drawing you now is the basic of this Chart of Human Evaluation; this is the
raw chart. Here we have zero, death. This chart is plotted this way: time; and
plotted this way: it's height of survival. That's zero, one, two, three and four.
These are levels of existence. Here is your survival potential of immortality,
way up there.
Now, if we draw a vector anywhere here—let's draw a vector here for one
organism to this point—we find out his potential of survival measured in
time is not as good as an organism which is there on the Tone Scale. In other
words, we can measure this arrow as a vector and we can predict the length
of time that way that the individual will survive.
[Please note, at this point there was a break in the original master
recording. This tape now resumes as did the original master recording.]
But of course, on this theory of abundance, if he were up here all the
time, why, his theory of survival must be pretty good and he's going to live
quite a while. If he's down here: pretty bad—his distance to death, so on. So
that this one will go off about like that. And there's death. This one, you
might say, will drag off like about that. This one will go out here quite a bit.
And this one will go out here without much diminishing.
How long will a person live? This is a chart; where a person appears on
that chart will actually predict his longevity. You take his age as a factor and
you draw about where he is on this potential of survival, measured by many
things and you can find out about where this fellow is going to die.
You get him down below 2.0 and it gets steep—it gets pretty steep.
*[Editor's Note: The graph being referred to here is the Descriptic Graph of Survival
which can be found in Book One, Chapter Three of Dianetics: The Modern Science
of Mental Health by L. Ron Hubbard.]
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Because down below 2.0 survival is so poor, the abundance is so slight, that
the individual is heading toward succumb as his goal. He's not heading any-
more toward survival; he's heading toward succumb. Above this point he's
heading toward survival. In other words, he has so little chance here to sur-
vive that he will actually accelerate his own demise rapidly and in doing so
will accelerate the demise of those people in his vicinity.
Here is an individual who's just barely over the line. If that individual
happens to meet up with this individual, the combination there isn't strong
enough to do anything and you get a steep line on into death. But if you have
a fellow up here and he meets one of these fellows, this fellow will probably
just go on and die and that fellow will stay up there.
When you add in all these factors—it doesn't matter how many factors
you add in here or how many things you try to figure out on this line—
nevertheless, it comes up against this chart as a conclusion.
Now, when we're talking about death, of course, we're just talking about
the organism, the death of the organism.
The physical universe has energy which is imperishable. It doesn't matter
how many atoms you change into how many electrons, not even the A-bomb has
controverted the conservation of energy. Conservation of energy is still very
much with us. Strangely enough, the force of life evidently follows this same
rule of conservation of energy. And there is, by the way, far more evidence in
existence now in Dianetics as to the immortality of the force of life, regard-
less of the mortality of the organism, than there is against an immortality.
A long time ago, science and religion did a wild severance. Somebody
tried to change a few doctrines down in Rome and—some scientist—and they
burned him. And scientists got mad at religion and religion decided that
science was very wrong for being mad and they did a little bit of a parting of
the company. It's very strange to, now, without wanting to—since I haven't
any great personal interest in this field—all of a sudden watching the inevi-
table realignment.
People in the Foundation, by the way, for the last year have been going
just a little bit mad on the subject of my daring to say anything about what
has been discovered about the human soul and the evident cycle of existence,
and so on. We keep running into this evidence. We can put our hands on it.
And we look at it and everybody says, "It's too incredible! Shut up! Don't tell
people about this; it'll invalidate Dianetics."
Well, I don't believe that way. I just say, "Well, look there—here's some
evidence. I can't evaluate it all, but it certainly seems to mean that life has a
certain level of immortality but the organism doesn't. And also there seems
to be here some data in favor of the survival of the personal identity." And
long time ago they were looking for this as positive proof when skeptics would
come along: "Gee, supposing you could show it to everybody in an equation."
They'd say, "That is it," and we would have an immortality here. People in
the Foundation have been saying, "Shhhhh, be quiet! Don't talk about this.
It's very bad."
Actually, Dianetics is very calmly, most of the time, rather materialistic
about all these things: talks about pain—you knock out pain and a guy gets
more things and he does more and he has more energy and he conquers more
of the physical universe, so on—very materialistic line. Lying right back here
and going along quietly is a beautiful thread of mysticism, which. . . When
you're dealing with a science, you know—it's not like psychology. You don't
call into existence—or blow out of existence—random facts which show up.
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Just because something doesn't fit with your frame of reference, you don't
say it doesn't exist, because it'll come back up and slap you in the face and
upset all of your calculations if you're really working with some power. So
you can't ignore this thing back here.
And here is the energy of life. It evidently is a survival energy. But it
comes into an organism. It forms up with the material universe. Here's life
energy and here's the material universe and they go bing and you've got an
organism. Organism grows, becomes highly mobile, mature, and so on, creates
another organism, goes on living itself. So you get a cycle of species here; you
get a cycle of generations. Here's this one starting up and that's one genera-
tion that goes along and dies and another one branches out here and it goes
along and off and you've got your succeeding generations.
You've even got life forms like the dinosaur, chickens, things like that. A
whole species will start up—a species will start up and die off and you get a
bigger cycle in existence.
Life as an energy is very definitely operating behind this. This Tone
Scale is a representation of the fact that a life form has as good a chance of
surviving as it has been able to better the suppressors in its environment. In
other words, it's got to have been better in overcoming its environment than
the environment was in overcoming it. As the environment kicks back on the
organism too hard you get this. When it doesn't kick back terribly hard you
get this and less and less and if it hasn't kicked back at all, you've got that.
In other words, you've got—the organism has overcome the environment.
So we have two factors involved here. How is one of these organisms
surviving? How is it surviving? Well, somebody who thinks, along with a lot
of strange, very materialistic philosophies, that an individual is not com-
pletely interdependent with the rest of the universe has certainly not done
very much thinking about it. The individual who says, "I can live alone," is
very interesting. He can't live without the lichen and the moss. They create
soil so that vegetables can grow. Now, he can't live without a lot of odds and
ends—trees to make firewood (life form)—he has to be interdependent with
this life form. Most important, he's interdependent with the physical uni-
verse, too, because he'd sure play the devil surviving as a human organism if
he didn't have an Earth to walk on. And as far as the physical universe of
space and time is concerned, the Earth would certainly look awful silly if it
didn't have any space and time to exist in.
So, the individual lives because of cooperation. He lives because of
cooperation with other individuals, life forms and the physical universe. This
is life. He can only live if he is in cooperation with these things.
Now, that's very plain, that's very elementary. But it's a very funny thing
that as an individual drops back down this Tone Scale, he goes further and
further out of cooperation with other life forms because other life forms have
suppressed him and he begins to conceive they're enemies. And the second he
begins to conceive that he has an enemy in another life form, his suppressor
gets stronger—he has less chance of surviving. Something happens there
which suppresses his chance of survival. The more trouble he runs into, the
more conflict he gets into, the more physical pain he suffers in his conquest
of the universe, the less he is able to ally himself with the rest of the uni-
verse and the less he will ally himself with the rest of the universe. And it's a
sort of a hideous spiral.
Here's an example: little boy goes out, he's everybody's friend. He runs
down the street and he falls—trips, falls, hits his head on the curb—boom!
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The curb is now nonsurvival. Well, he goes a little bit further through life
and he meets another little boy and they have an argument about something
or other which grows out of something strange and all of a sudden—well, it
probably grows out of him falling on the curb—and you get boom!—he has a
fight with this other little boy so he's just that much estranged from this other
little boy. Now he's estranged from the curb, he's estranged from this other little
boy a little bit, so he goes out in the woods and he's walking through the
woods and the wind is blowing and boom!—a limb falls and hits him on the
back of the neck and hurts him. And so, there he's just a little bit much—just
that much out of cooperation and association with limbs and trees and the
wind and so it goes. And the more he has to conceive danger—this isn't
experience, this is physical pain—the more physical pain he receives from his
environment, the less chance of survival he himself has as an organism. It
goes in direct ratio.
The dynamics mean, simply, how many forms of survival are there? How
does an individual survive? Well, you can work this whole thing out rather
—by playing dogleg holes—you can work this thing out that the individual
survives solely because of himself and cooperates only because of selfishness.
But you can also work it out that he survives only for future generations and
prove it all very beautifully that way. You can work it out, as they have in
Russia, that the individual survives solely for the state and is only part of an
ant society, a collectivist, and so it goes, one right after the other. You can
take these ways he survives and you can make each one it. When you put it
to the test, you find out that you need all of them—all of the dynamics.
Now, the number of dynamics which are in existence—or rather counted
up at this time—merely add up the number of fields or entities a man has to
be in cooperation with in order to get along.
There is the first dynamic—call that self. A man has to live as himself.
In other words, he has to survive as self.
Two, he has to survive through future generations. Here we have children.
But the act of sex produces children, so you get, really, two twos—two (a), two
(b). So you have children and you have sex as a part of the same urge. The
reason for sex is children, Freud and people in Hollywood to the contrary.
Now, three is the dynamic of groups. An individual survives for the
group. It's a third dynamic. He can survive almost wholly for the group, as a
matter of fact. The reason he is alive is for the group. The group—the family
group, by the way, goes between these two. I mean, it's part of group and it's
part of sex—children. But that's a specialized group. The individual can sur-
vive through the survival of the group. You know, Rodger Young, and he gives
up his life for a company. He's just crossed out number one and he goes on
living in three. Of course, that's highly specious stuff, being part of an army
group. But nevertheless, people will do it.
Now, number four is survival through man as a species. Even if you had
an American and Russian and even if they were army officers—even then—
highly antagonistic toward each other, if one of Orson Welles' men from Mars
suddenly showed up, I'm afraid you'd find the North Koreans and the South
Koreans and the UN and the Russians and the communists all joining hands
to shoot the devil out of that foreign species if it were considered to be a
menace to man. Man actually works on the fourth dynamic. War is a break-
down on the fourth dynamic, because an individual will survive as man.
Now, fifth is life. Fifth dynamic—an individual survives to make life
survive. In other words, he is interested in the survival of life. He raises
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canary birds, he raises cats, Pekingese, he raises trees, he raises—he'll raise
ornamental shrubs—all sorts of things that have nothing to do directly with
his survival, apparently. But they are directly concerned with his survival
because his survival lies in everything.
Now, your sixth dynamic is the physical universe. The physical universe
is of course, just matter, energy, space and time. By the way, we call that-
just composite those words and you get mest in Dianetics. Matter, energy,
space and time—physical universe. A man doesn't want to see the physical
universe disappear.
I know they had—they had a beautiful cartoon down at Cal Tech a few
years ago. A scientist with a terrifically ecstatic look on his face is standing
up in front of a group of engineers and he's saying, "Gentlemen, I have here
the last word, the ne plus ultra of all scientific endeavor and achievement. In
this small capsule I have enough explosive to destroy the entire universe."
Actually, they want the physical universe to survive.
Then we have the seventh dynamic, which is the survival of life energy
—an urge toward the survival of life energy just as such. We get terrifically
interested when we think of life energy as it is, as it survives, what it might
combine with and so forth.
And then we put another one down here. Let's put down the Creator,
Supreme Being. One of the people in the class, because seven is an interest-
ing number mathematically—but the Supreme Being, written as eight—lay it
over on its side and you have infinity. This would be all that lies behind and
all that created all the rest.
Now, here are your various dynamics. These might be said to be a
bundle. And when you draw this Tone Scale and you draw one vector that
represents one person, you're actually drawing eight vectors; you're drawing
eight lines. Because that individual is trying to survive, one way or the other,
on all these dynamics at once. And actually, no solution is an optimum solu-
tion unless it takes into account all the dynamics influenced by it and gives
"each one its optimum solution. That sounds very complicated, but it means if
you and Bill are in business together and you try to do a solution that gives
you all the benefit and doesn't give Bill any, you'll find out that it will not
work out. It's just a—it's a fundamental in these dynamics that every time
you get a solution where the other dynamics aren't taken into account—where
their interests aren't taken into account—you get a general failure.
Now, it's interesting that here's your—here are your eight dynamics and
you mark up this fellow on the Tone Scale and you say his vector goes up to
2.0. This individual will take into account less and less of the dynamics. In
other words, they're all foreshortened, that his view into the more distant
dynamics or the more distant things is much less. He becomes unsafe to that
degree that he will not take into account the right to survival of other life
forms and the physical universe around him. In other words, he cuts down,
then, the survival of other things when he's that low on the Tone Scale. But
as he drifts away from 4.0 down, he pays less and less attention to these
other dynamics. And oddly enough, he stops paying attention to dynamic one,
too. He—one. He won't pay attention to dynamic one.
Suicides. Anybody from 2.0 down is on his way out. And you get some-
body at 1.5, he'll all of a sudden, one fine day—he fails to destroy some thing
that he considers an enemy and he'll kill himself instead. Boom! Boom! You
get somebody down to 0.5, they're almost lead-pipe cinch as an eventual sui-
cide one way or the other.
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Now, an optimum solution of life, then, is taking into account the
maximum survival for everything concerned in the problem. This does not
mean that one cannot destroy.
It so happens that if we didn't have destruction as one of the operating
methods of existence, we'd be in pretty bad shape. Do you realize that every
fern tree that was growing back there in the earliest ages would still be
growing and this would be in addition to every tree that had grown since?
And we would have live, growing trees on the face of the Earth until we'd
probably be walking about 800 feet above the soil. Death, destruction, has to
come in there and clear the way for advances and improvements. And destruc-
tion, when used in that way, is very legitimate.
For instance, you can't build an apartment house without knocking down
the tenement that stood there before. Now, somebody comes along and says,
"Oh, that's very bad; you're destroying something. You're destroying an old
landmark."
"We're trying to put up a—we're trying to put up apartment house here,
lady."
"Yeah, but that's a famous old landmark."
"Lady, that thing is about ready to fall into the street."
"Well, it's very bad to destroy things." Well, that's pretty aberrated,
because if you didn't destroy something once in a while—just think what
would happen, for instance, if you'd never lost and destroyed any of the
papers—supposing every piece of paper that had ever been given you in your
lifetime was still in your possession and then you had to move. And it was
very bad to destroy things, so you kept on lugging all these things around
with you. You see how ridiculous it gets.
But there's an actual equation involved in this: One must not destroy
beyond the necessity in construction—required in construction. If one starts
to destroy beyond the necessity required in constructions, one gets into pretty
bad shape very hurriedly. One gets into the shape Nazi Germany is in today.
Boom!—they destroy everything—they say, "Now Austria, now Czechoslova-
kia, now let's knock apart Stalingrad." Sure, they knocked apart Stalingrad.
Great. Stalingrad's an awful mess. So is Germany.
You know, there's that old truism: "Do not send to find for whom the bell
tolls; it tolls for thee." Nothing is truer. People start looking at this and they
get superstitions about it. They say, "Well, I don't dare harm anybody else
because then I would be harmed someplace or other." Not necessarily true.
But on the overall equation of life and existence, the willful destruction of
something can upset the survival of the other entities in its vicinity. And it
can upset and overbalance things to a point of where, well, we don't have any
more passenger pigeons, and so forth. One didn't stop and think back there
100 years ago that one of these fine days, why, there wouldn't be any. Obvi-
ously, there were all kinds of them all over the sky. So man, by the way, has
had to go into a tremendous game conservation program in order to restore
the wildlife which his grandpop wiped out.
So, man will do this quite instinctively. But the degree to which he does
it and the degree to which he will support the other factors, the other
dynamics around him, the other entities around him, the degree in which
five, for instance, is active in the individual, is very apparent the second that
you begin to match this person up on the Tone Scale.
You take somebody down below 2.0 and you say, "What'll this person do?
Will this person support game conservation?" Nuh-uh. He's on his way out;
THE DYNAMICS OF EXISTENCE
why shouldn't the game be on the way out too? See? The whole—the whole bunch
has moved down. And as an organism, he'll just hasten his way out to the exit.
From 2.0 down on this Tone Scale, a person actually actively seeks death
and he'll bring death in varying degrees and in very specific ways on very
specific things.
But all I'm trying to give you here is just some concept of what the
dynamics of existence are. This has been found to be workable. I'm not giving
it to you because it is true—giving it to you because it has a workability. An
engineer never asks for anything but a workability. He has been bludgeoned
down in his conquest of the physical universe to a point where he knows darn
well that fifty years from now, that postulate of which he is so fond, which he
considers so ultimate, which he considers so beautiful, will probably be moved
back a step into a greater simplicity. He recognizes this. If he doesn't he is a
fool. Because every time one of these postulates is set up, found to be work-
able, life can become better, man can better control his environment, but
each one of them—you just got your foot in the door just a little bit further
and you hang on as long as you can until somebody else comes along and
puts his foot in the door and takes the ball. That's all in the operation of
cooperation.
Therefore, when we look over the dynamics of existence, we find out that
man is surviving—that he has to survive in abundance in order to survive
at all.
What does honesty have to do with this? Well, obviously, honesty is
merely a cooperation, you might say, or a sympathy with other organisms.
One would not be dishonest unless he wished to seek advantage for himself
or his group at the expense of some other self or group. That's dishonesty—is
seeking an illegitimate advantage. You can actually give it a definition. And
it's illegitimate just because it violates somebody's survival too much.
So, that person who is honest, he happens to survive better. Old Ben
Franklin advanced that one on the stage; it almost startled the merchant
princes of America out of their nightcaps. That was one of the most revolu-
tionary things that happened back there before the revolution. Ben Franklin
was writing Poor Richard's Almanack, and one day he came up with this
thing and he started to beat the drum and said, "Honesty is the best policy."
And everybody says, "What?" This was in Philadelphia. And they can't
understand it. And as a matter of fact, he had a lot of rows about it. I think
that was actually where he developed his skill in argument—was trying to
advance this strange policy that the best policy was an honest one. It was
revolutionary in its day. Seems rather ordinary here in American business.
We know that a business which doesn't treat its customers—or even its
competitors—with some degree of honesty is practically doomed. But back in
the day when this was not the style, a fellow was doomed if he did.
So, the more honest the individual is about his goals, the more honest a
group is, it just works out that he survives better, that's all. His group sur-
vives better and life as a whole is better.
As far as ideals are concerned, although we have the ultimate goal of
infinite survival, there are many subgoals. The most interesting of these sub-
goals to an individual is that goal which seems to best promote his own
survival. If he examines the thing carefully, if he examines this goal he's
trying to attain carefully, he will see where he has—where he's advancing.
As a matter of fact, his enthusiasm for that goal is in direct ratio to the
amount of survival which it holds forth to him. This gets up into ideals. If
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you don't have any ideals mixed up in these dreams—if you don't keep up
high standards along these lines, the chances of reaching these goals go
pretty bad off.
Let's take the young fellow who wants to be a musician and he has great
ideals about being a musician. He wants to get to the head of his class and so
on, so he cuts out a young fellow out of competition with him—dishonestly.
He violates the ideals of musicians, and so forth. Years later, this thing
smacks him back in the face again. He's postulated an error someplace in his
past that can come back and hit him. And the more of those that he plants,
the more ideals he is violating, you might say, the more fragile becomes his
own survival till the whole house of cards can cave in on him. Because he is.
He's not building survival, he's building a house of cards.
You take a doctor, with the great ethical code, and so forth, that medi-
cine is reputed to have—and who knows, some may have it—you take a doctor
who is true to his Hippocratic oath. Oh, I know, everybody says it's very nice
to be true to his oath and that's sweet. Did you ever know a doctor who had
gone in for criminal practice, for instance? Pretty bad off. It's pathetic to look
at these people.
I knew a fellow one time that was dragging around—I met him—he was
a bum on a park bench. And he had started into the big money in 1930. He
had become a gangster's doctor, a doctor to gangsters—Prohibition, lots of
money. He was going to have himself a big beautiful home, and so forth. He
was being untrue to his own code, to the codes of his profession, and so forth.
It was a very strange thing. He built high and mighty and heavy all right
there for about two years and he became so he knew too much about what
was going on in gangland and of course, he couldn't be trusted. He had vio-
lated his own primary codes, hadn't he? Then how could anybody else trust
him? There's this instinctive feeling about him. And what with everything
else, Franklin Delano Roosevelt came along and put an end to Prohibition
and the big money in gangsterism, and there, but for him, went a doctor. He
was ruined by the violation of his own ideals.
You take these—take imagining. The only way you can really postulate
any kind of a goal at all is imagination. And if you don't postulate high-flown
goals—if you don't hitch your wagon to a star—it's a cinch you're not going to
get up to the top of the pine tree, because it takes that much to get this
much.
You know, in Alice in Wonderland it says you have to run just to keep up.
You have to run twice as fast if you want to get anyplace.
The basic Tone Scale has, then, these factors of life, its urge toward
survival and its necessity to cooperate with other life forms in order to sur-
vive and its decline because it has fallen out of cooperation with other life
forms. It postulates—predicts—the amount of survival. Actually, with this
Tone Scale, we're actually measuring an energy; we're measuring a wave-
length. It's very, very sharply computable, by the way, and it does certain
things about certain things.
Tomorrow night I am going to talk to you more about life energy and
outline what seems to be the way it goes about its conquest of the physical
universe and why and also the value of this cycle with growth, decay, so on.
I would like to know now if you have any questions with regard to
tonight's lecture. I'll be very glad to answer them if you have any. Possibly
some of you have some question regarding some part of survival, something
of the sort. No volunteers? You all must be asleep. Okay.
THE DYNAMICS OF EXISTENCE
Yes?
Male voice: When the bundle of vectors starts to go down, do they all go
down together or do they just selectively go down?
It's odd, but they seem to go down in two ways. They seem to go down in
two ways. Here's your basic Tone Scale and here are your—this represents
one individual, by the way. He has all these urges, all these urges of life are
resident in one individual. And let's say he's at that level. Now, you must
realize that each one of these has an extended sphere and a small sphere.
Let's take other people. Let's take the people in this room and the people
in Wichita. At first, when this dynamic is high—and this would be the third
dynamic pertaining to Wichita—when this dynamic is high (here are all the
people of Wichita), fellow feels affinity for all the people of Wichita. As he
comes down the Tone Scale on some of the other dynamics, although nothing
has happened between him and the people of Wichita, you will find him only
sympathetic with the people in this room. In other words, the scope has closed
in on him. And so, with each dynamic, the scope closes in on the dynamic and
it foreshortens and they all seem to do it together.
Is there another question?
Male voice: You mentioned that two individuals low on the Tone Scale
would aid each other in their downfall. Why isn't it that an individual low on
the Tone Scale and an individual high on the Tone Scale, that the lower one
wouldn't be raised by the higher one?
Oh, the lower one is, quite ordinarily. As a matter of fact, it is a truism
in business that the world is carried upon the backs of a few desperate men.
Well, those would be a few fellows who were high enough up the Tone Scale
and had enough personal volume in order to carry others on their backs. As a
matter of fact, as you look around you, you'll find out this society is carrying
the lame and the halt on every hand and making a tremendous effort. The
high Tone Scales are just trying like the mischief to defeat the low Tone Scale
people. The low Tone Scale people, if you will notice, just try like the mischief
to defeat the effort of the high Tone Scale people, but they still come up the
line a little bit.
Now, you go down to the hospital down here and you'll find there's some
girl that—she's—she doesn't eat well. She has malnutrition—that's what they
call it—but it actually is a suicide. She is killing herself off by not eating. She
doesn't even figure this out; I mean, that's just the way it's operating. She
stops eating and she starts dying. And they can find nothing organically
wrong with her or anything of the sort and here are all the doctors and the
nurses and everybody around giving her intravenous shots and persuading
her to eat and doing this and that for her. She doesn't want it; she's on her
way out!
Now, if the society just took its hands off on the—everything from 2.0
down, boy, those people would just die off like flies—rrrrrr—you would be
fascinated how fast. They would not stick around. But they are being carried
along on the backs of a few desperate high Tone Scale people.
Yes?
Female voice: In each individual, will the vector of each dynamic be
roughly the same height?
Not necessarily. An individual seems to have—his characteristics have to
do with being stronger on one dynamic than another, just natively stronger.
Here are two individuals, they have more or less the same background: One
is very strong on groups and the other is very, very strong on mankind.
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And this fellow becomes a nationalist and—something of the sort, and this
fellow over here becomes an internationalist. That's just the way it rolls.
Any further questions?
Well, I want to thank you very, very much for your kind attention and I
hope to see you all here tomorrow night at eight.
Thank you very much.
CONQUEST OF THE
PHYSICAL UNIVERSE
A lecture given on
14 August 1951
How are you tonight?
Audience voices: Fine. Okay.
Well, tonight we have a small relatively insignificant subject—let me
cover it very briefly—the conquest of the physical universe.
You know, one might halfway expect a fellow to start talking about space
travel with that, wouldn't he? Perhaps some day man will take off and wind
up at Alpha Centauri, perhaps.
I know right now the—under the impetus of such people as Captain Cal
Laning, down in Inyokern in California, the Navy is striving to get to the
moon. I'm not joking about that. The Navy isn't trying to get a guided missile
over Russia. They had that licked a couple years ago. But they're trying to
get to the moon.
And you go out to Inyokern and the boys are talking about this and that
and they say, "But there's possibly a satellite belt and if you get up to such
and such a speed, then the friction of absorption of meteorite and dust
particles . .." Real technical. They really—they really mean it. And under the
guise of preparing America for war, they're putting some money to some good
there. Good usage.
But that really isn't the conquest of the physical universe we were going
to talk about. They didn't even need, by the way, they didn't even need atomic
fission to get to the moon or to get to Mars. They could probably have done
that on chemical fuels. They had them a long time ago, but they were more
interested in 5 percent and building other things.
One of these days, they may stop struggling for the possession and conquest
of just Earth and I think maybe they'll find some other planet sometime, but
just now this one's awfully important.
There's been a terrific amount of activity concerning this planet. As a
matter of fact, life for the past billion years or so has been struggling very
hard to take this planet over. Very recently, practically yesterday in geologi-
cal time, life developed a species which had some slight chance of pushing
this planet around—really pushing it around, moving its mountains, digging
up new rivers, emptying its seas, shifting things.
Somebody was talking—French engineer few decades ago—was talking
about shifting the Mediterranean into the middle of the Sahara. Very feasible
project, by the way. It would get water into the middle of the Sahara so that
you—by evaporation you'd have rainfall and the Sahara might be restored to
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the fertility which it once enjoyed before a very great man by the name of
Justinian who was awfully good at dogma but—purity of—very bad at
humanities—till his general went over there and wiped out the population
that was keeping the erosion from taking place in North Africa.
Belisarius went out, wiped out the bulk of the men in the area one way
or the other and erosion took place and North Africa has been a desert ever
since.
Well, when you've got a species which can so seriously affect the whole
north end of a continent and when you have a species which can think in
terms of, "Well, let's put the Mediterranean down there in the middle of this
and get it rehabilitated," you can see that life is making some small progress
in its conquest of material universe.
The first step, whatever it was, virus or something of this sort, was not
terribly successful because all the elements were agin it. It's a wonder that
life isn't more paranoid than it is because in the days—the very early days of
life when there was nothing but plankton and algae, puff of wind come up
and a few billion cells would die right there—just a puff of wind. And now life's
gotten up to a point where it can live even in Kansas.
So you see, it's come along pretty far. The evolutionary chain of its
travel—interesting thing to look back upon.
As a matter of fact, the better part of the elements of that evolutionary
chain are still in existence. That is to say, we have an evolution which has
taken place in the past from a low organism to a slightly higher organism
and so on until we've got a whole staff coming up through the years—an
evolutionary chain plotted against time on the increasing complexities of
organism.
Now, that has come up to a point where you—well, here we are. Now,
how much further we go from this, life only knows. But when we look back
along the track of evolution, life has taken some very strange roads. But each
and every one of these roads was in one direction only and that was to remain
to some degree in control of life in the environment. Some degree.
We think of evolution, Darwinianly, as something that came along—
virus, monocell, invertebrates, vertebrates, so on up till you've got a very
complex modern organism. And the theory of evolution and natural selection,
and so forth, doesn't hold very good. It doesn't hold sound. There are holes in it.
But two things were necessary to make it a complete whole. One of those
was a postulate of what life was trying to do. A codification of the effort of life.
All right. The effort of life is survival. It may be surviving in some other
way beyond the limitations and range of the physical universe but that part
of it with which we are acquainted most intimately happens to be the physi-
cal universe and the way life is surviving in the physical universe is by a
conquest of that physical universe. It may be that the survival of life energy
is very, very intimately connected with the survival of the physical universe
and the intermingling of life energy and the physical universe. It may be,
but—beside the point.
The fact is that the physical universe is under very heavy attack by
life—to such a degree that you can codify what is known of life's activities
and you can postulate what life will do with the following statement:
Life is engaged upon the acquisition, destruction, creation, so on and so
on, of matter, energy, space and time. Life is engaged on a forward conquest,
in other words, via the actions of destruction and so on. It destroys to con-
struct. It combines. It intermingles. It obtains. It maintains. It rejects,
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destroys matter, energy, space and it runs right along with—alongside of time.
So that we have life engaged on this and life is a very strange energy.
This is one of its strange characteristics. Life is able to animate—mobilize
and animate matter and energy in space and time. That's a very strange
characteristic.
You don't find electricity able to do that. Life does a very, very tremen-
dously complex and interesting job of mobilizing matter and energy in space
and time. It can accumulate the exact chemicals and out of those create the
most baffling compounds.
Our organic chemists—and it's very usual for the scientist in his terrifi-
cally detached way not to consider himself a part of life or God or Earth or
anything and suddenly just branch off over here someplace and say, "Well,
today we find it difficult to realize how life does this."
He's life looking at life and he poses himself a very complex problem.
And he very often forgets that he is life, too, and all too often will postulate
the activity of everyone and the course of everyone by his own—just like
many a preclear will give you a whole new theory of Dianetics solely on his
own case.
Well, that has some usefulness because you collect all these theories and
you have a number of different types of case. It's like a Doctor—forgotten his
name—Winterbottom, something of the sort, who—he evaluated Dianetics.
And he evaluated exactly according to his own case. The main trouble with
his own case was an overdose of conservatism. He was so conservative that
he was even afraid to live. So when he evaluates Dianetics, he has to evaluate
it very conservatively. Then he cannot treat science as having anything like
opinion in it. It must be pure. Therefore, he has to disassociate all the beliefs
about Dianetics from Dianetics proper. Becomes interesting after a while.
Your biologist has not been able to understand life too well because he
looks at the matter and energy in space and time and he's looking at the
physical universe part of it. And he keeps concentrated on this physical uni-
verse part of it and he doesn't quite realize that he's looking at a vessel, a
container, of an energy, and more importantly, he's looking at the product of
an energy. And it's something like examining this room solely by inspecting
the floor and never looking at any other part of the room and thinking one
has a complete picture of the room.
These terrifically complex chemicals are not reproducible at this time by
biochemists. The chemicals of the monocell—a very basic form—this terrifi-
cally intricate thing—has so many compounds and chemical combinations in
organic chemistry in it, that it defies the skill of a biochemist in his attempts
to analyze it.
Now, that's important because here you have life without overall con-
structive sentients. We're thinking about life and we say life and life builds
and animates matter and energy and then we think of man's mind and his
activity. Are they the same thing? Well, they're not quite the same thing.
Man's understanding is obviously—when one examines life forms and
the abilities of life—man's understanding is secondary to an understanding
of some sort on the part of life because man cannot do at this time what the
full energy of life can do in its combination.
Man is a secondary intelligence, you might say, trying to inspect a pri-
mary intelligence and he's had awfully heavy weather of it. There's many a
man has gone mad these past 50,000 years in trying to understand his own
mind.

27
28

14 AUGUST 1951
And it was very interesting during the last twenty years, every time I
have mentioned this in a group of psychiatrists or psychopaths or anything,
these people have looked at me solemnly and they've said, "Well, you know,
that would be impossible for a man to think about how he thinks. That's
obvious, isn't it?" So therefore, the problem cannot be solved.
Well, maybe it's impossible to think about all the parts of it, but it's
certainly possible to think in terms of the dynamics involved in the thing.
And if you can see the most elementary process of thought, which we'll cover
this evening, you can immediately see that you can view the simplicity out of
which the complexity exists.
Now, evolution is in two levels. Right at this moment you have a staff of
life which depends upon lower and higher forms of life form—organisms. You
get the most basic form. You have to have it because it takes sunlight and
chemicals and it makes protein out of these—out of sunlight and chemicals.
It's a manufacturing plant.
It's really magnificent when you come to think about this little energy
converter. It'll take—it's this complex little cell but there it is and it takes
sunlight and it takes chemicals and all of a sudden there are these terrifi-
cally complex proteins.
Well, then this grows a little bit into a little more complex form and it
comes back and depends for its food on the energy converter. It now cannot
live without a—without cellular food.
In order to have cellular food, the mobility and the ability to handle the
physical universe is very, very much increased, if you depend upon its increase
in direct ratio to its complexity. You don't have a large organism which can con-
quer the physical universe, which can live on sunlight and chemicals but you
can have this simple organism which lives on sunlight and chemicals and
converts, by the way, 86 percent of the sunlight that touches it into energy.
We haven't anything like this in the field of physics. This was recently
gone over very thoroughly in Maryland. Eighty-six percent of the sunlight
which strikes a plankton or an algae is converted into retained energy.
There's nothing like that. I don't know how anything could be that efficient
but it is.
And here you have then small—like a jellyfish—something of this sort.
It feeds on plankton. Then there's something comes along and feeds on jelly-
fish. Now, you can get a little more complicated and you give them the
jellyfish for the food.
Now, you get up here to this next form. And let's go way on up the line
and get a mullet. The mullet—you've gotten up to the herring. The herring is
necessary to feed the mullet and so on.
In life, the sun comes down on land—grass. We have grass and cows
come along and eat the grass and that's a very simple conversion. That's very
elementary. There's—but there's a fundamental at its base, too. There's the
lichen and the moss. Without the lichen and the moss, the two of them neces-
sary, volcanic ash and so forth will not convert into soil. And unless volcanic
ash has been converted into soil by lichen and moss, you don't have grass
growing. And so there is a complex line.
So you have all sorts of animals coming up the line living on a higher
and higher level. It was quite an invention of man's to take the cow and use
the cow for a major energy converter so that the human organism could live.
This was really quite an invention. They short-circuited an enormous chain
when they did that.
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So, you have a staff right here in present time—a staff of life going on
where you have your—basic units are being utilized in steps right up to the
organism which is now capable of doing the greatest amount of conquest of
the physical universe.
Now, man can take mountains and make molehills out of them and he
can divert rivers and he can really twist this mest around. And he's getting
up to a point right now where he can be that professor there at Cal Tech that
said he had the ultimate in all scientific research—the small capsule which
would contain enough explosive to blow up the entire universe. Man is getting
pretty good at that sort of thing.
He is not, however, evidently performing a function different from that
of any other life form. He is not performing a specialized function. He is
performing the same function as the algae. He is engaged upon this. And it's
such a way—all life forms have this common denominator.
Darwin and those lads—they had a good time. They said it was all dog-
eat-dog and tooth-and-claw and the reason animals survived as the fittest
was because they could eat each other up. And that all got very involved and
they dropped it and were very self-satisfied about it and the Church got very
angry about evolution and it was a confused picture there for a few years.
But if you consider that all life forms are interdependency active and
engaged upon the same mission and that all of these forms are acting in
mutual support of the same mission, you begin to understand the human
organism and you begin to understand why man acts as he does.
The second he begins to fall away from this concept of his brotherhood
with all of life, with his affinity and the desirability of the physical universe,
a man starts to get sick. One individual man—he starts to get sick in the
head. His efficiency goes down.
When he's young, he dreams dreams—big, vast dreams about what he's
going to do in the world. They say the world is the young man's oyster. If you
don't like oysters, it's at least his clam. But he's there very bound and deter-
mined that he is going to do something about it. And then what happens?
Somehow or other, his drive, urge in this direction, becomes blunted. But is
that all that happens to him? And now we go right straight into evaluation.
Is that all that happens to him? Does he just lose his—a few dreams? Or is
this part of a lot of things he loses?
A man ceases to postulate desirable futures, in other words, ceases to
dream in direct ratio that the physical universe has proven itself antipa-
thetic toward him and that other life forms have proven themselves antipathetic
toward him. In other words, he ceases to dream and postulate large, vast,
desirable survival goals just in the ratio that he begins to drop away from the
purest purpose of life.
He starts to single himself off into an individuality. He begins to fall
back. The second he does that and the further he goes, actually the more and
more dangerous he is to other life forms. He becomes dangerous to those life
forms because he is not in full cooperation with them. That has individual-
ized to a point, you might say—I am using that word "individualized"—he is
actually withdrawn to himself so that he's detached himself from the main
regiment. He's become Johnny-out-of-step and he is not going to be able to do
as much to the physical universe as before those vast dreams were burst.
Now, he starts then when he falls away from his, you might say, his
brotherhood with the physical universe and with man, his brotherhood with
other men, with other life forms and his attack on the physical universe and
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his uniting with it—when he falls away from these things, he has lost his
directional thrust.
His goal starts to glimmer a little bit—waver—he's not quite able to cite
exactly what he's doing. He will begin to strike indiscriminately. He does not
recognize his interdependence with other life forms and he may start strik-
ing out indiscriminately to (quote) "protect himself," to destroy things that
are evil that aren't evil, to do all sorts of strange things. And he becomes
dangerous because he's not lined up with the primary goal. So, life will do
away with him and life will put him on the chute.
But because very few people are very thoroughly lined up with this goal,
particularly in this present society—maybe if we get a Republican adminis-
tration there might be more lined up but I doubt that, too. And you get people
who are relatively well lined up but not very perfectly, will look around them
and they'll see somebody who's starting to drop out of the race and they'll
say, "That's against the laws on which I operate. This person should be in
there pitching." And they'll pick this person up by the scruff of the neck and
say now, "Look-a-here, now. You're supposed to be in good shape and there's
the target; now let's go." And they let go of his collar and he goes clunk
again.
And I swear actually, 90 percent of us spend 90 percent of our lives
picking people up by the coat collar who were trying to dive, that life has
actually rejected.
You go down here and look in the jail if you don't believe me. There are
people down there who are arsonists. Well, they've lost their target, so they
say, "Well, I'm supposed to have something to do with the physical universe
and I don't know what the physical universe is and I—supposed to become
dangerous to something and I'm—I'm—I'm perfectly sane. I—I know because
I—I'm—so let's burn down this house." That's good. Burns down the house.
They've got him down here in jail. Everybody says, "Now, let's see. What
should we do for this arsonist?" Life obviously has rejected that person.
They're—it's really through with him. It says, "Now, if he burns down a few
houses—we won't be worried about him anymore." They'll bury him and the
food he's eating can be eaten by some other organism that can better accom-
plish this mission. But the Salvation Army or the lawyer or somebody will
come along and pick him up by the scruff of the neck.
Now, with Dianetics you can straighten out and realign this person. You
don't even have to go in on the case and tell the fellow now, "What you're
trying to do is conquer the physical universe. Now, you'd better line yourself
up with the rest of the life forms around you and you'd better tackle this
thing or you'll know the reason why." You don't do that. You just start knock-
ing out all the physical pain that he has suffered in former attacks on the
physical universe and from other organisms. And you just knock this stuff
out and he'll come back up more or less automatically into alignment with
his purpose and he'll keep on going. But when he's hit pain, he'll fall back on
the thing. Pain is a little part of death.
It all may seem a little bit incomprehensible. I'm just trying to give
you—trying to give you some sort of a picture of an energy—it's very hard to
know exactly what to call it, so we can call it an energy—which seems to
have a common purpose and that that common purpose seems to be to sur-
vive and the method of surviving is to conquer the physical universe. And it
all seems to work out very nicely. I mean these postulates bring to view an
enormous amount of data that wasn't in existence before.
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Matter of fact, this was called, by the way, what I'm giving you now, is
the theta-MEST theory. Before the theta-MEST theory was completely formu-
lated there were a lot of things that were still a little bit loose ends.
I was telling people here, one day I stepped on the stage in California to
give a lecture. I was going to lecture on Political Dianetics. I was very smug.
I stepped up on the stage. I had thought up my whole talk as I came in the
door and I stepped up on the stage and I said, "Well, this morning I'm going
to. .." gee, what are Political Dianetics? I'm sure I formulated this some-
place. "This morning I'm going to talk about the 3rd Dynamic, Political
Dianetics."
And I went on and I stumbled for about two hours and then I realized at
the end of the two hours—long before that—that there was something miss-
ing when it—when you—it came to actually codifying the 3rd Dynamic. There
was something missing. There was something understood in Dianetics as a
whole which had not been specifically applied and that was the postulate of
life as an energy conquering the physical universe. It just hadn't been stated
as such. Second it was stated, a lot of answers suddenly popped into view.
Life is surviving. Its method of surviving is conquest of the physical universe.
Life has residence in two ways, evidently, in every organism. A man
seems to be composed of that life which is resident in his somatic self, his
cellular self. And a second form of life which seems to be an overall thing
that seems to be his personality and his overall entity.
A man actually experiences two deaths. He experiences the death of the
whole operating unit and then anytime from ten minutes from then to a year
and a half from then, the rest of him dies. The somatic self dies. The cells of
his body die. But there is an instant when, whatever you want to call it,
disappears. If you've ever seen very many fellows die, you know they look
like—all of a sudden they look like a gunnysack. You can sort of sense that
something strange has happened. You can sort of tell a dead man at a glance.
Well, that's very peculiar. And nobody found it more peculiar than the
professors at Harvard last year. Professors at Harvard were having a fine
time. They were going to show you how every organism consisted of its
somatic cells—just the cells and that was all. So they measured it and they
found they did not have a multipoint field. They had a unit-point field.
I mean, this shouldn't happen. Now you see here's—here are a lot of cells
and there's a heavy concentration of cells here and then there's other—a big
cell concentration here, and so forth. Well, here would be the point of this
magnetic field. Here would be the point of this magnetic field. Fields are
both in the same organism—demonstrate to you the lines of magnetic force,
there, are going to cross over. In other words, you're going to have a field
which has many sources—many sources in terms of points. This is the way it
should measure, but it doesn't measure that way.
If you measure it very sensitively, you get the cell field, the field that's
emanating from the cells. But there is a life field over this whole thing from
one point. They started measuring the magnetic field around a living organ-
ism such as a man and they found one point....
[Please note, at this point in the lecture a gap exists in the original
recording. We now rejoin the class where the lecture resumes.]
. . . one magnetic field. And they quickly tore up that set of data—tore
up that experiment—and performed it again and they found the same
answer. So they tore it up and they performed it again and they found the
same answer and they chucked in the sponge and said, "Obviously, it can't be
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so, so we haven't observed it!" But that's poor science, so they wrote it up
anyway to explain why they hadn't observed it.
But actual truth of the matter is that... Conducted a few experiments
along this line and I found out that there is not a multipoint field—there is
no unit-point field; there is nothing but a multipoint field. There is a point
for every cell. That's very interesting. This, by the way, is easy to test and
there is a lot of experimentation's got to go on in this field. But it means
simply that there is an overall sort of a life form.
You might say there's a big field. And how it's pinned to the organism,
why it's there, what it is, is for somebody else to answer. The point is, at the
moment of actual organism death—full death, so on—this field disappears
and you fall back on this field. Few minutes later—I think eight minutes
later—the red blood cells die; about ten minutes later, another blood cell
dies—another type of blood cell—and so on, down to fingernails, which last
about a year and a half. The body dies—minutes; and then some more of it
dies in an hour; and some more of it dies in a week; and some more of it dies
in two months. This is the cellular life which persists after the organism is
(quote) (unquote) "dead." Now, that's very interesting, isn't it? You've got all
these varying forms of death.
I'm indebted to that data to the medical examiner of the city of New
York who has the very, very proud reputation of having cut up more corpses
than any other man alive.
Now, when it comes to the individuality of an organism, one can postu-
late some very interesting things. He can postulate several kinds of evolution.
Here's one kind of evolution that starts in with the—you might say
monocell and goes up here to the organism—some very, very complex organ-
ism, like a biologist. Now, that's one chain of evolution. That would just say
the complexity and plan of the organism itself.
Now, it's a funny thing, but for every organism which has existed all the
way along this track—matter and energy of the physical universe have
evolved. They've changed. They have been changed by life. Today, chemists
find there are innumerable compounds which can be manufactured only by
life. But the cells manufacture these things; they are actually changing
matter and energy in space and time. So you have the cells making new
compounds and it leaves an actual physical universe evolution change. To
that degree these cells take on chemicals, put off other chemicals in other
forms; they pick up things, combine new elements, throw them away, discard
them. Man builds a railroad and abandons it; he's changing matter and
energy in space and time. It's the evolution of the physical universe. So, you
have over here—you have another universe, a physical universe evolution
chain. That evolution is taking place, too.
And you have another one over here, which is the unit organism evolu-
tion chain.
Now, we've been calling, in Dianetics, this life energy—just to give it a
symbol so it won't get mixed up with anything else—we call it theta. And
there's a theta evolution chain of some sort. I'm not quite sure what it is, but
it seems to exist there. As organisms go on and get more complex, evidently
the "theta body," you might say, becomes more complex. Life seems to have
been formed out of the whole stuff of life into individualities and those indi-
vidualities seem to travel along.
As soon as you get up to this level and you find that this data begins to
be supported by actual evidence and you look at it and you can sense, measure
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and experience this evidence, you begin to see that maybe you're dealing
with a system which is perhaps a little closer to workable than past systems.
We're not having to worry now about whether or not this is the human
soul or what is the behavior of the human soul or what is the fate of
it—nothing like that. That's—somebody else can worry about that. We just
know there is an energy there. We can prove there is an energy there.
The—that energy, life, in its individualized forms of the organism, stays
in pretty good alignment with the whole purpose of life except as the organ-
ism begins to be pounded around by the physical universe. And then you get
aberration; you get inefficiency; you get other things.
An organism is life plus the physical universe energy and matter. You
see your organism is this life force plus the physical universe form and you
get an organism. Now, this organism is a mobilized unit which has the pur-
pose of conquest and which goes on and attacks various projects in the
physical universe, to make more organisms, to fit the environment better so
that life can conquer it and so on and so on and so on.
And in the process you have practically every life form outliving its use-
fulness, practically every one of them.
I was telling you yesterday—last night about the horrors if there was no
death. Life comes in—call this conception—grows, comes up here to peak,
falls on off, goes over here to death. Here's entrance for theta; here's exit for
theta. The organism develops, the cadaver—the purely physical universe part
of the individual—just drops off and that's that. But in comes the theta,
goes through this cycle—growth, decay—and out he goes. A whole species
will go through this or just one man will.
Now, death is terrifically valuable because without death, you'd never
get a change of organism form. If you didn't scrap tanks, you'd still be fight-
ing with World War I tanks—God forbid if tanks lasted forever. So, there is a
certain destructibility which is desirable in any organism.
The theta part or the life energy part of the thing, evidently, in every
cycle picks up more knowledge about the physical universe. Now, that isn't
very esoteric; it just means that we know more about the science of physics
than Isaac Newton's generation did.
Knowledge is coming along in the whole culture. And a culture, by the
way, goes on this cycle, too. It's new, it develops a tremendous body of informa-
tion, it gets up here to the peak, then it coasts off and slides on down to
America, 1952. And the whole culture will go on this cycle or single organism
or the species—any one of these things.
Now, the point that I'm trying to make is that the theta does an evolu-
tion. It gets to know more and more and more about the physical universe it's
contacted. We have today atomic physics. That's a lot more than we knew
ten years ago or fifteen years ago. It is refining. But how does it get this
knowledge?
Well, here is a piece of physical universe and here's an organism and the
organism collides with the physical universe—you get an enturbulated area
there, the organism pulls back and it says, "Well, well, I'm not supposed to
run into fence posts." It's learned something. It's learned that when walking
toward a fence post one takes a step sideways in order to go around the fence
post and then one doesn't hit the fence post and one doesn't get a headache.
It's very simple and elementary, but that's the basic lesson. And that lesson
stays in the organism represented by stored pain.
Now, because organisms were pretty stupid before man came along and
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because man is not doing too badly right now, if you want to be charitable—
man is a thinking entity, but life before man wasn't.
A dog is a thinking entity to a very slight degree. He has a prefrontal
lobe. Prefrontal lobe is evidently the site of the consciousness, the site of
awareness, the site of the computation. And the dog has one about the size
of a pea. An elephant—an elephant has a pretty big one, great big one about
an—oh, I guess about a fifth the size of a man, something like that.
And here's man with this tremendous, great big frontal lobe. There's a
big—been a big jump there in evolution. Either we skipped a lot of them on
the way or something happened there. But man got up to a point where he
developed a brand-new method in evolution.
The dog runs along and he's tearing along as a puppy and he runs into
the fence post. And he steps sideways and goes around the fence post. The
next time he starts to run into the fence post he'll just start to get near the
fence post and he'll start to get pain at the last place he hit; it won't even
come into his consciousness but it'll just slightly agitate and he'll dive side-
ways and go around the fence post.
You take a dog and you're training him to do something. You do so-and-so
with him and if you keep working with him, interrupting the line between
his thinking process and his muscles, if you keep working his muscles instead
of letting his thinking process work his muscles, you'll get him into any kind
of a conditioning you want. You can turn a dog into a robot just that way. A
well-trained dog is actually a robot, whereby the master has interrupted the
dog's thinking process and the master's thinking process has been substituted
for it. You don't even have to do it with much punishment, but you've got to do it
with physical energy, so that when you say, "Sit," the dog doesn't say, "Let's
see—sit. That's a three-letter English word and the action means to squat down
on my haunches because I have watched other dogs do it." No, he doesn't do that.
His muscle response is, when you say, "Sit," he goes ptock! And the
reason he does that is because you have told him lots of times "Sit," and
you've made him sit.
"Sit." "Sit." And he finally gets to the point where you don't have to
touch him anymore. You say "Sit" and he feels your hands on him pushing
him down. He gets the sensation of being pushed down when you say "Sit."
So, to avoid the pain he sits down. I mean, he's just conditioned into it; that's
what you'd call conditioning.
Now, a man—a man has another gimmick, very interesting one, called
mimicry. A man learns by watching another man. A man doesn't have to be
punished into it and as a matter of fact, if he is punished into it and made
into this robot proposition with a dog, a man is very aberrated, because a
man was built evidently to learn by mimicry, not by punishment. His prefron-
tal lobes got up to the point where he could think things out so that he could
actually figure out. . .
The first time he ever tapped his forehead on anything—he walks up to
something, a fence post, and it goes boomp! Only he didn't even hit himself
very hard. He looks at it and he says, "You know, it's a funny thing but every
time I run into hard objects, I hurt. Hm. Now, that means that I should avoid
all hard objects in the future." So he does. He can extrapolate such tremen-
dous distances. He can—furthermore a dog will stand on the curb and watch
another dog be run over and would not learn the data that a dog gets run
over if he runs in the road. He could go out in the road then and he might get
run over, too.
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But a man can watch somebody walk out into the road and be hit and
then suddenly say, "No jaywalking for me! Completely aside from tickets, it's
not healthy."
There's the difference of learning process. A man's learning process is
tremendously extended and, as such, man does not any longer have the need
of this stored pain.
Psychologists, working with and observing dogs and watching dogs go on
stimulus-response on pain, erroneously conceived the fact that a man was
trained only by pain. A man is aberrated only by pain, because a man will
fight till the last dog is vivisected to retain control of himself in his environ-
ment and he'll really fight to try to accomplish that.
The urge toward self-determinism is so strong in a man that it takes two
or three years in the army to break it down. It's really rough. You have to do
the most fantastic things to a human being to let him give up some of his
self-determinism.
Of course, you get a society that's very constricted, it's very aberrated,
that believes that an individual has to be beaten and pounded and punished
into being a social animal, that has developed a whole field of learning which
depends wholly upon punishment drive—"Men have to be punished in order
to make them good"—and then never observed the fact that the more you
punished a man the worse he got. I mean, they've had 50,000 years to observe
this fact and never observed it!
You know, I'm—next time I see a psychiatrist, I'm going to ask him to let
me in on his next "cure" of one of his patients so I can take a look at the
prefrontal lobe and find out if it could possibly develop much further. Because
it's got to develop a little bit further, because there's some stupidities along
the line which really don't entitle man yet to the title of sentient, thinking
being, because some of these things are very thoughtless.
What's the best thing to do with a criminal? Well, put him in jail. Well,
that's recent, that's recent. What was the best thing to do with a criminal a
century ago? Whip him. Corporal punishment. And then never observe that
after you've whipped a criminal, he became more criminal.
In 1780 there was a tremendous upsurge of crime in England. It followed
immediately on the heels of the introduction of corporal punishment to a
degree which had never before been accomplished in England. A man would
go out on the street—economics were bad—and a man would go out on the
street and he'd pick up a slice of bread or something like that off a counter
and run with it. Well, he'd hang. A fellow'd go out on the highroad and stop a
traveler and do a little more than pass the time of day and he would be hung,
drawn and quartered! That was kind of rubbing it in.
And they executed people, they put them in stocks, they beat them with
whips. The—they were unable to keep their navy in good order or get volun-
teers for the navy, so they introduced and used lavishly the cat-o'-nine-tails,
until a failure of a seaman to properly use the right word to an officer—
imagine that—would cause him to be lashed to a grating and given twelve with
the cat, which would, of course, put him in bed for days because twelve with the
cat would lay open the flesh and show his spine to the air.
And that was the period of the greatest amount of crime in England.
And the more they punished, the worse it got. And they kept right on punishing.
We do that in America today. You get a little kid and he's rather rebel-
lious. Somehow or other they—nobody quite notices the point where this kid
starts to turn bad. And the kid goes up and he starts to tear off wallpaper
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and he goes around and he pulls all of Mama's dresses down off the coat
hooks and cuts them up with a pair of scissors; and every time he does one of
these tricks he gets punished.
So, the next time he operates on it, he makes sure he gets only the best
dresses and he pulls those down and he cuts them up only with the sharpest
scissors. And if you work on this kid enough, you can get him up to the point
where he will commit these crimes deviously enough so that he can't be
detected but that the crimes are eight or nine times as bad. He's really win-
ning then.
Man almost refuses to be driven out of his heritage or his mission, his
overall mission of—given him by life—to conquer the physical universe. He
can be driven down away from it, he can be disassociated from it to some
degree and he can be badly "malconcentrated" on his subject, but to drive
him completely off of it is to drive him insane.
That's actually the only thing wrong, you would say, with the insane.
They have lost any ability they might have had to control their environment
to conquer the physical universe. If you remember that in treating a psy-
chotic, by the way, you auditors, you can really start laying stuff out. You
could say immediately, "Well, here we've got this fellow—let's see, standard
psychiatric treatment: we've got him in cuffs, we've got him in restraints,
we've got him in a small cell and everybody comes in and they slap him. Is
there anything wrong with this in the treatment of psychosis?"
And you say, "Well, in view of the fact that it was too much restraint in
the first place that drove him psychotic, I wonder what would happen if we
took the cuffs off of him?"
They find that out, by the way, the governor of Minnesota or Wisconsin
or someplace up there had—issued an order one day. And he had to say it, I
think, about five times and threaten about—and fire about twelve guys before
he finally got it into effect. But in the state institution he had all restraints
removed—all restraints, all cuffs and everything. And everybody that had
anything to do with psychotics up at that time said, "If you do this—if you do
this, that's going to finish everything. I mean, they'll just go around and
they'll murder all the keepers—" and they'd have a lot of bad incidents in this
institution. They took off all the restraints, they took off all these muffs and
they opened a lot of cell doors that hadn't been opened before. And the turbu-
lence in this asylum went right down; it got to be calm. And once in a while
they could even discharge a patient as well, which they hadn't been able to do
before. Removing restraints.
It's restraint, in other words. It's telling the person that he has no right
to conquer the physical universe. It's denying him part of the mission of life
and denying him part in—of groups' missions in conquering the physical uni-
verse that drives him down, disassociates him from his fellows and that
finally will put him in an aberrated state. You put him into too much of an
aberrated state about that, life will then start removing him. He becomes
destructive; he goes on down, goes out the bottom.
This is the cycle on which life might be said to be engaged, this cycle of:
he comes up here till he's effective, then he can no longer affect the physical
universe around him, on out. But this can happen at any point in the career.
The age of the organism should not be postulated on how many years this
organism's got to go, because that will only tell you what will be his usual—
his physical decay if no other factors enter.
You take into consideration this fact of: at that time when he ceases to
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be able to adequately effect change or conquest of the physical universe
around him, he will then decline rapidly and die. If you take that, you can
see a child lose it at the age of nine, you know he'll be—probably be—unless
something strange happens, some terrific miracle happens—he'll be dead by
the time he's twelve. It doesn't matter that he's now only nine.
By accident, by illness, by any one of a thousand factors in a complex
society, he will accomplish demise. That's a very funny thing, but you can go
out and you can watch this. They lose the belief in the ability to affect the
physical universe and they're asked to hand in their checks right there—by
suicide, by—oh, the fellow doesn't have any appetite all of a sudden; he
doesn't like to eat. He sits around. He imagines a bug comes along, that this
bug is going to smi—bacteria is very lethal. Somebody says it isn't, but he
insists that it is and he'll up and die from it. It's really wonderful.
If you want some data on this, take the obituary column of a paper. You
know, there is nothing like looking at the real universe. It's all very well to go
and find a book, but I never saw a book yet that wasn't just a small part of
the physical universe. It was a—it's a rectangular—it's a "rectahedron" with
a lot of black and symbols on it. But that's the only part of the physical
universe it is. Maybe the table sitting alongside of it, if you looked at it
squarely, would tell you more about the physical universe than all the books
there are stacked on it.
Go and get an obituary column—look in the obituary column—and if
you really want to go about and do some research, you have to do strange
things like this. You don't want to go and find out what somebody has written
happens, you don't want to go find that out because he might not have
observed it correctly. Let's find out first-hand and call up the widow.
"So sorry to hear that John was dead."
"Oh, did you know him?"
"Yes. I haven't seen him for a number of years. What happened to him?"
"Well, it was after his business failure. I always told him it would be his
business failure that would be his downfall. I told him he ought to've sold
that business."
"How long ago was this?"
"Oh, it was about two years ago."
"Well, what happened?"
"Well—oh, didn't you hear about it? His partner cheated him and ran
away with all the money. He couldn't start up another business, he said. I
told him he could start up another business, but he said he wouldn't be able
to. He said he guessed that was too much and I guess it was the fact that he
was a friend of the fellow—but anyway, a couple of years ago. And he never
really was right since. Maybe it's better off that he was dead."
Call up Bill and Suzie and Agnes and the other names in the obit
column. Unless they've been riding with an accident-prone in an automobile
that swerved sideways and ran into another automobile driven by another
accident-prone and got themselves involved as secondary effect on a couple of
life rejections, you'll find the same story.
Here was a peak; physical universe conquest can now not be effected any
longer and whoooh! Maybe it sometimes takes as long as three years, but if
anybody is knocking together life insurance statistics and he doesn't pay
attention to this one, his statistics won't be very correct, all due respect to
National Casualty.
Got some friends over at National Casualty—I was over there inspecting
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a few things. I was astonished to find out a couple of things that—some of the
most dangerous professions in the world. They were smiling. They are practi-
cally noninsurable, they said, and they were smiling about it because the
funny part of it was—is the longevity of people engaged in those professions
was fantastic, but they were awfully dangerous. There were lots of accidents
in those things. The liability toward death was tremendous.
But you know what they were talking about? They were talking about
deep-sea divers and test pilots. Well, every once in a while a—there was a
fellow by the name of Hubbard, another Hubbard. He was Boeing's test pilot
up in Seattle and he became an innocent bystander to one of these accident-
prone affairs. An army pilot on the first B-17 that was sold to the army was
checked over by Hubbard. Hubbard was standing in the aisle behind him and
he said, "Now, you've got her all checked out. Now, you've got that whole list
checked, haven't you?" He was turning the plane over to the army. He had
been flying it successfully for a long time. And the army boy said, "Oh yes,
we got it all checked out." And they taxied down the runway and they took
off at the end of the runway, only they didn't take off. They had checked out
everything but the control lock. And that plane had hurtled down the runway
at umpteen—God knows how many miles an hour, and its controls were still
locked. And that was the first B-17 that was to be delivered to the army. And
he lingered for about three days and died. But there, he was a secondary
cause.
The point is, deep-sea divers, test pilots—these people—look at the tre-
mendous amount of physical universe these boys are up against. They don't
think anything—nowadays a test pilot—I suppose that most of these test
pilots have kicked around 600 miles an hour in level flight and so on. Look at
the physical universe he's got his hands on. The mortality rate is not very
high amongst test pilots. It sure sounds awful good and it reads good and all
that sort of thing.
But gosh, this fellow is really conquering mest. And you talk to these
boys, their elan is way up. But unfortunately, these guys live in the vicinity of
lots of boys that are on the other side of a life rejection. They have to trust.
It's a wonderful thing how their personality—you might say, their own per-
sistence in life—will repair carburetors, put together broken crankshafts ten
thousand feet in the air. Planes come in that never should come in. Things
happen that never, by any possible chance, should happen—and yet these
boys will come out of it alive. And then some morning some mechanic will
have a fight with his wife, come out, fix the motor, fix something, fix it all
up—nice death trap, see? He walks off, test pilot gets into it—whhsht!—
boom! Of course the mechanic does it to the test pilot because he's the guy
that's doing something dangerous. So he can really effect some death there.
These people, then, not only get over the top of the hump here and
become life rejects—more or less slowly, some of them, some of them rapidly,
but they become life-reject potentials or rejected organisms from life—but
they will seem to have a mission of looking around them and finding out how
many other organisms they can reject from life and how much other havoc
that they can bring and destroy. Very interesting thing to observe—the conta-
gion of this sort of thing—as though a person who goes over the hump then
has a mission of taking four more out with him. That's a very, very crude
example. I'm not trying to give that to you as any really basic scientific lore.
But I've watched enough of these dangerous professions—I wrote a series of
stories about them one time just to get up close to them and those boys really
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fascinated me. What they can live through! And inevitably, it will be some-
body who has nothing to do with them, really, who really shouldn't be around
them, that will cause their death. They are in a position where death can be
caused.
I remember—I remember walking up to the top of a very high skyscraper
to interview a steeplejack. And I looked over the edge of the window and he
was out there—he was repairing a flagpole and so forth—and I was way back
from the window and "How do you like your job?" see? And I—wind blowing
out there—I couldn't hear him, you know. And I get a little closer and he got
impatient about this thing. Finally he says, "Come on out!"
So I said, "Well, no, I'll wait till you get lunch," and he says, "WHAT?"
very impatiently. Well, I didn't want him to think I was yellow so I got over to
a point—to a point where I could put my hand on this sill but that was about
as far as I would go. And he came over and he stood on this little ledge and
he said, "What'd you want?" And I said, "How do you like your job?"
And he said, "What the hell are you talking about? You a newspaper guy
or something?" I said, "Yeah, I'm a newspaper guy." He said, "Well, you don't
know anything about this job. Now, do you have a few thrills?" he says, "Come
on out." And he grabs ahold of my arm, see. And I step over this sill... The
wild enthusiasm of these people is wonderful!
If it weren't for accident-prones around them, I swear they'd all live
forever.
Let's take a little break and carry on with it after the intermission.
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The second part of this talk is concerning the parts of the mind, function
of the mind, purpose of the mind.
Mind is an organism—I mean it's an organism within an organism—
which turns out computations relating to survival.
The human mind is differentiated from the human brain. The human
brain is a bunch of neurons and axons and bones and sinews and other things
nobody knows anything about.
But the Greeks thought the mind was in the stomach. As far as I know
it still is. I know I haven't been able to resolve the—get it straight in my
mind where the mind actually locates. It might be operated wholly and com-
pletely from a subpost which is out near Alpha Centauri for all I know.
I know that if you cut up the human brain in some fashion or other—
give it psychiatric treatment of any kind, it goes out of operation. It doesn't
function anymore.
So, it's obvious that cutting into these axons and neurons, and so forth,
has a tendency to discontinue certain conduits. That we're fairly certain of.
But of course, we can't be certain thought is taking place just because
thought interrupts.
You see, there could be an army at town A and an army at town B and
the army at A and the army at B might be in communication with each other
through a switchboard at sea. And if you go in and bomb the switchboard at
sea, then these two armies would apparently not be coordinating.
So, all you'd have to do is just cut out the switchboard or as a matter of
fact, cut their telegraph lines most anyplace and they'd go out of contact with
each other and you would get the same effect as no computation.
So, it wouldn't necessarily follow that the brain does thinking. It doesn't
necessarily follow.
Doesn't necessarily follow that it doesn't either. I mean, it's just one of
those questions that had better be left open till we really know something
about it. There are too many—too many people in the past have been prone
to close a book on a subject and say, "Well, that's all there is, boys and any-
body that thinks any other way after this is immediately going to be stood up
against the nearest wall and shot." And it has a tendency to stultify thought.
Now, the mind then could be most anyplace but we can at least postulate
its working principle. The mind perceives, poses and resolves problems relat-
ing to survival of the organism along all of its dynamics. The mind in a good
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working state, in good condition, has a definition evidently of an optimum
solution. An optimum solution would be that solution which answers the
major survival for each one of the dynamics.
In other words, an optimum solution would be something that would
postulate the highest level of survival for the individual, the future, his
family, his children, the group, mankind, life in general, the physical uni-
verse, life itself and so forth. That would be an optimum solution.
The solution falls away from being optimum at any place where it leaves
out of the computation the best interests of any dynamic. And the survival of
the organism is lessened to the degree that it fails to take into account the
right to survival along any one dynamic. There's an active ratio there.
So you see, actually education could inhibit survival. Lack of it could
inhibit survival but also inability through one cause or another to compute
along certain lines would be ... Here's another case of "Do not send to find
for whom the bell tolls; it tolls for thee."
There was a wonderful book written one time called—I think it was The
Case of Sergeant Grescha or Grischa. It had to do with the fall of the German
Empire. The fall of the German Empire was postulated to have occurred with
the German army's arbitrary execution of a Russian soldier by the name of
Grischa. He had not sinned against the German state in any way. It was
totally unjust that he was executed through the indolence, incompetence of
various German officers, so forth. And it builds this whole thing up into the
old rhyme, "For want of a nail the shoe was lost, for want of a shoe the horse
was lost, for want of a horse the rider was lost, for want of the rider the
battle was lost and all for the want of a horseshoe nail."
Well, interesting example of the state forgetting or overriding the rights
of one human being with terrific consequences because the death of Grischa,
by the way, was historical—World War I—it evidently actually occurred—and
I know that it did cause riots, not only amongst the Russian soldiers, but
caused riots amongst the German troops. And a lot of smoke occurred
through the death of one person who was wronged.
Now, in such a way you would not think that because A denies or over-
looks the computation relating to man as a whole—all of men, just on that
dynamic—that he'd overlook a computation relating to that, that he has
reduced his own survival any. But believe me, he has.
Actually, one can overlook the computation at any point all the way on
up and the solution is not perfect. A perfect solution would be one which gave
infinite survival to every—everything connected with every dynamic. If a
perfect solution ever came up, you would immediately probably postulate and
set up life immortal forever and the physical universe would go on forever—
something like Einstein's "If you get up to the speed of light you become
bigger than the universe." I mean, one of those impossibles.
Just as death—if anyone reached complete death—if he died all the way,
then the whole universe would die. Or if anybody was one hundred percent
wrong—same thing, you see. How wrong can you get? Dead. To be a hundred
percent wrong on a solution, it would be the end of the physical universe, the
end of everything if he was really a hundred percent wrong. He couldn't be a
hundred percent wrong. Nothing could be.
But here is the purpose of the mind and here is the way it functions. The
imagination postulates wide large goals—desirable goals—and the mind resolves
problems to attain those goals. The imagination is very important in this.
Now, here's where we have something that can't be made too simple.
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Here's the equation of thought. Here's pain and here is pleasure.
Now, pleasure can be defined as the attainment or the act of obtaining a
pleasurable goal or a survival goal. That which is—assists survival—if it
really assists survival—it is pleasurable.
The approach toward a survival goal gives pleasure. A pleasure which is
an immoral pleasure is one which gives more pain than it gives survival. It's
a survival goal which is going to cause more pain than—it becomes forbidden
in the society. It's immoral.
Now, here's pain, here's pleasure. The mind works on the idea that
the—it avoids pain! And a human mind will avoid pain along all of the
dynamics for all of the dynamics possible in its vicinity. It avoids pain and it
seeks pleasure. In other words, it seeks survival—high survival goals, and so
on. You've got a double vector leading away from pain. Well, it'll compute
quite rapidly in this direction.
The first symptom that it is aberrated comes here—that it approaches
less and less and less pleasure. And its aberration or its inability—its
increasing inability to think is cut off dead.
Now, this all may happen in an instant. An 88-millimeter shell hits the
fellow in the brisket and this happens, pssh! Or it may happen over a life-
time: year by year, by year, by year. A person obtains less and less survival.
He attempts to obtain survival less and less and he attempts more and more
to avoid pain, but he sees more pain to avoid. Until he can get to a point
where he sees nothing but pain and sees no pleasure in survival, at which
time he will find some way or other to pass in his chips.
Very simple how this takes place. Here's the mind. It's a process of
thinking—very simple one. It's so idiotically simple it doesn't seem possible it
could have been overlooked. And yet it evidently has pretty thoroughly been.
The mind gathers data. We're having a good time around here collecting
how many perceptics are there, how many ways of communication are there
with the material universe. And got up to forty without any trouble and kept
on going. I don't know, there may be about seventy-five perceptions.
Sight, depth perception, color perception, sound, tone, volume, pitch,
touch, smell—all of these things are channels by which one perceives the
material universe. Muscular tension, gravity, joint position, saline content of
the blood—oh, there's this tremendous list of these things. It's the way the
body, mind, so forth, contact the physical universe.
Now, when it makes a contact with a sense perception, that is regis-
tered. If it's registered at a moment of pleasure, it becomes a pleasurable
registry. If it is registered in a moment of pain—and don't think just because
you can't remember every moment of pain that you have ever felt that you
can't—that it isn't registered. Believe me, any auditor can show you differ-
ently. It's registered! So, if this registry takes place during a moment of pain,
it is classified as a painful registry. If it's an intermediate registry, it is just
a null—doesn't matter much. But it's recorded anyway.
Here's this tremendous bundle of perceptics. Tremendous number of
channels from the "I"—the awareness of awareness of the mind—looking out
into the physical universe through all of these channels and registering
everything perceived second, by second, by second, by second.
As a matter of fact, the registry is much better than second by second.
It's registered—sight for instance is registered about every twenty-fifth of a
second. Sight is about the same speed as a Brownie camera. I know, I made
a series of tests of it in college.
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I found out nobody had tested how fast sight traveled. I wanted to know
why the mind found it necessary to blur an object. An object went fast and
the mind—it'd blur to the mind. At what speed did it blur? And obviously the
mind was operating on some kind of a convulsive shutter system if it permit-
ted anything to blur. What's the speed of transmission of the light wave from
the iris back to the—whatever it registers on in the mind? It's twenty-fifth of
a second. It's about the same as a box camera.
Now, there's touch—all these things. They're all recorded. So we'd say
that—you might say every twenty-fifth of a second should have a full record-
ing. You certainly have a full recording of sight every twenty-fifth of a second.
And it's registered and there it is—on file. From there on out it's on file.
Man made the mistake that just because "I" couldn't recover the data
that he had stored, that it hadn't been stored. That's not true. It had been stored
even though "I" could not recover it. Because we have ways and means in
Dianetics by which this stuff can be recovered and it is found to be recoverable.
So, we have in the mind what is called a time track and that's all these
perceptics. Oh, heavens! Well, however many of them there are; call it fifty
for the moment. And here's a twenty-fifth of a second: that line. Here's
another twenty-fifth of a second; here's another twenty-fifth. In other words,
everything that is smelled, touched, seen, heard in the environment comes in
and is registered. Complete record being made. That record goes on continu-
ally, evidently from conception to death. It's a rather terrific record.
It's filed according to—in two files at least. Now, we were counting up
files, by the way. It seems that the reactive mind or the unconsciousness
section of the mind, and so forth, has about twenty duplicate files. Nature is
very, very splendid when it comes to numbers. It's like she breeds herring. I
mean, she doesn't care how many times she duplicates these files. It seems to
be completely unlimited.
There are at least two analytical files. At least two complete analytical
files. So these things are probably not only recording, but carbon copies of
them are being refiled. An intricate system but very simple in its essence.
Here's sight. Every twenty-fifth of a second, sight is being recorded on
this tape. Now, it's a funny thing, but that's—sight is recorded whether one
can see or not. If one can't see, it's recorded black. See, even seeing blackness
is seeing. So that there is all of this recording takes place and it's all on file.
Now, this associates itself with attaining pleasure and avoiding pain and
it gets into combinations—combinations. And out of these combinations
thought takes place.
The thought is: perception of object. Perception of object—this object is
an A. All right. We perceive an A. We have 9,000,685,326 files which say that
A is null, neither pain nor pleasure. But we have 42 files that say it's very
painful. So, A is something we'd better leave alone, even though so many
times it's been innocuous. But maybe that isn't good enough. It's only when A
is purple—we've got a color perception that comes in there—it's only when
A is purple and the odor of heliotrope is in the air that A is dangerous. And
we can go on with these other perceptics so that we can get the moments
when A is dangerous.
Now, A is then classified, so one does thinking about A. "Is A of any
danger to me? What is my state of being?"
Now, it so happens that A is a cat. A is a cat and there are a lot of
perceptions there that say cats are dangerous. Way back on the time track
there's a whole bunch of perceptions in there and they all have to do with
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being clawed in the face and having the chest sat on when one is in a crib.
Cats are particularly dangerous when the smell of milk and baby powder are
mixed and the flavor of milk is in the mouth. Then cats are really dangerous.
However, let's just change the environment here a little bit and let's put
the hunger index way up. And perception of food, any other food—zero. Cat's
dangerous. Yeah, but here we're getting back to the psychologist and the elec-
tric grill that the rat has to cross. Because if—no matter how dangerous that
cat may seem, why, a fellow gets hungry enough and the perceptics agree in
other quarters, he'll take mister cat and spit him and roast him just as quick
as scat!
Matter of fact, I read a most beautiful story about the Siege of Vicks-
burg. It was written by a Confederate in the last issue of the paper printed
before Vicksburg fell to the Union. And I swear, in those days they really
must have been up on the Tone Scale. Because they knew that Vicksburg was
surrendering in the morning and yet they got out the issue of this paper and
they repeated this tremendous banquet. All done up with this great banquet
that they had the night before Grant's troops were to march in, and so on.
And it had to do with the procurement and roasting—the fortuitous
procurement—and the epicurean roasting of a cat. And they—three officers
dined upon cat and this was the banquet and it was probably the only dinner
eaten that night in Vicksburg.
So, the mind goes on, it has all these tremendous numbers of classifica-
tions and it comes to a decision very simply evidently, with what's known as
Boolean algebra but we needn't break our necks on that. It's merely—Boolean
algebra is a method of figuring out a way to ask a question of the material
universe and the organism, which can be answered yes or no. And of course,
if it falls in the middle, it's maybe. So all these things are set up.
Is A dangerous? It falls in the middle—yes or no? So well, what other
factors are there here where we can get a yes or no? And finally, the scanners
in the mind will sweep around—the perceptions, and so forth, will sweep
around till they finally pick up something on which they can get, "Is this
dangerous?" "No," it'll say. Then they get another one, "No, it's not dangerous,"
"No, it's not dangerous," "No, no, no, no." And then with those we get, "Yes,
yes, yes," but then we've got 185 noes and we've got three yeses, so it's obviously
"No." And all this happens in a few milliseconds.
The process of thought is the process, then, of perception, registry and
recall. One perceives the material universe and the organisms around him.
He files it for future reference and as his index files begin to build up, then
all of his new perceptions become more meaningful because they are classi-
fied against his old perceptions. And then he can call these things up and by
adjudication of "Yes" and "No," he can reach a conclusion. And that even goes
out to the point of getting a tremendously imaginative creative picture of the
future.
Oh, it—the mind is fantastic, what it can do. By the way, Boolean alge-
bra, this "Yes-No" system, is used on telephone switchboards. If you don't
think that man doesn't try to get complex sometimes, you ought to look at
some of these big master switchboards that go into these big city automatic
systems. And those things run on Boolean algebra.
And you dial a number one place and there are certain trunks—they're
shunted here and there. And it's just a scanner that hunts down the board
and looks for, "Is 'yes' greater than 'no' or is 'no' greater than 'yes'? Is 'yes'
greater than 'no,' 'no' greater than 'yes'?" And that scanner just goes down

45
46

14 AUGUST 1951
the board like that, finds your—just by yes, no, yes, no, yes, no, yes, no, yes—a
hole! Because we've got more noes over here than we have yeses, that means
there's going to be an outlet here. And it'll just plug right straight in that
way and that happens—in Wichita that happens six times for every tele-
phone number you call—that whole search of the central switchboard system
takes place. And it just takes place—pshwhh-pshwhh—flow.
And you can watch that apparatus by which they will—they hunt, and so
forth. That isn't the one that is doing the Boolean algebra scanning. That is
directed by the scanner that's way back off someplace or other. And they've
got some of those—they've got one of those at Ma Bell that would—is capable
actually of handling all of the long-distance calls in the country. They were
going to install it up here around Kansas City someplace on their new micro-
wave system. It would search, simultaneously, thousands of lines, for
thousands of calls, simultaneously, without ever making a mistake and it was
all done on "yes" and "no" and Boolean algebra.
So, this stuff can get complicated. You can see how all thought will derive
just straight from "yes" and "no."
"Am I alive?"
"Yes-no. Well, yes."
"Am I hungry?"
"Yes-no?"
It's all a postulation. Now, the postulation of the question is done by the
physical condition, which was in a condition before when something or other
happened. So, you've got a current physical condition and you've got a current
perception in the environment. These two compare and they give solutions.
It's wonderful how this works out.
Well, when there's too much pain occurs in all this—too much pain
happens—the perception of pain is too great, you get—let us say the whole
mind is operating on negative charges, you'll suddenly get a positive charge
on the scanner.
Let's say here's—here are all these "yes-no's," and they are filed with a
negative charge and they're being swept with the scanner. All right. Only
here's a big pain charge.
Now, you've watched television. Did you ever see the scanner start jump-
ing on television? It'll start sweeping across, it'll sweep this very nicely. But,
it'll hit a point where I think it's a positive point of electricity. The scanner,
as it goes—the beam as it comes through there gets a reverse charge sud-
denly, some microscopic reverse charge on the oscilloscope, and the beam,
then, starts skipping. And you'll see the whole picture distort because the
wrong particle of charge is on the inside of that oscilloscope.
In other words, the scanner perception of "I"—operating as a scanner
you would see—would not hit this charge. In other words, it would be
occluded.
So, where you have heavy, very heavy, pain charges, it's like having
negative electricity on the thing and it becomes occluded. And these percep-
tions in the bank won't scan. It'll just avoid it. But that's what it's saying to
the organism.
It's saying, "Avoid this thing. Not only don't go near it, but don't even
think about it and don't let the scanner go over it." And it all produces from
the mechanical sweep of just a positive charge where a negative charge
should be.
So, this thing has a pain index in there and you get a sweep and all of a
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sudden, you've got an occlusion. You also have a blocking of the motor con-
trols, simultaneously. The second you get an occlusion there's a blockage of
the motor controls and the impulse toward an object is interrupted and an
impulse away from it begins. That is stimulus-response, on thought level.
Actually, very simple.
Now, the mind functions well according to its capabilities in a direct
ratio that its banks are open. This does not mean, however, that a person is
as energetic as he is unoccluded. It doesn't mean that because all of his banks
are available to him necessarily that he's energetic. Because people have dif-
ferent endowments of life.
One chap measured the brain and he figured out that as far as electrical
energy was concerned, the brain was running on 2.4 watts. Having looked
over a few minds, I would say that I don't know which ones he measured. He
probably got an average of many readings many places.
Probability is that it goes from about—if you're going to measure
watts—it probably goes from one to five. There is an individual who can be
tremendously occluded and who can have an enormous persistence. Believe
me, he's really going it blind, though. He has this tremendous persistence;
he's very occluded. And you can have people who are wide open and whose
persistence is just nothing.
You get a person's occlusions mopped up and you get those out of the
way and with this tremendous force that he has too, why, he takes off like a
rocket ship. But a person can still have a lot of pain on the bank and be
effective, is what I'm trying to say. But it's only in ratio to how much persistence
he has in life anyway.
So, you can have a person who is operating—practically every sweep of
the scanner will hit—look at the objects in the area and say, "Dangerous
object, dangerous object, dangerous object." That's just his sight scanner,
intervals of danger. It's registered, by the way, and then scanned. One isn't
getting direct computation. It's registered and scanned, registered and
scanned. It's an indirect sight, in other words.
And the whole physical universe can start picking up these things.
It's only when he is unable to make up his mind. Now, this would be in a
case where he sweeps over the bank one time and it says, "Microphone—
dangerous." And it sweeps over the next tier of banks having to do with—
because he's got another scanner now that goes to work and it scans up all
—the whole subject of microphones, run the whole subject of microphones—
"Why is this microphone dangerous?"—doing that continually. All right. And
it says, "Microphone—safe, microphone—dangerous, microphone—safe,
microphone—dangerous, microphone—safe." He's got instances when micro-
phones were dangerous, instances when they were safe and he's got the
quantity of safety of microphones and the quantity of danger of microphones
and they start balancing. He starts hanging up on an overall "maybe." The
whole computation keeps coming out "maybe" on the subject of microphones.
He develops what you call an anxiety about microphones.
Now, the microphone becomes a symbol, too, for the address and prox—to
and the proximity of other human beings. It becomes a symbol of communica-
tion, so it's got many instances behind it that are highly complex. But if it
starts falling out into the "maybe" range, he can't get up to the point where
necessity level says, "I've got to," and yet he can't quite leave it alone, he's
anxious about microphones. He's got to have the thing, but he can't get away
from it; but he's got to get away from it because he can't have it.
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When a fellow starts to build up to the point where floors are uniformly
more dangerous than they are safe, when floors are uniformly safer than
they are dangerous; when chairs are uniformly safer than they are danger-
ous, when chairs are uniformly more dangerous than they are safe; when it is
dangerous to breathe air and not dangerous to breathe air; when it's danger-
ous to have light, but not dangerous to have light; when it's dangerous to
touch anything, but dangerous not to touch anything, you have this fellow
hanging fire in the "maybe" category all up and down the bank. Everything
he requires in his life for survival has fifty percent a nonsurvival value. So
it's fifty percent nonsurvival, fifty percent survival—these objects in his life.
So, he'll start to balance off. The physical universe has become too painful to
him for him to make up his mind. There you have indecision.
Now, he can start unbalancing on that where everything is more danger-
ous than it is safe. And he starts balancing over on the registry where things
are much more dangerous than they are safe and therefore, you don't dare
touch anything, you don't dare go anyplace, you don't dare do anything, you
don't dare eat, you don't dare do that, you don't dare do anything else—you've
just fallen down the Tone Scale and death is the out at the bottom. That's
psychotic. It's a lot of things. That's getting arthritis or schizophrenia. The
body can go that way, the mind can go—it doesn't matter; they're trying to go
on out through the bottom into death.
The overall computation, then, is the same all the way along the line.
But where we have quantity of pain, enormous quantity of pain involved, we
get a lot of perceptions wrapped up in areas which don't dare be approached
because it's too painful to approach that area—the scanner can't hit that
area; you're supposed to leave that thing alone in the environment—and the
first pain is the first disconnect with affinity with the material universe and
organisms.
And as pain begins to compound in the organism and as life becomes
more and more painful, as the persistence of life is more and more impeded
by having to go up against objects . .. Survival says, "I have to tackle this
microphone," and yet the microphone is—all up and down the bank, the
microphone is simply a symbol of death. It says, "Microphones are terribly
dangerous. You can't..." and the guy still overcomes it. And he's still got
drive enough, he can talk into a microphone.
But one day he'll persist and all of a sudden the whole house of cards
will fall down. And then microphones are so painful he's licked. There, you
see, he's passed that crest. He can no longer handle his environment. No
longer being able to handle his environment—the environment is too danger-
ous for him; he can't manhandle it around—so the organism will do an exit and
life will go on and get another organism. That's the process of deterioration.
Now, the stages of reaction to the physical universe can be labeled with
precision. The amount of pain—physical pain that has been suffered—the
amount of repulsion the environment has done for the individual, the amount
of rejection, brings about, evidently, an energy constant. Energy recordings
of pain, let us say, are fifty percent and energy recordings of pleasure are
fifty percent—you've got a person that is not too far down the Tone Scale. He
can still work. He's up around boredom, usually.
And then you get—start to get heavier, painful rejection charge on the
bank. You see, the ability to obtain pleasure—or that part of the mental
energy which can sight pleasure—is getting less and less; and that part
which contains pain and which will be attracted toward pain contains more
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and more, until you get an organism which starts to harmonize only with
pain and only seldom with anything like pleasure. That's below 2.0, which is
the break point on the Tone Scale. And this is very sharply quantitative with
all organisms, evidently, so that you can predict from the ratio of survival
energy in the individual and nonsurvival energy in the individual how much
he'll survive. And you'll get a constancy of reaction. Now, there's the Tone Scale.
The personality of an individual actually is composed of concentration on
one particular valence—good structure on something or other. You take a
fellow who is a golf champ, his structure for coordination and his general
muscular structure is excellent. He's got certain talent, in other words. Now,
his nutrition is such—this will have a bearing on his personality again by
having a bearing on his structure. His early training—that is, what the whole
environment has done to him we include under training—that will lodge
certain charges on the bank, one way or the other. And then you get his
experience.
In other words, we've got a genetic, we've got a nutritional and we've got
an experience-educational—three sets of factors there which regulate what
the particular personality will be. This personality can vary very greatly
from person to person because the experience, the genetics—these things
amongst people are very different.
But we get a constancy when it comes to the amount of enturbulence or
the amount of pain energy there is on a bank compared to the amount of
pleasure energy there is on a bank. And that's quite solid.
There is evidently another endowment which is very interesting and that
is the life force endowment. One organism is apparently less or more alive
than another organism. It's somehow or other a quantitative thing.
I looked up in Thomas Jefferson to make sure that I was right about
this, but he said, "All men are created with equal rights." All men are a long
way from equal, but some are more equal than others.
We have tremendous differences in the endowments of individuals. Not
only the structural endowment, the experience endowment, but there seems
to be a life force endowment. And there is a lot more about that endowment
than I would care to have to tell you about in this series of lectures.
We'll take up next time what has become, really, a backbone in Dianetics:
affinity, communication and reality—what reality really is. Everybody says,
"Let's face reality." Nobody has told anyone what it was so that they could
face it up till now.
Thank you very much.
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Good evening.
I want you to pay very close attention to the lecture tonight—very close
attention. I am going to give you a talk on how you talk about the Tone Scale
to people who don't know anything about Dianetics.
I will probably use Dianetic terminology to a marked degree, but with
enough double talk in betwixt and so forth to make it comprehensible.
This lecture—if my somewhat exhausted brains will let me do it—I'll try
to make this a tape model description from which can be extrapolated a
course on human evaluation.
When I say my somewhat depleted and dilapidated brains, I don't happen
to be joking. In the past week I've turned out a book and I didn't realize this
till yesterday and I went into a near state of shock realizing that I had been
working on it just a little bit over a week. And I didn't really realize it today
when the Linotype operator had been keeping up with me. And the book is
practically sliding off of the presses at this moment and it was only started a
few days ago. This speed is something that doesn't happen very often.
Want to give you a little local news on this book, by the way.
This book is Self Analysis. It contains Tone Scale charts by which a
person can put himself on the Tone Scale if he's dumb enough to do so. But
there's still an out; it still depends in these tests on his judgment so that he
can still welsh out of it. And it contains about a thousand questions in various
categories and types of Validation mest Straightwire which resolve valence
problems, invalidation cases, occluded cases and even resolves cases that are
afraid of the weather.
This very interesting conglomeration of questions, of course, are designed
to strike straight home to the lowest level of aberration on the analytical
plane. And I had an awful time dictating these questions. I had a formula set
up and I was just reading off this formula and so on, and all of a sudden I'd
go out of present time and then I'd come back up to present time and I'd
dictate a few more questions I'd figure out, then I'd find mys— I all of a
sudden discovered that I had been sitting at the desk for five minutes doing
nothing, see—I'd get back up to present time and go on with my work.
So, I took the platters on the soundscriber down to—or Don picked them
up and took them down to his girl at the office. And she took the things off of
the platter and the first day, I think, she was awfully groggy and the second
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day—didn't she have to go home at noon? She was really skidding out of
present time.
Well now, you know very well that a Linotype operator, at the moment
he embraced his profession, ceased to be a human being and became a candi-
date for a science fiction robot. They sit there with copy of all sorts and
descriptions and it just very rhythmically—bobity-bobity-bobity-bobity-bop —
and to copy, turn it over, and bobity-bop.
I know how these people are because I have written deathless prose—in
my youth I wrote deathless prose—and have seen it go into a magazine print-
ing office and I've seen it on the Linotype. And this was the stuff that was
supposed to exhilarate, you know, and petrify the reader and fill him full of
chills and all that sort of thing, and—Linotype operator is sitting there—
bobity-bobity-bobity-bobity-bobity-bopity-bop-bop. And kidlike, you know, I'd
say, "How do you like the story?"
"What story?"
It was very hard on my ego. Fortunately, the ego of youth heals. I've
gotten to a point now where I don't even expect Linotype operators to emote.
But we got one who did.
This copy comes off of the platters, it goes over to the Linotype at Wich-
ita Publishing and there's a chap there who's deaf and dumb who is noted for
his unemotionalism. And I went down there today and I said to the owner of
the place, "By the way, yesterday—did you have any trouble yesterday with
your Linotype operator?"
"How'd you know?"
I said, "Well, just tell me. Did you have any trouble?"
"Well, yes! All day! I went around and I asked Bill and Jim and so forth,
'Is he sick?' And we have a boy here in the shop that talks with the hands
with him and I asked him to go over and ask him if it was all right—if he
was all right. And you know, last week I raised his pay twenty-five cents an
hour!"
"Well, what happened?"
"Well, he slowed down! I mean, he just wasn't doing anything."
To prove to me how bad off the Linotype operator was, he took me
around and introduced me to each member of his printing team and asked
each member, "Now, what did I ask you yesterday about the Linotype opera-
tor, machine number 2?"
"Well, yeah, you were worried about him all day."
This fellow had been coasting out of present time on these questions—
you know, bobity-bop— bop. Then all of a sudden, bobity-bobity-bobity-bop-i,
then stop. And then all of a sudden get up from the chair, walk around very
agitated, smoke a cigarette—just light it, put it out, sit down again, you know,
determinedly. It cost Wichita Publishing a young fortune to get out that day's
work yesterday.
So, before this happened, however, Ross and I were discussing it and he
says, "Wait till we find out what happens to the Linotype operator. If they do
anything to the Linotype operator, God help the reader!"
Well, this material is evidently coming off the press about Tuesday—
Monday or Tuesday.
You shouldn't confuse this material, by the way, with self-auditing. Actu-
ally, it's the—the author is auditing the preclear. And there isn't anything
very confusing about it except the price of the book. I first decided that this
book would probably be put out for $2.75 and then I was reading how Elbert
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Hubbard used to publish and I was not slow to take a tip from him. He says,
"You have to have even money." So I said, "Can we put out this book for $2.00?"
And Don says, "Yes." And I thought we were all in agreement on this, so I write
a letter out to the field, to all the HDAs in the field and tell them, "This book
is available for $2.00" But he's got one in the mails already that says it's for
$2.50. Well, that's—I hope is going to be the most confusing thing about it.
I really couldn't say what happens with this book. I've been turning on
some perceptics and making people nervous and so forth with it. It's very
interesting.
But to get on with the lecture for tonight. It is often incumbent upon one
to try to explain Dianetics. He sits down, he's feeling comfortable, he's at
peace with the world; he's sitting there in a restaurant drinking a cup of
coffee and he's got a book under his arm. And a fellow comes down and he
says, "You know, I've heard about this Dianetics." This stranger says, "I heard
about this Dianetics. That's what's curing the new penicillins, isn't it?"
And the fellow says, "No, no, as a ..."
"Oh," the fellow says, "It's something about a diet."
And he'd say, "No, as a matter of fact, it has to do with the mind."
"Oh, psychiatry!"
"A-hooh!" And in short—in short, it's rather difficult.
Well, I've found a way to short-circuit this whole thing. I don't try to
explain to them about engrams, secondaries, how crazy they are. Usually
winds up from a peaceful frame of mind to practically a battle of insults if
you go about it.
So I quite by accident found out that if you just explained it on the basis
of, "Yes, well, it's some new scientific research. And say, you know, you know
what they've got over there?" (I'm usually anonymous in these conversations,
aren't I?) "You know what they've got over there? They've got a Tone Scale.
And it's a funny darn thing but it tells how people behave. And if people are
at certain levels on this Tone Scale and if they're at a certain level on this
Tone Scale, then they behave a certain way and you can predict how people
behave." And I haven't yet found somebody who didn't alert to this data.
And they say, "Yes? I wonder where I am on it."
Inevitable response. Short-circuit the whole thing right there; we don't
have to go into psychiatry, I don't have to tell them about electric shock, I
don't have to tell them how Dianetics is not hypnotism; that—in short, it
saves so many words. "There's a new Tone Scale and you can predict a
person's behavior on it."
"Gee, I wonder where I am on that Tone Scale."
Simple. Then you can drink your cup of coffee and leave.
So, in the interests of that, as well as in the interests of the class which
is being conducted here on this subject, I want to tell you a quick one about
this Tone Scale.
The word tone is one which is not misunderstood in the society. People
know about high-toned individuals and they know about people who are low.
And they know that the word tonic is derived from tone and if they don't they
rather sense it. And in short, there's a lot of derivations for this tone. It sort
of sounds musical. And when you say, "Tone Scale: levels of human behavior,"
you get some amount of agreement on it.
Now, if you're teaching an elementary class in this subject, all you have
to do—draw three lines and you say, "Well, it's like this: You ever meet a guy
who was about half-dead?"
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And they say, "Yeah, as a matter of fact. Yeah, yeah. Reminds me of my
father," or something of the sort.
And you say, "Well, about half-dead, huh? Well, he's right there."
And they say, "Well, what—why is he right there?"
"Well, you see, everybody below this thing, they're pretty dead; and
everybody above this thing, they're pretty alive."
"Oh, that's sensible. You mean you've got a scale there that says how
dead people are and how alive they are?"
"That's exactly it: how dead they are and how alive they are. And if
they're only this far up, why, they're just that much alive and that much
dead, you might say; but if they're up here, why, they're all that way to death
and they're obviously that much alive and they're that much dead."
Now, you put it another way. You say, "But, of course, you know, we're
not talking about how half-dead people are, we're actually talking about how
conscious they are. You realize that a person thinks as well as he is con-
scious. A person who is conscious thinks. People who are unconscious don't
think." And you get agreement on that.
And you say, "Well, this is a person—at this level on this graph—is half-
conscious; his analytical attenuation has set in to a point where his analyzer
has shut down to 2.0 on the Tone Scale." Only you don't tell him those last
few words because that will confuse him. You just say he's half-conscious.
"Here he's all the way conscious, and there he's completely unconscious; he's
dead. Now, that's the Tone Scale. Dead, a quarter-conscious, half-conscious,
three-quarters conscious, conscious."
Now you can say, "Up here this level of consciousness is practically
unheard of. Nearly everybody is just a little bit unconscious, the society being
what it is. And people who have been in the service particularly, from read-
ing bulletins and things like that, they get down the Tone Scale.
"And so the society runs—if we're very charitable—the society runs some-
place between there and there, probably," (personally, I believe it runs about
there but...) "here and here—that's—would be about the average band. All right.
"Now, if a person is just so much conscious—you wouldn't expect a
person who was only half-conscious to have a good reaction if he were driving
a car, would you?"
"No."
"Well, he doesn't have. And you take a person who is only half-conscious
and put him behind the wheel of a car and send him off down the street—you
know, average driver—crash! Well, that's what happens. And so if he'll break
up a car, what else will he break up because he's only half-conscious? You see,
because he isn't thinking well. If he isn't thinking well, then he doesn't react
right. His wife says, 'Dear, how are you tonight?' and he says, 'Don't swear at
me, you hussy!' You know, he's only half-conscious. He's not hearing right and
not putting it back out the way he should be.
"So, he gets into lots of trouble when he's only half-conscious. Because he
looks down the street and he sees a Great Dane walking down the street and
he's—being only half-conscious he doesn't see any Great Dane there, so he
falls over the Great Dane and breaks his wrist. In other words, the fellow has
a certain amount of liability in the society if he's going around in that state.
"Well, now, if he were fully conscious, he'd see the Great Dane and if he
were really fully conscious, he might not only see the Great Dane, but
he might say hello to the Great Dane. And if the Great Dane were fully
conscious, too, he would probably say, 'Hello.'
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"But supposing the Great Dane—supposing the Great Dane were only
half-conscious. And this fellow is fully conscious and he sees the Great Dane
and he says to the Great Dane, 'Hello,' and the Great Dane says, 'Rrrrrrr,
hrrrf!' And there we've got the Great Dane. See, the Great Dane mistakes a
kind word and answers with antagonism. And you know, that's where that is
on the Tone Scale: that's antagonism. Now, that's being half-conscious.
"Now, if an individual gets much less than half-conscious—well, what
happens to a fellow if you put a quart of rye in his brisket and send him off
down the road in a car? That's a pretty good risk not to be insured. He'll
get down the road just about so far and he is liable to drive too fast and so on.
"Well, what's a fellow do when he's only, let's say, a little over a quarter-
conscious and something goes wrong in his vicinity? Well, he has an
interesting reaction: he gets mad. He gets very angry as a matter of fact."
You can throw a curve in of explanation here and say, "Well, you know, a
psychologist has proven"—and psychologists really did prove this; this was
something they really proved—"that if you take a dog and cut out half of his
brain, the only emotion that he will show because of this is rage." Dogs don't
like to have half their brains cut out. They proved this.
"As a matter of fact, that is the emotion there when consciousness is cut
down into this strata—rage, anger, destruction, so on. And if a person gets
down here, though, he's so unconscious, he can't even find something to get
mad about. He's very—down here he's confused about what he's going to
get mad about and he doesn't get mad, but down below here he's too dead.
He's too far off; he isn't going to get mad at all. Down in here he might cry,
but that's about all.
"But you get up into this upper bracket up here of the Tone Scale and
you find that he's pretty conscious, he's pretty alert, he's on the ball, he's on
the qui vive, he's the kind of fellow you wish you could hire."
Now, so much for the Tone Scale. Let's derive the Tone Scale another
way—derive it another way.
A child gets born. Now, the mood of an animal or a human being, and so
forth, is not dependent so much on its capability. A child a few weeks old or a
few months old is not very capable, but the child's mood's pretty good shape
and its survival potential is pretty good! And he's happy—cheerful, happy,
nothing much worries him. As a matter of fact, have you ever watched a child
a few months old watching a quarrel in his vicinity? He hasn't got enough
sense to be worried about it. He laughs. Then, of course, one of the parents
gets mad and probably hits him over the head with a brickbat or something
and after that he finds out that when they quarrel he gets hit over the head
with a brickbat, so that isn't something you laugh about. But his troubles
have started.
But before his troubles start... I don't mean to postulate that all Ameri-
can homes are this brutal, just most of them. I look at the number of divorces
which are listed in the papers and see the extraordinary things that go on
and it's—I can't find out if there are any marriages left in America. I'm going
to have Gallup look this up and find out if there are any marriages left in
America.
Well, here's the child. He's been born—he's got over with that and so forth—
but he's—we'll start him out at a few months of age and there he is happy and
gurgling in his crib and—little fool. Boy, think of what'll happen to this kid.
When he gets to  he gets to be five, they'll say, "Now, the thing for you
to do is to be educated." So for years, he will walk in and out of a schoolroom.
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Well, then he's going to get to be about eighteen and they'll have long
since passed a bill which will have universal military training, so he will go
into the army. And we'll probably be at war at that time with North
Saskatchewan or something of the sort. So he'll spend his year or two in the
army. And when he gets out, he'll be willing to start out in life finally and
maybe finish up his college education. But just about the time he's got one
foot up on the rung and he's just about to ascend the ladder to amount to
something, he gets married.
And then think of his wife's parents. They didn't approve of him in the
first place (he kept her out till four o'clock every night, didn't he) and they
knew that was for no good. Of course, he'd married her, but they knew he'd
never amount to anything. And they told her so frequently and she begins to
believe it, too.
Well, but he still gets over the hump all right and then it would be per-
fectly all right to have children unless one had them in a country which
doesn't reduce your taxes enough to worry about if you have children and which
puts rather high penalty on fatherhood and childhood and so forth; it's very
taxable. It makes it possible for the society to nail a fellow down very closely.
Well, he was going to change to another job, but now he's got little
Duncan and he says, "Well, I'll pay off the hospital bills—here I am working
down here at this garage; it's not a good job but I don't dare quit because I
have to pay off these hospital bills." And he just about gets little Duncan's
hospital bills paid off when there's Esmeralda. And that's the end of him.
Then he gets to be thirty-five and they've made him an executive down
at the garage so that he could get ulcers. And finally he's got a salary now
that will really support all of his penchants. He can go out and raise the
dickens if he wants to, but that's the catch: "If he wants to." He's too tired
now, so he just wanes on off and you can expect him—if he's an executive—
you can expect him to live five or six more years. If he's a laborer, you can
expect him to live another fifty, of course. Anyway, that's the course of this
fellow's life.
So, here he is—he's going along just fine here, he's having a good time
and then he gets into kindergarten and he goes to school. And he's getting
older all this time but of course, all this is being nicely cancelled by the fact
that he's growing up, otherwise it would probably be a much sharper decline.
But he has the goal before him of growing up—just why he wants to be an
adult, we're not sure, but he wants to be. I wonder who sells kids on this.
Anyhow, here he is—light as a feather, happy as a clam, dew drops on
the rose bushes every morning. He gets up, life's wonderful and worth living
and he's trying to be an adult.
All right. Down the way he goes and this is the point where he gets
about to the eighth grade and here he's getting to high school now and about
this point he found out that—he's found out how much smarter he is than his
parents. And it's just down the line here a little bit when he finds out how
much his parents have learned in the last five years.
So, here's where he goes into the army. And here's where he gets mar-
ried. Then his life goes on, more or less uneventfully. And he reaches the
prime of life here and then he gets into old age. The graph of a human being.
Well, here's 4.0 and here's 2.0 and there's where they buried him.
Now, what happened was, boy, he was up there at 4.0—life's happy, life's
wonderful, life's beautiful. Very alert—car come along, he dodges. Dog barks
at him, he barks back. Here he is. All right.
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Now, when he starts to get educated here, he goes down the line. Well,
he gets to here: 3-3.0. He's all right. He's doing all right. He has his problems,
but he's still pretty hard to suppress. Life starts pushing him very hard and
he sure pushes back.
And when he gets down here he's still got a lot of get-up-and-go when he
gets into the army, but after he gets out he's just in a mood of antagonism.
He doesn't antagonize very much, but he antagonizes all the time. Let's say,
you know, he sort of feels antagonistic toward life. It sort of put something off
on him that he didn't expect. And he sort of fights back at it. He thinks
something is wrong. He thinks the society ought to be organized a little bit
better. He thinks that those old men on Capitol Hill didn't have a right to
pass a bill which would never include them—they had immunity anyhow
despite their age and everything—and he gets to worrying about things like
this and he decides that the government should be changed and he decides a
lot of things.
But this is the point where he crosses 2.0—2.0 and he's coasting down
now and by the time he gets down here he's just mad. He doesn't know what
he's mad about, but he's mad. This is about the time his wife's parents have
assured her for the fifteenth time that she really should, in spite of the sort
of a fellow he was, stay with him because it was the thing to do. And that—
they've told him that he could keep little Duncan if he went on with his job.
And they had a family conference. And he figured out human beings didn't
have this much right to tell him what to do, but all he could do about it was
get mad. And when he got awfully mad about it they made him terribly
ashamed; and the madder he got, the more ashamed they made him, so
they finally drove him down here and he—getting down there around 1.0
now—and here physiologically he starts to fail. And that's about the end
of that.
Well, that's the Tone Scale—that's the Tone Scale from standpoint of age.
Now, let's take this graph again—let's take this graph again from
another standpoint. We know something about the goal of existence being
survival. We don't have to argue about it. There are a lot of people that are
trying to survive—some aren't, but a lot of people are—and they would have
some hope for the future, and so forth.
And let's take the modus operandi of survival. Survival depends on
having something to help you survive and not having something that won't
help you to survive. That's so elementary.
Now, a nonsurvival item must be absent and a prosurvival item must be
present. In other words, the fellow's got to have food and got to have his
mother-in-law in the next town if possible. He's got this situation whereby all
of this stuff that is going to inhibit his survival, that he knows is going to
inhibit his survival, has got to be away from him—seriously inhibit his sur-
vival. Newspaper headlines—he keeps this stuff well away from him. And
he's got to have food, clothing and shelter—prosurvival items—near him.
Some people include the marital partner in prosurvival items.
Now, that's the way his life is arranged. When you try to turn his life
around—what happens to him when you insist that he accept something that
he considers to be a nonsurvival item? You come in to tell this fellow and you
say, "You know, we just have turned over Wichita. Wichita has just come
under the new Fourth International Communist Regime." This, of course, I'm
talking about in the far distant future—1965, something of this sort—and—
did you read 1984? Oh, that's certainly a beautiful book!
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Anyway, so the commissar for the block comes in and says to him,
"What! You aren't living with your mother-in-law? Well now, I'm sending your
mother-in-law a set of orders and she's going to move in with you." Now, he
considers this a nonsurvival action. What is his emotional response? Well, of
course, at 1965 he'll be so beaten down, he won't have an emotional response.
So, we'll take it today. Supposing you went in and ordered a fellow to accept a
nonsurvival item and he had to accept it, that was all there was to it. What
would be his reaction?
Supposing you tried to take away from him what he considered to be a
prosurvival item? Like you said, "I'm now going to take away from you the
right to eat beefsteak; you're not going to have any more beefsteak." What's
his reaction?
Well, these actions are best studied not in an adult but in a child. These
are not necessarily the reactions of a child; they're the reactions of anyone,
but adults become a little more fixed in their reaction. Their reactions have
turned out to be pattern reactions and a child, even a fairly aberrated child,
is still very fluid in his reactions. He responds quickly. The joys and griefs of
childhood follow each other with such rapid succession that Mama has no
more than walked into the house feeling terribly sorry for little Oscar who
has just lost his last friend and she's done her best to cheer him up and she
goes into the house thinking how, "The poor little fellow and wasn't he sweet,"
and he's sitting in at the—somehow or other he got into the house before she
did—he's sitting there and he's licking the cake bowl and he looks at her and
he smiles happily and so forth.
But the child's life, emotionally, is a sort of a rolly coaster—zing-zing-
zing. And they react rapidly. So they're—it's very interesting to watch a child
when he is being denied something that he considers prosurvival.
Let's say he's being denied something. He considers that this item is
vital to his survival—you know, a nickel for a candy bar. Well, when a child
wants something, he wants it—with violence. I mean, there's no question in
his mind about it.
So he comes around to Mama and he says, "Mama," he says—he's happy,
smiling, cheerful—he says, "Mama, can I have a nickel?"
And Mama looks at him and says, "Now, what did you do with your
allowance? I gave you a nickel yesterday. You should learn to be careful of
money. How am I ever going to teach you to be careful with mon—?" You
know, more extraneous data. What he wants is a nickel.
So he says—so he says to her, "I want a nickel!"
And Mama says, "You—why, you mustn't talk to me that way. After all, I
am your mother," and other extraneous data.
He wants a nickel! So he says, "Yaah-yaah-yaah!" He may even lie down
on the floor and kick his heels against the wall—you know, a tantrum. He's
angry about the whole thing.
And Mama says, "You get right up from there, young man. I'll disown
you." See, she's really going to fix him now. She'll just take this rest of this
thing and she'll shove him down the rest of the line quick into apathy and
she'll shake him out of the tantrum.
If he still wants the nickel, he will say, "Well, really, I wanted to buy—a
nickel for Jimmy Jones because he broke his leg." It's a lie. "He broke his leg
and actually he's lying down in the gutter now and I said I'd get a nickel and
get an ice-cream cone and that would make him happy." Children learn to be
skillful liars by trial and error.
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And he's unable to make the grade there, so his next response is tears.
And he still doesn't get the nickel! So his last response is "I don't want it. I
wouldn't take a nickel. I don't want anything to do with this nickel. Nickels, I
don't know anything about nickels. Dickens with it."
There is your Tone Scale reaction on an acceptance—the effort to obtain
something desirable that he considers survival. Happy, maybe not quite so happy,
but serious, antagonistic, angry, deceitful, grief, apathy—doesn't want it.
Now let's go the other way around. This child—the child we're talking
about has his trials. I'm sure no child has trials of this character. He has to
eat his cereal. "Now, Willie, you're going to eat your cereal. Willie, why don't
you eat your cereal?"
And he says, "I don't want any cereal." And this seems reasonable to
him. It shouldn't need all these appendices and footnotes and so forth. "I
don't want any cereal!"
"Willie, you've got to eat your cereal."
Well, if the cereal is pushed off on him, it will go along the cycle of first
he will say, "No, I don't want any cereal." And then he will say, "I don't want
any cereal!" And then he'll say, "Rhhrrrrw!"—he doesn't want any cereal.
And then he'll say, "But I have a stomachache." Now, he's got a good reason.
But if that doesn't fool them, why—the cereal is being spooned into his
mouth by this time and he is crying and blubbering, and so forth, but he's
still swallowing the cereal. But whoever is feeding him shouldn't get cocky
with victory at that time, because just one little more push down the line will
break the kid into a point where he will sit there dry-eyed and he'll eat the
cereal and grow up just that much so that as an adult he will patronize
cafeterias, so forth. That's the way the society trains people to use the restau-
rants, the kind of restaurants you see around on the streets here. They break
them down into apathy about food and then they'll eat anything.
Now, this is your reverse scale. Now you see, when you try to thrust
something off on a person he doesn't want or if a person's threatened by
something—that's all nonsurvival.
This brings this Great Dane into the act again. The Great Dane runs up
to the child and if the Great Dane is actually a threat to the child, the child's
responses go somewhat in this fashion:
First thing you know, he looks up the street and he sees the Great Dane.
And he says, "A doggie!"
Then the Great Dane takes a look at him—and the Great Dane, you
remember, is—we left him at 2.0; he's antagonistic—so he says, "Call me a
doggie, will you!" And he comes up at the kid and he says "Grrrrr."
And the kid says, "You go away!" And then the Great Dane comes closer
and he says, "You go away!" And the Great Dane comes closer and the kid
gets mad now. He may get crying mad, but he gets mad—he's angry at the
Great Dane. If he could get his hands on the Great Dane—if he were big
enough, if the Great Dane were smaller—he would destroy the Great Dane at
this point. But as the Great Dane advances nearer and nearer to him, he
discovers the enormity of this Great Dane and he discovers that the Great
Dane is too close, the Great Dane is antagonistic and the Great Dane is
something to be frightened of. So from anger he goes into fear and from fear
he goes into grief; he will cry if he can't get rid of the Great Dane and if he
cries and the Great Dane still stands over him and snarls and so forth, the
kid will just lie there in ashen apathy. He's given up.
Actually, what he's doing is pretending he's dead because it's well known
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that Great Danes do not eat dead children. There are animals that have this
as a built-in mechanism. This is a standard routine. The built-in mechanism
is pretended death. Opossum, so forth—playing possum.
So, on being threatened with danger, you go right down the lines. The
fellow—the danger is a long way away. And as long as a fellow is safe from
danger, he'd just as soon laugh at it. I've never seen anybody so cocky in my
life as an admiral sitting on a shore station—happy, cheerful fellows.
I knew an admiral's aide once that went down this Tone Scale faster
than anybody I ever saw go down the Tone Scale. He'd been sitting there and
the night before at the officers' club, he had been telling three of us how—
what a cush job he had and what a lot of suckers we were and he was really
rubbing it in. You could just see him licking his chops. He was actually
splashing saliva back over both ears as he licked his chops—whoohmp!
Well, he forgot one thing. We were short of officers. And he told us—he
told us that he already had three men trained to do his work. The operations
office was open that night at two o'clock and they received a visit. This fellow
the next morning was presented his set of orders.
He was sitting there happy, laughing, cheerful, world was going on and
he got this slip of paper—a little bit alert, you know, he wasn't quite as happy
with a piece of paper in his hand—he opens it up and he sees his name and
he's not anywhere near as happy by that time. He sees it says "Orders." It
says "From—To—Via—Subject—Enclosures—References: 1." (Boy, have I got
a memory.) Anyway, it says, "You will report aboard the USS (Blank) as soon
as possible to take the post of engineering officer. You are hereby
considered . . ." Oh, yes, and it says, "Signature," and then dot-dot-dot across
the page, "First endorsement: You are hereby detached." Well, it was all right
as long as he reads the orders. Now he could be just sort of antagonistic
about this whole thing, because there was some chance of getting out of it:
The admiral hadn't seen it, but then on the last part of the page it says, "You
are detached," and there's the admiral's signature!
Well, he went down the line—angry—and then you could see the guy
quiver a little bit. And then he sort of wonders to himself—he sort of sor-
rowed for a moment over the old happy days—a slight glimmer of a tear in
the eye. And then he sunk into complete apathy, got up, picked up his cap,
shoveled the rest of the stuff into the bag and walked on down—pretending
he wasn't dangerous, pretending he was dead—walked on board the ship and
went out and joined the amphibious forces.
Now, there's your cycle again: person receiving news; the person himself
being removed from one point to another.
Now, it's a funny thing that—isn't it a strange thing—you've watched
people react, you know that they follow a sort of a cycle and as you think on it
you realize that there is a sort of a patterned cycle in this sort of thing.
A person doesn't lie unless he's afraid. A person has to be afraid to lie
unless he's just romancing. A person who is angry—a person who is angry is
very destructive—he's fighting something—and you know the irrationality of
an angry man. Nobody ever really saw a nice, rational, angry man. You can
watch these manifestations. And you know what the common phrase is when
we talk about grief. "Oh, I wish I were dead," is the standard phraseology.
Here again, we have the same band. Anger is nonsurvival, but it's better to
fight than not to fight at all. Being afraid is definitely nonsurvival. Grief is a
recognition of the fact that some nonsurvival is going inevitably on, but
apathy is the acceptance of this nonsurvival situation.
SELF ANALYSIS
Now, the pretended death is nothing more or less than accepted death.
Up above this line a person gets more and more alive and what is the syno-
nym for being happy and cheerful? He—on up the line—the happier a person
is the more alive he feels, and so on. So life goes in this cycle, emotion goes in
this cycle, and so forth.
We take this and divide it off and we find the standard reactions of
individuals for these various moods.
Let's take truth—let's just take truth. How do people handle truth? Now,
a person up here is liable to give a lot of creative imagination, isn't he?—a
very—lot of verve, creative imagination. But that's not untruth, is it? It's
postulating a future. A creative imagination is trying to figure out a future.
If a person has a lot of survival potential, this person feels that there's a
future to dream about. When he gets down the Tone Scale a ways, he doesn't
have as much future and he doesn't do as much dreaming.
But here's this fellow at the top—but he'll tell the truth; there's truthful-
ness. Down here he tells the truth just enough—see, he isn't quite as alive
there, so he isn't quite as active, so he tempers the truth with a little conser-
vatism. He believes something is completely true. Up here he will say, "Yes, I
believe cats have nine lives." But here he will say, "It is commonly believed in
science, and has many times been investigated by the professor of psychology
at the University of Illinois, that cats possess, it is said, nine lives." Now, he's
made an acceptable scientific utterance when he has said that. And so, this
is the conservative truth.
Now, we know that a person, when he gets antagonistic—we've gotten
down to this bracket now—when he gets antagonistic toward life in general—
what's your observation? Did that fellow tell the truth about—doesn't he
sometimes look for an excuse to get angry a little bit? He looks around; he
tries to pick a fight; he says, "What's the idea of having done so-and-so and
so-and-so?" But somebody didn't do that! He—in other words, he embroiders
it a little bit. So here we're starting to get some lying.
Well, anger lies here. And now let's take the angriest man you've prob-
ably listened to and that is a fellow by the name of—well, the late Herr
Schicklgruber of Germany and other European points—in other words, Hitler.
Now, Hitler was an angry man. He talked in a lot of anger. It was a very
funny thing that he never seemed to tell much truth.
As a matter of fact, in quarrels, have you ever seen a person who was
very angry? Have you ever seen him tell the truth? I'm afraid you haven't. It
seems to be that when anger—when you get to a point of anger, the truth
seems to be something that is avoided and one goes on saying things about which
to be angry whether they're true or not. In other words, here's quite a departure
from the truth.
And would you trust a person who was afraid—that's the next step
down—would you trust a person who was afraid, to tell the truth? You say,
"Mr. Dumbjohn, would you jump down there? I think some shells are loose in
the magazine and would you jump down there and take a look around and
see if you can't get them secured up and so forth and, well, tell me if there
are some shells in the magazine in the first place."
And you turn your back and you walk over to the other end of the bridge
and he's back with you in about ten minutes and he says, "Well, they're all
secured, sir," only you know he's very—a frightened fellow of shells. He didn't
want to go into that magazine, so he gave you a report. Fear made him tell
you a lie. All right.
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Social lying is the fear of social consequences, so on. Fear and lying...
There's all sorts of lying at this level. There's the lying of "I'm doing this for
your own good. I'm going to tell you this for your own good. You know, I think
you ought to—I think you ought to make yourself more friendly to people.
You know, people don't like you very much, and you should pay some atten-
tion to it. And I bought a book here. It's by a fellow by the name of—I don't
know what his name is; it's named after a library—and this fellow will tell
you all about how evil you—I mean, how you should act. I know it'll be a
little bit hard on you . . ."
You've heard that kind of yak? Well, that is covert lying which is one
thing—the fellow is saying "Yak, yak, yak," over here, in an effort to convince
somebody that he's telling the truth when he's really saying, "Oh-o-o-o-o,
what I wouldn't do to you if I just had the nerve. Of course, I'm a little bit
scared of you, but I would never confess to this. But I'm going to cut you
down to size, bud, if I get a chance." But he's saying over here, "You know, I
really want to help you. It's too bad that people don't like you more." Covert
hostility. That's down here in the band of fear.
Now, what happens to a fellow who's very afraid who just learns that he
is going to lose his life. He's afraid anyhow and you suddenly tell him, "Well,
you're going to—we've got you all slated for the firing squad in the morning."
Does he suddenly get like they say he does in the novels, terrifically brave?
Or does he weep? He weeps. And he'll go down into this next level. All right.
But, what about truth and weeping? You tell this fellow so-and-so, give
him some news, he will tell you all sorts of reasons why he is weeping. But
you get the most remarkable statements regarding his tears.
You take a husband who has just been deserted or something of the sort.
He will tell people the most confounded things that have happened to him
and vice versa. People are seeking sympathy and that's what tears are for.
They're a plea, a supplication for pity. They say, "Feel sorry for me; help me
out." Because the individual at that level is defenseless but he can still be
salvaged. He wants help from the rest of the human race, so he cries; he
pleads for sympathy and he doesn't plead for it with truth.
The most flagrant lying in... If you want to check this over against
your own reality and so forth, you know that the reasons for tears and the
reasons why "I want sympathy"—you take the fellow who goes around and
says, "I have heart trouble," and he doesn't have heart trouble. He's asking
for sympathy. He's along a grief level.
Down here along apathy, this guy not only doesn't tell the truth, you
can't get him—any registry of what truth is. He's completely careless about
any fact. He's in apathy; he's careless about anything. He's practically dead,
so it doesn't matter how he handles what. "Truth? Who cares?" You walk up
to him and ask him a few questions and so on. This is nowhere more appar-
ent than in such a post as the interrogation of prisoners who are in apathy.
An intelligence officer, boy, he can get more data off of prisoners. "How
many battleships did Japan build last month?"
"Twenty-one."
"How many aircraft carriers are in the Bering?"
"Fifty-nine."
Oh, you get some remarkable reports. You get some young officer who is
out interrogating prisoners; boy, he really comes back with stuff.
So, the handling of truth, then, becomes what you might call a gradient
scale.
SELF ANALYSIS
Here's complete carelessness about it. This fellow doesn't care whether
he handles truth or falsehood or anything. Here is a perversion in the direc-
tion of asking for sympathy. Here is a perversion to excuse fear and here is
another one to give reasons why one has to be angry. Here's one where the
individual is asking for reasons—he's telling people that there are reasons
why he is antagonistic and he's picking them out wrong. And here's—you get
up here and you get truth—starts to ride way up here because the fellow is
not afraid, he's perfectly happy, he's not—he hasn't an ax to grind about
anything—he'll tell the truth. Unless he's postulating a future reality and
then watch out, because sometimes people down here don't realize that people
up here do creative talking.
All right. There is one column on your Tone Scale chart. One column. In
such a way, human behavior can be invalidated, validated, extrapolated,
turned upside down, inside out and examined, codified, lined up empirically,
tested against individuals, and so forth. But this first extrapolation of "What
is the behavior of an individual in life, when faced with dangers—when this,
that and so on—what are these pattern behaviors?" You find out they keep
summing up to this list of things. You find out that this list of things sum up
to death down here. Apathy is the closest thing to it; above that is grief;
above that is fear of loss—here's loss accomplished—fear of loss; angry to
combat a loss that might take place; antagonism toward a source that might
occasion a loss and we go on up the line until we get a high level of survival.
All along the Tone Scale, any facet of human behavior can be so evalu-
ated. And as a matter of fact, when a person knows this subject very well, he
doesn't need a chart. All he needs to know is the working principles of it and
he can extrapolate for his own use at any moment about what somebody here
will do about anything. And he will know enough about it—about various
things and observation—to know immediately when he's talking to a person
who is fixedly and chronically here.
But I will take up chronic position on the Tone Scale in the second half
of the lecture.
Let's take a breather.
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The basic emotions, then, of which we are speaking and with which we
are dealing in the Tone Scale will be found to be only a few in number.
First, there's the emotion which you could generally call happiness, for
lack of a better term. And then you have a level of emotion which is a reserved
attitude—here you have dignity, there's a certain reservation from happiness.
People can rather sense, by the way, when they observe this emotion that
somebody is being just a little bit afraid to reach toward something, just a
little bit frightened of reaching toward something. That's called conservatism.
It actually seems to be an emotional state.
Now, below this level we get boredom. Boredom is where nothing is
wrong but nothing is happening. A fellow has fallen into the horrible state of
affairs of: the goals are just a little bit unattainable and the pain threats are
not particularly present but he is not going anywhere, he is not running from
anything and he is not going toward anything—he's just sort of idling in one
spot. Well, that's boredom.
And the next one below this is antagonism. When you drive a person
who is bored—when you try to drive him in any direction with anything—
he'll be just a little antagonistic toward you. That's because you've reduced
him slightly by applying pressure to him.
Now, below this, antagonism, if pressed a little harder, will turn into
anger. And a person who is angry can be solidly enough threatened so that
he demonstrates fear.
Fear—threatened, pushed, pressed too much—will become grief. That is,
the inability to escape from fear or the inability to escape from something
which is a fearful object or a loss which cannot be contemplated, brings on grief.
Grief, driven too hard, becomes apathy.
The way the Tone Scale was initially discovered was by observation of
preclears undergoing Dianetic auditing. In auditing, the physical—moments
of physical pain of a past period may be returned to and reexperienced—the
pain isn't as heavy as it was at the time, but if it's reexperienced several
times over, the pain itself reduces. And the material which accompanied the
pain ceases to be aberrative. That is a basic source of aberration: moments of
physical pain—a great deal of punishment, accompanied with their perceptions
that causes an aberration. The pain compels, then, the behavior of an individual
unless he seeks to avoid further pain of that type.
Now, it so happens that if you discover one of these incidents where the
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individual was—had been very severely injured, you'll find this individual—
the emotional tone of the incident in the deepest and severest injuries was
uniformly apathy.
You found, however, that if you went over this incident once and it
became just that much lighter and that much less effective, that you'd come
up into grief. A person would experience some grief about this thing. He'd
talk about his loss and how sad it was and how it was all hopeless anyway.
And if you ran it again, that is, went through it again, had the person recount
it once more, reexperiencing the pain again, you'd find—or twice more—he'd
come up to fear. That is to say, he'd be afraid that the thing would happen
again. In apathy a person is not afraid. He'd be afraid of some of the
things—he would—if his mother had been associated with it or she'd more or
less caused it, something of that sort, he would be afraid of Mother and at
the same time he'd be propitiative toward her. He would say, "Oh, I shouldn't
have been so mean to poor Mother," so forth and so on. It's very strange that
at that level he's quite propitiative and he's very concerned that he has not
hurt Mother and he loves her after all and he's a little bit anxious about the
whole thing. So you run it once more and he says, "Phuuh! Mother!" and
starts to take off.
By this time the pain is quite—is very much lightened and he experi-
ences anger. And he gets very angry at the people who have done this to him,
whoever they are. He demonstrates the anger. You go through it some more
times and the anger damps down to antagonism.
After antagonism he says he's bored with it; he doesn't want to go
through it anymore, something of this sort. The auditor is very foolish when
he leaves an engram in boredom, because there's two more tones above bore-
dom. The thing is not fully discharged if it's left at boredom; you have to run
it again. And if you run it again, all of a sudden, the fellow says, "Well, I
guess it isn't so bad. It couldn't have been so bad after all," and so on and,
"uh—it's all right and I'm very happy about it," and so you run it a couple of
more times and all of a sudden he starts to laugh. He's perfectly happy about
this. It was gruesome when it started out, but it's perfectly happy about it
and he stays that way about that incident. And he passes up—uniformly—up
this Tone Scale. And not an occasional preclear does this, but the preclears
that you run who have emotional freedom that can freely express what emotion
there is, they go up this line.
Now, sometimes the incident starts with fear, goes up into anger, skips
to here and hits here. In other words, it has gone up so rapidly over two or
three of these tones at a clip that you haven't closely observed them. But this
is the uniform pattern. So that's the Tone Scale.
Now, in the business of living, individuals get hurt. And the more an
individual's been hurt—and I mean physical pain now, punishment in
general—the more he's been hurt, the more he is liable to find the environ-
ment something he has to guard against.
In other words, you might say, basically the experience of being hurt
tends to alert an individual thereafter to the fact that he can be hurt.
Now, the amount of physical pain he's experienced establishes the
amount of fear he has of that environment that may hurt him. You get a
situation, in other words, where the little boy constantly, consistently, is
denied the nickel up to the point where he tells a lie. And then he gets the
nickel. So, he'll go through this whole cycle many times until he tells the lie
and gets the nickel.
THE TONE SCALE
Now, he isn't being educated into it; he's not doing this willfully. He's
challenging a factor in his environment up to the point where he actually has
to come up to fear of this individual in order to procure something. You're
asking the child to run the Tone Scale. Well, the child will run the full Tone
Scale, but remember that every time he goes into such a contest as this, it's
being demonstrated to him that the environment is not quite friendly to him.
So if the environment isn't quite friendly to him, he'll eventually—he'll go
from boredom and tell a lie to get the nickel.
Then he starts skipping these bands. He's been punished for being angry
too many times. He doesn't get angry anymore. He just holds in this level.
You might say he has a fixed response toward one of his parents. And that
response is fear. So, he doesn't tell the truth anymore.
Now, this is from two sources. One, he has discovered this to be a work-
ing method of procuring things he thinks he needs from his environment, but
he has been fixed into an emotional state with regard to a part of his envi-
ronment.
Now, as he begins to live, as his life broadens—more and more situations
are analogous to the situations he had with his parents—he gets up to a
point, maybe well above this, when he gets free of his family, but he'll dive
back down to it again. In other words, his fixed response all the rest of his
life could be the response of fear. He could be anxious about his environment.
He has to lie to everyone. He gives this same, more or less pattern response.
He—you might say he's stuck on the Tone Scale,
Now, in such a way, an individual, in trying to get things and in trying
to thrust things away from him, has only been reduced down as far as an-
tagonism. As soon as he got antagonistic he procured what he wanted or
what he didn't want went away from him. We just put this on very, very
simple modus operandi here. And he got finally fixed on antagonism; he
didn't bother to come down from happiness to antagonism. He doesn't go up
to happiness. His response to the environment going and coming is antago-
nism. He's fixed. He's stuck on the Tone Scale at antagonism. Here is the
antagonistic man.
If he didn't have too much physical pain, if he found out that he was in
good control of his environment, if he was able to postulate and reach his
goals in life, so on, he could stay up there pretty well. But the higher you get
up this thing, the more fluid a person could be, the more response he is
capable of.
Now, in the same way, an individual can be—find out that the only way
he got anything from life was by crying for it or begging for sympathy. He'll
descend down this Tone Scale to sympathy and there he procures or fends off.
And he keeps going through this cycle. Where does he stop? He stops in grief.
Grief obtains.
Furthermore, the physical pain he has experienced has put him in grief.
He is actually beyond the point of being afraid and he is expecting to die in
his environment. When these things begin to compare, this individual will
be, you might say, stuck on the Tone Scale at grief.
Apathy is something else. Nobody obtains anything in apathy. But the
person has run this whole gamut so often—has found out that nothing
worked, has been unable to fend off the pain of his environment, has had a
great deal of it, doesn't expect much from the physical universe—he knows he
can't carry forward very far and he's not going to be able to reach any goals
and so he's apathetic about what he does and so on. He gets to that point.
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Now, from all of its methods of derivation you find out that each one of
these levels of operation has its own behavior pattern. Angry men do certain
things. You can expect an angry man to break things. You can expect him to
be untruthful. You can expect him to try to dominate people around him by
shouting at them, by ordering them, by—in general—and threatening to
punish them, by being abusive. You know the pattern of an angry man.
You also would know the pattern of a person who is afraid, the person
who is afraid to tell the truth, a person who is afraid to face the real facts of
any case. Same thing, isn't it? He doesn't even face the facts. He doesn't
bother to come close to the facts before he substitutes some facts for them
very rapidly so he doesn't have to face reality and then he'll tell a lie about
the facts he's already figured out. He starts going very wide from reality
because reality is very dangerous. Matter, energy, space and time—organisms
in his environment, in other words—are dangerous to him to a point where
he is constantly afraid. Now, if he is constantly afraid, he has a definite pat-
tern reaction. He doesn't dare make a frontal attack on anything or anybody.
He has to come around the back door. He can never walk up to anybody and
punch him in the nose. He's got to go at it some other fashion. He's got to go
and tell Joe that Bill said so-and-so; that'd make Joe mad enough to punch
Bill in the nose. There's covert hostility. There is also a whole category of
behavior. People who are afraid behave in that fashion.
The individual who is in grief can only be salvaged by sympathy. There-
fore he must impose upon others around him. He has to impose upon them
one way or the other for his own survival. He feels that he cannot survive
unless he is in grief, unless he is sick, and so forth.
The person in apathy, his method of handling people is just to pretend
he's dead. And then—you see, that's a very good mechanism. Soldier goes
over the top, bullets flying thick and fast, soldier falls flat on his face and
lies there stiff. Somebody comes along and kicks him. They say, "He's dead,"
and they pass along to somebody else. The enemy bullets don't hit him. He's
in good shape! By accepting the actual fact of death he becomes dead and so
dangerous things go away and leave him alone. And people use this as a whole
pattern and philosophy in life: "If I'm just dead enough nobody'll bother me."
You can find this individual; he sells papers down on the street corner-
he's dead. His conversation will be along the line: "I'm not dangerous. I'm no
menace to you. I'm no menace to life. I couldn't do that; I couldn't do
anything." "Therefore, you needn't attack me. I'm dead!"
And you say to this fellow, "We got a big enthusiastic project and we're
all gonna do this and that."
And this fellow says, "Well, it doesn't bother me. I'm dead." In other
words, trying to rise—get a rise out of him is almost impossible. He's got to
carry this role all the way through.
Supposing you tell this fellow in grief: "Oh, we've got this great big
project and we're going to so-and-so!"
He says, "It's all hopeless anyway," because, you see, he's very close to
death, he thinks. And "Well, it's all very hopeless and there's no use going on
and life is pretty much of a trial anyway and you can go on with your project.
But me, I'm just—life is pretty close to over with me and I'll just sit here and
feel sorry for myself." All right. There's your grief response—standard
response. He'll answer everything across life this way.
Person who is afraid—you say, "We got this big enthusiastic project that
we're gonna ..."
THE TONE SCALE
"You sure you've asked the police?"
And you say, "Oh, yes! We asked them and we've got the mayor, and so
forth." Well, hell exhaust all sorts of reasons why this can't be an enthusiastic
project. Because, you see, you've come along and you've asked him to attack
something. He can't attack anything; he's afraid. He's liable to be killed. So
he's got all these reasons why you—why you can't attack this because he's
liable to be killed. And he's afraid. His life is under continual threat. He will
nullify anything you tell him that is enthusiastic and any time you're enthu-
siastic he'll nullify you. Furthermore, he'll nullify anybody above—the Tone
Scale above him. He's got to! He'll work on a person who is angry; he'll say to
this person who is angry, "Well, you always get into rages, don't you, but I
know that you can beat me and kill me, but you always do get into rages and
I'm sorry that you do. And I forgive you," or something of the sort.
And then when the person who is normally angry about things in general
gets around this person who is in—who is afraid of things in general... Why,
this angry person doesn't happen to be very angry at the moment; he's sitting
there and snarling a little bit about the government and so on, and he says, "You
know, I'd like to go down to Washington and show those people a thing or two."
And this person who is afraid says, "Oh boy, maybe I can get him down
this Tone Scale just a little bit." So, "I don't—I don't think you'd do well in
Washington."
The fellow who is angry all the time says, "What! I wasn't even talking
to you!"
But the fellow says—this fellow in fear says, "But I didn't say anything."
And the fellow says, "You did say something."
And this fellow who's afraid says, "You must be hearing things. Have you
been to a psychiatrist lately?"
And the fellow says, "What are you talking about 'to a psychiatrist'? I
was sitting here enjoying myself and said, 'I ought to go down to Washington
and wipe those dogs out.' I was having a perfectly happy time sitting here
griping about it, and you tell me that I didn't—I wouldn't do so well in Washing-
ton, I got no business to go to Washi—."
"I didn't say-I didn't say that."
"Well, what did you say?"
"Well, I just said—I thought Washington was bad town to live in."
"That isn't what you said! You know that isn't what you said!"
"Yes, it was. Have you been to see a doctor about your hearing lately?"
See? Carve, carve—cut, cut, cut. "But I haven't said anything. I'm perfectly
justified in what I say because after all I..." And this person who is afraid,
by the way, he'll be the first one that will tell you, "You know, I am an honest
person. I'm ethical. I am very honest and ethical. I never do anything illegal
and therefore I wouldn't tell you a lie. And that's why I'm telling you you
ought to go see the psychiatrist."
That's typical modus operandi. Any time a person starts talking about
how legal and ethical he is, jump! Because he's right here in this band.
Now, your angry man—your angry man thinks in terms of destruction.
He's a very easy person to figure out. But you've come up to this angry man
and you say, "We've got this—we've got this terrifically enthusiastic project
and we're gonna ..."
And he says, "Who said you could?"
And you say, "Well, we got a permission from the cops and the mayor
and everything."
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And he says, "God, I wish I hadn't voted for him this last election."
"But," you say, "what about this terrifically enthusiastic project that
we're going into?"
"Hhhphh! Police chief isn't any good either," Try to get this guy into
communication. You try to talk to him and you somehow or other can't con-
vince him that you're in an enthusiastic project. But he'll get mad at you
after a while because you aren't listening to what he's mad about. In other
words, you're getting a—more or less of a pattern response there. Same way
with antagonism.
Now in boredom, have you ever read the New Yorker magazine? You ever
read the New Yorker magazine? New Yorker is a sort of an analytical-level
nullification. They've cut out newsprint all over the country and it's astonish-
ing but the New Yorker is still being printed. And they say, in the New Yorker
magazine, "Oh, well..." You say to the New Yorker magazine, "We've got this
great big enthusiastic project and we're going to rebuild. . ." and the New
Yorker magazine finds a typographical error in your statement. That's it.
Don't try to sell them any big enthusiastic project.
So, you go to this fellow that's very conservative and you say, "We got
this great big enthusiastic project and we're gonna . . ."
"Well now, boys, have you—have you thought about—uh—have you
planned this carefully?" And by the way, by the time you get through talking
to this fellow you wish you'd hung yourself. He's got so many reasons why you
can't be enthusiastic about this project. But yet he's for it.
Here's the guy you can sell this great big enthusiastic project. You come
in, you say it's a great big enthusiastic project—and actually you do have a
good project, it's fairly logical—and you lay it down the line and you say it's
going to be this and this and this and we're gonna do this and he says,
"Yeah?" And he adds something to it. And he makes it more of an enthusiastic
project. He's the only one that you can sell to that way.
Well, what about the rest of these people? Are they completely out of
contact, then? If this verve, enthusiasm, so forth . . .
Let's take another approach. Let's—what's that fellow's name that's
named after the library? This fellow—we'll take this system and we'll apply it
to an angry man—the system whereby you smile—big smile—you smile and
you say, "Now, you're going to do all the talking and I'm going to do all the
listening. And we'll name the company in your name. And . . ." What else do
you do? I know it's a very good system. It doesn't work but it's awfully good.
And—so you come into this angry man and you say to him—big smile—and
he says, "What the hell are you smiling about?" This system goes to hell; the
book ended right there. Now, you're not quite sure what you're supposed to
say next because it hasn't got a good index—I looked. It doesn't say anywhere
in there, "When confronting an angry man . . ."
So, but is there some kind of a system here by which you can sell an
International Harvester, a house, a gold brick, a golf game, anything—can
you get some agreement and cooperation from an apathy? From a grief?
From a fear? Anger? Antagonism? Boredom? Conservatism? Is there some
kind of a method by which we can get good agreement so that they'll go along
with us? Yeah. Boy, it's about as simple as it comes. Match the tone; just
match the guy's tone, that's all.
You go in—you get used to this business. You'd—there's a physiological
aspect about it. As a matter of fact, the angry man, the person who is more
or less fixed on this tone, has a certain physiology. You can take a look at
THE TONE SCALE
him. He looks domineering, commanding. He's the kind of a fellow that heads
labor unions. He's all for this—or he's the president of General Motors as far
as that's concerned—"And all workers are dogs!" And he's interesting from
this aspect.
You go in to sell this fellow—you want to sell this fellow something that
he needs or wants or you go in to do business with him—one kind or another;
you try to get him in on a contract or you even try to play bridge with him,
and—or canasta—I'll have to learn how to play canasta—anyhow—then
maybe I'd become an angry man.
Here's this fellow and you say to him, "It's a beautiful day, isn't it?" Oh,
that isn't going to work. You walk in, there he is, you take a look at him, you
listen to his voice tones. The—take a look at his office help. You say, "Yup,
he's right there at 1.5 on the Tone Scale."
So the fellow says, "And I think they all ought to be stood up against a
wall..."
And you say, "And shot!!"
And he looks at you and he says, "Soul mate!"
And you say, "Now, who the hell do you think ought to be stood up
against a wall?"
And he says, "Those dogs, that's who!"
And you say, "Well, it's just like this project! If we had this project in we
could shoot 'em!"
And he says, "What project?"
And you tell him, "Good, straight, frontal project—that'll fix 'em." If
you're building a city park, the reason you want to build this city park is to
get even with those contractors that wanted the land. "That'll fix 'em. Probably
bankrupt the whole lot of 'em." You don't want it for the kids and to let the
birds sing in. And you'll sell this fellow a city park. He'll write out his check.
And it's a sympathetic vibration. Did you ever see this physics class
experiment where you hit one tuning fork and it goes bong and over here is a
tuning fork you didn't hit, so you damp out this one and this other tuning
fork is going bong, the same note? Well, it's sympathetic vibration is what it
is. You've got to talk along the sympathy line. But I don't mean the sympathy
of grief. You've got to get the tone level that this person normally frequents.
You could be fooled. You could go in and you'd look at this fellow and you
say to yourself, "Well, he looks like a conservative old man," and so forth.
And you just say to yourself this and you start talking to him more or less
conservatively. And you say, "And so we have this conservative project—this
large conservative project, and it's going to do a lot of good and it's going to
make some money"—you don't talk about it making anybody happy, but, "It
does good and it's practical and it's going to make some money," and so forth.
And you talk along like that and the first thing you know, this fellow says to
you, "Well, I don't think anybody'd live to use it in these times." You were
wrong, see?
Now, the apathy fellows, you say, "Of course, it probably won't do any
good anyway and the stuff we've got probably isn't any good and it may wind
up to be a swindle—they usually do—but nobody is really trying to do anything
about it and it isn't very active anyhow. And there's no effort involved in it, no
effort for you involved in it. Probably the whole thing'll wind up in a ruin."
You're trying to sell him an International Harvester, you'd say, "Most of
them around the countryside are all broke; they don't last very long. Almost
any competitor of ours is outselling us anyhow. They don't work."
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Hell say, "Well, give me one."
Now, on the line of fear, all too often an individual who's trying to do
business with other individuals, who is trying to work with other individuals,
will be so solidly fixed himself on the Tone Scale that he doesn't understand
the necessity of trying to get into communication with another individual
before he tries to do something with him. It's necessary to get into communi-
cation. The only way you can get into good solid communication anywhere
along this line is to get along the line on its own parity.
So, if a fellow is fear—let's say—let's take an insurance salesman—he's
fixed at the line of fear. So he goes around and he tells everybody to be
afraid. He tells them to be afraid in various ways. And he goes on selling this
idea of "Be afraid, be afraid, be afraid, be afraid." He's an excellent salesman
if the community to which he is selling things has a predominance of people
at this tone level. But he would completely flop if he were trying to sell it at
this tone level. Supposing he were trying to sell it in the offices of the New
Yorker magazine. He'd go in and say, "Be afraid, be afraid." So they put a
cartoon in about somebody being afraid. They'd not be impressed and they
would not react. In order to get a reaction, this individual, fixed at the level
of fear, can only get a reaction at the level of fear.
Now, educationally this person could begin to understand that not every-
body was at his tone level; that maybe there was somebody at apathy.
Because you come in here and try to make the person who is apathetic afraid
and you say—this person's in a deep apathy and you come in and you say—
"Be afraid, be afraid, be afraid, be afraid." You know, standard insurance
sales arguments. And well, this guy'd just as soon be a—he'd like to be afraid.
Afraid is two rungs up the Tone Scale! He isn't afraid. The only way you
could sell him anything at all is to tell him that, "This is a recognition of the
fact that there is no fear involved anyplace in the world anyhow and it's—
there's no use in doing this stuff and it doesn't have any end or purpose
and—but people'd sure think you were dead"—this kind of an action. "It
really proves the fact, doesn't it, that a man is practically on his way out to
have a policy of this size."
The fellow'd say, "Yes, it does. Where is my fountain pen?"
But you can't sell it to him because, "You know, you ought to have this
because you're going to die and your wife is liable to be left penniless."
The apathy case—wife? Why, he hasn't gotten any emotional response
about anybody else but himself for so doggoned long, you can't sell him any-
thing about any other part of his environment. You can't even sell him well
on himself. He's very, very concentric with himself. He's way down there.
You can be a little peppier with a grief case, but a fear case trying to sell
a grief case, that's—this grief case will just stampede and drop into apathy.
And an apathy case you can't sell anything to anyhow. The best thing to do
would be to try to raise it up to a fear case if you were a fear case yourself.
But the easiest thing to do—the grief case is sitting there saying, "It's all
hopeless. There is no future. I wouldn't bring a child into this world anyway.
Things are pretty horrible over there in Europe anyway. I know when my
husband used to beat me, I used to say ..."
And the only thing you can do with this grief case is say, "You poor
thing, you poor thing, you p—." Of course, you say it in a lot of ways: "You
poor thing. We feel sorry for you, I feel sorry for you, everybody feels sorry
for you. Sign on the dotted line; everybody feels sorry for you." It's a fact!
That's all a grief case can hear.
THE TONE SCALE
It's almost useless to say, "Yes, I know when my husband used to—my
father used to beat me and I used to feel. .."
And she'll say, ". . . and he always used to say to me . . ."
And you say, ". . . and when he took my car away from me, I knew that
life was pretty hopeless," and so forth.
"... and he often said to me," she'll say, "when we were walking out to
the barn. You know, I did have a love affair before I met him but I gave him
up. I had to be noble. Married my best friend—I thought it was for the best—
but it's all worked out wrong .. ."
And you're saying by this time—you're trying to match grief. No, you
can't match grief because grief doesn't listen. It's senseless, when a person
breaks down and starts to cry, saying, "It's all right. Life is going to be beau-
tiful, life is going to be wonderful. The sun will shine again. There's no use to
be bereaved," because you can stand there and go "Yak, yak, yak" for a long
time.
About the only thing you can do is to pat them on the shoulder and say,
"I feel sorry for you. Yes, everybody feels sorry for you. We pity you." And if
you carry along in that line this person will finally simmer down and smooth
out very nicely. You can get a communication, then, by giving—because grief
is a supplication and plea for pity.
But on a fear level, as I said, there you can only sell things that prevent
death. Here is where the political parties really come in. If they've got a
populace which is predominantly in fear state or a fixed state—I don't mean
the populace is specifically afraid of something, I mean they're just in a fixed
state of fear—they've been up against politicians a long time and they're
scared stiff. And here you have fear and somebody is saying all along the line
to them, "Be happy and cheer up because all is well tomorrow." That fellow's
not going to win the election.
The fellow that's going to win the election from this populace is the
fellow that says, "This is a time of emergency. The most stringent and ter-
rible methods are necessary. We need price controls. And you mustn't listen
to five perce—" Who am I quoting? He's—in other words, the country has to
be saved. This has to be a great emergency, because we are being attacked
from all sides by enemies and the subversives are coming in underneath and
prying us apart and the planes are coming over on top of us and somebody is
surrounding us with the submarines. "But I'll save you from all this."
The anger case will take care of the fear cases. Now—then the fear cases
will eventually wind up and shoot the anger leader. It's wonderful. I mean,
it's the most—you ever hear of the snake that ate himself up—he just
grabbed ahold of his tail and swallowed his tail and disappeared? Well, that's
what happens. And this is a standard dictatorship setup: Populace afraid,
they think there is an emergency so they elect somebody in an anger level
and then everybody passes in his checks. Germany, Italy—how many proof do
you need? Russia is on its way right now.
You know, I wonder that anybody doesn't really evaluate that situation.
If people would stop talking so loudly about "Well, we'll save you, America.
It's going to cost you 965,762 billion dollars in the next two weeks, but we'll
save you. And because Russia is this and Russia is that and we've got to
really get in there and we've got to have a 950-wing air force, and . . ."
You know, a very short time ago I was reading statistically that this
country could not support a seventy-group air force and now they got a 163-
group air force there postulated. Wonderful. I mean, we haven't got enough
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oil and iron to build a seventy-group air force, so now we're going to have a
163-group air force. This should give you some kind of an idea that we're
drifting down the Tone Scale somewhere.
But here's the play: Now, fear is best appealed to by arguments about
things to be afraid of. Anger is best appealed to about things to be angry
about.
But there's something else happens here. Domination is on the basis of
about one—one skip. In other words, boredom can more or less damp out
antagonism, anger can control fear. Fear can play on down to grief, a little
bit. If we're acting in terms of two people, side by side, the one that'll more or
less be in command of the other one will be the one that's a grade up from
the other one.
And by the way, from here down you don't command the person into
doing very much but enturbulating you. You can get agreement and get
action, however, anyway.
Conservative people uniformly throughout the society depend almost
exclusively upon the dreamer and the happy individual to provide the ideas
and so forth to provide conservatism with its action. You've noticed that.
Actually, there's a very conservative necessity to put something together well.
But there's no reason why practicality can't be happy. But you get this domi-
nation.
A populace which is at 2.5 which is just bored, can be ruled by a
conservative government—reasonable, practical, conservative government.
But a society which is at 1.1 cannot be ruled by a conservative, practical
government; it can only be ruled by an angry or an antagonistic government.
Now, there is a behavior pattern for each one of these moods.
Now, we speak of—where is terror? Terror is just more fear. There is a
thing called volume on this Tone Scale. Terror is more fear. Where is rage?
It's just more anger. Where is sorrow? It's just less grief, see? I mean, there's
just the gradient scale; we're just using other words that fit on the scale.
And we say that an individual gets fixed at a position on this scale. He
does. His pattern behavior will be at one of these levels, if he more or less
gets fixed on one of these scales.
How is it, then, if anger is only destructive, that this person ever makes
any effective progress? Well, the fact of the matter is, his overall average
shows that he doesn't make effective progress. He gives an apparent solid
reaction to life in general. He will say, "And me and Herring and Garbage are
going to make a great Germany. We're constructive." Look at Germany now.
It's really been constructed, all right. But you'll get a lot of constructive talk
and constructive justification anywhere along this tone band, but the overall
average endeavor of an individual or society lying at the level of fear will be
whatever it is that groups with fear as a fear reaction. And a lot of things
group with fear as a fear reaction.
Now, we have also something else at work. Although from 2.0 down an
individual tends toward succumbing—from 2.0 down he tends to succumb
more than he tends to survive—there is still an element in him which com-
pels him to survive. One of the things that happens is, he is surrounded by,
maybe, individuals who are higher on the Tone Scale than himself and they
insist that he survives. They can't understand why he wants to die. This is
silly! So we pass a law against suicide.
All these boys up here, they say, "Obviously, people who commit suicide-
would you commit suicide?"
THE TONE SCALE
"No, I wouldn't commit suicide; it's impractical."
"Well, the people who commit suicide, then—it's a crime against the
state."
"Yeah." Hah. So they put a law in the books and they say, "It's against
the law to commit suicide." And that takes your person down here along the
line of grief and apathy—apathy isn't active enough to commit suicide. You'll
get suicide—if this fellow dives suddenly to grief, he's liable to commit sui-
cide; if this fellow dives into grief, suddenly, he'll commit suicide. And a grief
is liable to sit right in front of you and say, "Yes, I feel fine, I feel fine. I'm all
right. I'm much better today. Would you go get me a magazine? I'd like to
read." And you walk out and get the magazine, come back in and find the
corpse.
James Forrestal was never more pleasant than when he sent the hospital
corpsman away from his door so he could jump sixteen stories to the sky-
lights below.
Psychiatry—excuse me for using—I shouldn't use dirty words; forgive
me. Some of the doctors there in charge of his case had walked in and had
found him in a rather antagonistic and angry mood and they had been able
to suppress him down into this band. They left him there and walked out and
thought they'd done a good job. Nobody encouraged his anger or his revolt.
He was the best brains the navy ever had. The navy's really practically lost
its identity since Forrestal went out. And nobody encouraged his anger,
nobody tried to bring him up any Tone Scale; they just gave him a shove to
cheer him up and he went out the window.
So that you get anybody in this band here and you give them a quick
impact of loss and they're liable to die or commit suicide.
Now, they have many ways of committing suicide besides just getting—
blowing one's brains out. There's the committing suicide on the slow route,
such as getting sick and dying of an infection. There is the slow route of
starvation—not eating the proper food or the right food eventually will result
in malnutrition, which is another name for a partial suicide and they'll cash
out that way. Or they'll drive down the road in an automobile on Sunday and
commit suicide in that fashion, although it's a terrific "accident," you under-
stand. They wouldn't be able to explain it to you any other way than that it
was an accident. If you met them up at the Pearly Gates you'd say, "What
happened to you?"
And they'd say, "Accident."
"Well, it's very funny. Why did you have an accident? You knew that you
had a soft tire day before yesterday; you saw the nail in the tire; you knew
you had this tire and you knew that the kingbolts on the front end were
practically ready to fall out. Last week the mechanic told you that."
"Let me see, did he?"
"Why didn't you have them repaired?"
Oh, no. You wouldn't have anything repaired like that which was such a
beautiful suicide trap. Leave them and then there's no blame to having com-
mitted suicide. I mean, just commit suicide—boom. That's, by the way, your
source of accidents.
When you look at this scale, you realize that it's very funny that these
things apparently line up and can be extrapolated from so many observa-
tional sources. There's actually an energy behavior involved here.
There is a life energy which becomes highly enturbulated as it gets
down. It becomes more and more enturbulated. Here, up here, it's very
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smooth and then down here it's—gets very jagged. By the time it gets down
here it is nulled. Its wavelength is such that it isn't operating. It's kicking
out of the material universe. You get death, get separation. And this is the
mechanism of death.
Up here it's very smooth and aligns itself very easily with the material
universe so that you can have a nice, smooth-running organism. Down here
it—the mechanism of death has set in, which is—this life energy gets kicked
back out of the mest by this jagged vibration.
Actually, you can measure the vibration level, I am very sure. I'm—wish
I'd just had just a few days on some testing equipment to get us proper wave-
lengths. Its wavelengths exist. But you can watch it in its operation. These
are just descriptive words which might better be stated in terms of .03 such
and such vibration—or wavelength—centimeters, something of the sort.
Three centimeters—who was telling me about that the other day?
Anyway, you got a gradient scale in operation here. Now, if you start
looking for every conceivable kind of behavior—that is, a general class of
behavior to which a man could operate . . .
Let's take the class of behavior involving marriage, the class of behavior
involving the care of machinery, the class of behavior involving ethics, law,
any one of these things. You can compare this to the individuals concerned in
that class of behavior—you'll find out, for instance, in handling machinery—
you can put this to test. You can go out and look at a man's car and you'll
find out it's got a dented front fender. The car looks sort of muddily unhappy
and it's not in very good mechanical condition. You just take a look at that
car. This fellow's obviously active enough to have a car, isn't he? That nor-
mally will boost him up here and you've got him located to that degree on the
Tone Scale just by looking at a messed-up car.
What will this man do to some machinery in a plant? You put this man
on a machine in the plant. This machine's been running, it's been having a
happy time of it, it's been sitting there purring along, all contented, punching
holes in a big piece of iron, and "Chomp, chomp, chomp, chomp." This guy-
shift jobs—this guy all of a sudden takes over that machine. For a day it's
there and it says, "Chomp, chomp, chomp, chomp." And then a funny thing
happens but a cold chisel happens to be lying on one of the pieces of steel
that's being fed into the machine. Strange, but of course it's pure coincidence.
So the machine comes down—"Chomp, chomp, chomp"—it can cut the soft
steel but it hits this cold chisel and it goes crunch! Pieces of cold chisel fly in
all directions and the chomper is broken.
And the fellow—you'd say to the fellow, "What happened?"
"Well, nothing, it's just—matter of fact, as a matter of fact it—somebody
else put it on there." You're not going to get the straight story from this
fellow. So you have another chomper fitted on this thing. The machine's out
of operation for a day. That throws out the assembly line all the way down
the line.
So, the next day the machine is sitting there and it's going "Chomp,
chomp, chomp." The superintendent comes by. He notices that for some
strange reason the floor in this particular area is dirtier than it ordinarily is.
There's more scraps on it. And he doesn't think very much about it but it
seems to stay that way, doesn't get swept. Well, there's a perfectly logical
explanation for this: Every time the floor sweeper comes along, this fellow
says, "You're makin' too much dust!" And he just doesn't sweep under that
machine.
THE TONE SCALE
Now, this gadget with the new chomper is going "Chomp, chomp, chomp"
—the stuff being fed to the assembly line and it goes down through this line
and this line and finally gets down to the assembly line and there an inspec-
tor says, "Whoa!" What happened? Well, it so happened that when this fellow
turned the machine on again he set the dial at fifty-two millimeters, whereas
the dial was supposed to be set at seventy-five millimeters and all the holes
that have been chomped are too small, but they can't be chomped again
because the chomper won't take them that way anymore. So you throw away
that metal. So it goes.
It's a very funny thing what you can do with this fellow, too. You go take
a look at his machine, take a record of the breakage of the machine, take a
look at the floor under the machine and then know what his wife looks like.
Well, she hasn't got messed up, but she will be—have been driven here, ordi-
narily, or lower. He's succeeded in putting her down the line.
Now, in other words, the care of physical things and possessions or the
physical universe, and so forth, deteriorates as you drop down the Tone Scale.
When you get down below 2.0 you start into the band of where you get breakage,
so on. Here you've got destruction at work. And by the way, this is not just on my
say-so. I can walk into a plant and look over somebody's equipment and say,
"Well, how long has it been since he had an automobile accident?"
And the fellow'd say, "Oh, about three weeks. You know this guy?"
And you say, "No. No, I don't know him. Um—was he elected in the local
union election the last time?"
"Yes, as a matter of fact, he was! Don't you know this guy?"
And you say, "No, I don't know this fellow. But tell me this: his locker
downstairs down there is just crammed from top to bottom with junk, isn't it?"
"Yes, as a mat—uh—what are you trying to pull around here?" It'll just
follow sequitur.
"Also," you say, "this fellow's health record demonstrates that he has
arthritis." Well, it's all very funny because his health record says he has arthri-
tis. Only another one—you miss on that one sometimes and actually he's got a
collection of lime or a sedimentary deposit in the kidneys or it's tumors or it's
some disease. But it's sedimentary, it's collective. This fellow is attacking still
the environment around him, but hell hold in the line, sort of frozen and tensed
up, some of the fluid flows of his body. And hell get these depository illnesses.
You can spot these fellows, one right after the other. You can tell such things
as—he went to the bank and he borrowed some money. He meant to pay it
back—honesty was the best policy and all that sort of thing—but he didn't.
Down at the school his kids aren't doing well. You can practically look
at this fellow and you can tell what his kids' grades are. They're not doing
well at all.
You know what his machinery's like. You know what his attitude toward
sex is. You know what his attitude toward children is. You know what he'll be
in the group. The group will always mistake a person who has some horse-
power at this level for a leader. And this person will inevitably destroy a group.
Labor has been sitting around like little sheep about to be driven to
slaughter and this fellow stands up and he says, "I'm going to save you now
from these managers—this company management—going to save you."
And they all say, "I vote 'yes'- He's got to be the chairman," and so forth.
And he'll talk. Boy, he looks like force, power.
There's another interesting thing. The body is part life energy and part
physical universe. Life energy is rational; physical universe has force. When

77
78

15 AUGUST 1951
you get down below 2.0, the individual starts running on more force than he
does life energy. You get down below this anger band and the individual
starts to believe in force, punishment drive, punishment-drive theory, and so
on. That falls down below this band.
Above this band you get enlightenment.
Here you get your subversive, by the way, politically. This fellow doesn't
run the union, he runs the guy who runs the union. Sure, he's covert.
In short, with this lineup of emotions it is possible to extrapolate various
behaviors on the part of individuals for various headings. You have on your
Tone Scale chart, the full chart of human behavior, an extrapolation for many
kinds of behavior. But this chart could be extended a great distance and still
would be found to hold true.
Now, I told you more or less the theory behind it and the workability of
it. The only reason, in this highly scientific and practical and conservative
world is—the only reason for existence or value that a thing would have
would be how useful it was—whether or not it worked and whether or not it
were useful. This material definitely is useful on such an application.
A salesman, knowing it well, can size up a prospect and—a salesman
who is too neat, for instance, he won't sell people below 2.0. You know, it's
right there and it says right in all those books on salesmanship—it says,
"The salesman must be neat." Not to sell below 2.0! That salesman, if he
wants to sell an angry man, he'd better look like one. In other words, he gets
an agreement somewhere on the scale. He actually can sell a person at this
level something that will break and cause an accident faster than he can sell
a practical machine. That's very interesting. He doesn't have to paint it up
that way very far but if he just gives a few hints, that machine will be
bought.
And yet the salesman is taught to say, "My product is the best product,
it lasts the longest, it is the safest." He's got his sales talk all lined up;
there's a sales talk for each one of these levels. And the sales talk is here,
"Well, this machine keeps the pebbles from coming up under the seat. And
you know in the McCormick, as a matter of fact, they don't have this guard.
And the pebbles ..." There's never been a pebble up through that and this
guy's never seen it but it's something new to be afraid of. That's the way you
sell them.
You say, "When this thing breaks down, it is almost impossible to diag-
nose the trouble." Gee, he'll buy that quick. Sounds strange, but it's
something that one learns with experience how to put into use.
Would you like to ask some questions about tonight's talk?
Yes?
Male voice: At what point on the Tone Scale is behavior postulated; what
point is it easily observed? The question is relevant to me.
What point is it postulated?
Male voice: What point is behavior postulated? How many 3.5s can we
observe? What point is the behavior of a 3.5 postulated? Or have you observed
this behavior?
Oh! You're talking about high-level Tone Scale behavior. Yes, I have
observed this behavior. As a matter of fact, you have, too. We get cynical with
this chart. Everybody has a certain number of aberrations, almost anybody
can be enturbulated. But when a person is coasting along fairly cheerfully,
happily—life is going fairly well for him—he has in his vicinity those things
which he needs to survive and he has absent from him those things which
THE TONE SCALE
aren't, he doesn't enturbulate down to his chronic level. He'll ride at a high
level. He'll ride consistently at a high level.
Don't hit him with a straw, though, because he'll go whew! But you can
watch him riding at this level. Whereas the least bit enturbulated—you've
just come in and told him the price of postage stamps has gone up one cent
per million. This is a tough one. That was all it took to break the beautiful
crystal of his day and spin him in. Now, three minutes before that, if you had
given him a letter and you'd say, "Would you mail this for me?"
He'd say, "Why sure, I'd be very happy to," and go ahead and mail it.
And then he finds out that the price of postage stamps has been raised one
cent per million— phew! Here he is. And you say, "Would you mail this letter?"
"Sure." That's the end of that letter. In other words, you've got two levels
of behavior.
Let's not overlook the fact that individuals have been known to be happy,
even though aberrated.
Now, completely aside from this point, I have seen individuals well
enough swamped up on the one hand and I have seen individuals so unaber-
rated on the other hand that they behaved along this 3.5 band up here
constantly, consistently. Give them a letter, they mail it. You see, your low
bands interrupt communication. Say, "Good morning" to them with a happy
smile on your face and they say "Good morning" right back with a happy smile
on their face.
And you say, "I made an extra twenty-five dollars yesterday," and they
said, "Well, are you sure it isn't counterfeit?" or they don't say, "You know,
Bill made twenty-six." They say, "Gosh! That's good." Strange human reaction, I
know, but these people exist. Now, we don't see them around the Foundation
very much because the auditors get enturbulated from the preclears, and so
on. But I have observed this behavior.
The extrapolation holds good all the way along the line on that. I worked
on this chart rather constantly, actually not knowing what I had my hands
on, for about three years until I finally crystallized the thing and then it was
under observation for about four months with a lot of people. Of course, I will
admit that it was much better observed at the bottom of the Tone Scale than
the top, since it was observed in Los Angeles.
Are there any other questions?
Yes?
Male voice: Will you expand just a little bit on the point that an angry
man seems to get pleasure from being angry?
Oh yeah, yeah. Oh yes, there's a fancy term for that. It's called "abreac-
tion of one's hostilities." The only trouble with that term, "abreaction of one's
hostilities," is the fact that one doesn't just abreact hostilities. So, it's a lim-
ited concept. The point is that a person at 2.5 experiences his pleasure by
being 2.5. A person who is a 1.1 gets a big kick out of the fact that he's
inflicting some fear on somebody. He's making somebody afraid and he thinks
this is funny. And you can get laughter off of the levels where the person is.
There you get laughter.
Now, here is humor. And the field of humor lies here rather wide open
when you take a look at it. For instance, anger is the good old German humor
of, "Haw-haw-haw. Good joke. Mother was standing at the top of the stairs
and somebody gave her a swift kick and she fell clear to the bottom and she
got a fractured skull! And . . ." Hilarious, you know? And this is your comic-
strip humor. I wonder why it has such a wide appeal? It doesn't have that
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humor anymore. There isn't any humor in comic strips anymore—I've been
studying them. They're all about Flash Gordon shooting Hopalong Cassidy or
something. They're all dramatic and they're all named after movie heroes,
the last I've seen. How far can we go with commercialism?
Well, this is interesting here to watch a person who is—a person, by the
way, can ride at 0.5. They're not crying all the time, they're just kind of sad
and hopeless. And to watch a person at 0.5 extract humor from the fact that
he has occasioned sympathy or grief...
Somebody—"Well, how did she feel about it?"
"Oh, she cried; she cried for a long time. Didn't do her any good, though,
of course. Tears ran—the tears ran down her cheeks. Yeah." Wonderful to
watch humor taking place down here.
You maybe know these people that I've talked about. The people that you
know normally, the people to whom you know best, probably fall along this
band here. You probably know the conservative man. The general conservative
attitude and so on, a slight reservation toward everything. You certainly know
the New Yorker—yon know this general sort of sniping antagonism continually.
And you know this one: this is the fellow that went around and told the boss
that you had been fired from your last job, but he didn't want the boss to
know about it—that's what he told the boss. And he said that you were a
good fellow after all, and then he stood up for you because he was your friend
and he said somebody said you weren't fit to eat with pigs and he said you was.
Okay. Well, let's save it till tomorrow night.
Thank you very much.
MOTION AND EMOTION
A lecture given on
16 August 1951
All right.
The name of this talk is "Motion and Emotion"—one of those nice trick
titles.
I'm afraid that what the human race knows about emotion it has very
badly mixed up with motion and that's because the two of them are tied
together almost inseparably and one stems from the other.
Now, motion is, of course, something or other in space measured against
time. That's really the definition of motion. You can't have motion unless you
have space and time—depends on space and time. If you just had space and
didn't have time, why, you'd have the same condition that Einstein claims
would happen if you drove a spaceship up to 186,000 miles a second, the
speed of light: it'd stop, and it'd freeze there to the end of time. It's interest-
ing to even try to envisage anything without time passage.
You see, the physical universe happens to be made up, at least as far as
a physicist knows, of the—actually—the three quantities of energy, space and
time. And the energy, moving in space and time, combines in fields of energy
which create matter. It is not a very complex thing, but actually there is no
such thing as either energy or matter any more than there's such a thing as
space or time.
If you took—if you took all the matter in the universe and reduced it
down to a complete condensation, you wouldn't have enough matter to fit on
the head of a pin, because all it is, is motion.
You get a vibration. Matter is actually a vibration. But theoretically, if
you set up a tuning fork or a P-192—that's the new pursuit ship that they're
going to build in 1988—this new pursuit ship will create standing waves
which will wipe out Wichita, not just scare it to death.
Now, the point I'm making is, is that a sound wave, for instance, is the
motion of particles, and these particles can move at such a vibration that
you'll finally get a standing wave or a near standing wave, which is solid,
although it isn't solid air; it's just a solid wave. If you ran into it, it'd be like
hitting a brick wall, actually.
Now, electrons are supposed to be particles of energy. Well, that's all
very interesting, but all an electron is, is an unthinkably intense motion,
evidently. And it's so intense that it makes a little localized standing wave.
Nuclear physics shifts its tenets—I think it's on August the 21st, Decem-
ber the 22nd, January the 3rd—quite regularly. It decides that anything that
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was thought in the past period is now out of date and they have to go on to
something new. It's one of these rapidly changing fields. But that one they
don't change. That's basic. Matter, energy, space and time, then.
God knows what time is. What a tremendous discovery it would be if
somebody suddenly discovered what time really was. Actually, it's so—it
would be such a vast advance that standing here—I can't even begin to give
you a definition of time. But I can give you a description which will impress
upon you the fact that time exists. And that is the fact that as I move my
hand across there, that is a motion. It is taking place in space but it's plotted
against time. Now, if there were no time involved here, no motion could take
place.
In auditing, for instance, where you have somebody stuck on the time
track, one of the best reasons he can't get sonic is the fact that he can't get
the motion on the track sufficient to let the sound reel off.
Now, in the matter of action in space, you have to have space to have
the action, you have to have the time to have the action, you've got to have the
motion to take the action. Without time and space, you certainly wouldn't
have energy. You could conceive of energy without time and space easier than
you can conceive of space without time, but when you start to conceive of
energy, you have an idea that perhaps—that that as a solid object exists,
which it doesn't. This is a series of unthinkably rapid motions taking place
which makes a solidification of nothing, which rests here in my hand as I
stand here in nothing, and so forth. There are these terrific motions. What
I'm trying to show you is that the basic phenomenon of the universe is
motion. It—actually, there isn't anything else. You can derive space and time
in terms of motion, and so on.
So you actually have, with time, space, matter and energy, the four facets
of this phenomenon. You get too much motion, you're inevitably going to get
matter, which is an energy. You see, this motion has to be intensified to a
point where it—it is matter, really, before it becomes actionable enough to
exert the motion. How do you tell that there's some energy there? You tell it
in terms of motion. You say, "Well, electricity, that's easy! Electricity, it's—
um—it's—well, you can read it on the ammeter on the dial." And what are
you reading on that ammeter? You're reading a magnetic field pulse and that
keeps the needle over. You're reading the motion of something along a wire
and this brings about this magnetic field and so you have a motion. That is
the energy; the manifestation with which it's measured is that.
Now, it's all very well to condense everything down to a lowest common
denominator, but sometimes after you've done it all, it all disappears, so I'd
better stop. If anybody really cracked this problem, probably the universe
would disappear— peoooh! Or maybe after he had the formula all written or
something of the sort, he could just wave his hand like this and a new uni-
verse would appear. It's that terrifically fundamental.
The boys standing around and cracking atoms and getting atomic
fission—what they're doing is bringing an energy up to an instability of
motion. They get this energy, which is actually a terrific vibration, vibrating
and then this energy can vibrate in the physical universe at this rate and
this energy here, the same kind, can vibrate at this rate till you bring them
together. The only thing—the only reason you get atomic fission with pluto-
nium is the fact that too much plutonium mixed together goes boom! It
becomes unstable and disintegrates into its basic motion. And that basic
motion can wipe out a town most beautifully. It's terrific power.
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That reminds me, by the way, of a story of the boys out at Los Alamogordos
and up at MIT were very upset about the atom bomb. They had been told—I
don't know how they could have believed this (I was off to war; I could have
told them)—the government said, "Now, we're not going to use this bomb on
anybody, we're going to ask representatives of the foreign government to come
over and observe the explosion of this bomb." The fellow was talking in an
English accent undoubtedly because he was from the State Department. And
—you have to have an English accent to belong to our State Department, didn't
you know that? England has had a mortgage on our State Department now
—number of years. And they are always coming up with these fantastic state-
ments and schemes that they will make to people to get them to do things.
It's wonderful.
They told these boys that they weren't going to use this atom bomb. They
were going to bring everybody down to the desert down there in New Mexico
and they were going to touch a button and go boom! and say, "Now, you see?
You better stop the war because this can wipe out the whole country." And
the boys at MIT, being scientists and therefore not too bright in human rela-
tions, said, "All right," and they went along with it. And then all of sudden,
the first thing the boys at these various development projects knew about the
atom bomb was boom! Hiroshima. They were quite upset about the whole thing.
So they said, "Let's have a big banquet and—let's have a big banquet
and have all the politicians from Washington there and we will feed them
—we will feed them on plutonium tableware and we'll serve them on these
plutonium plates and so on. And we'll talk to them about it and we'll say,
'Now, are you going to fix up this atomic bomb situation so that atomic
fission will hereafter be used only for the benefit of man?' " And if the politi-
cians didn't agree with them they were going to stack the plates.
Well, this shows that there can be intensities of motion.
Now, man is aware of nothing so soon as he is aware of motion. Motion,
by the way, comes in through the senses very easily. That is what a person
detects with the senses. He detects motion and that's all he detects. But a
sharp, fast motion of an object where he can sense it or a sound which seems
to denote the motion of an object, will alert him, alarm him. Fellow is stand-
ing here, he doesn't suspect anything is over here and all of a sudden he sees
a motion of an object—he'll turn toward it. A sound suddenly sounds out here
someplace—he'll turn toward it.
The concentration on the physical universe is a concentration by the
awareness of awareness of the individual upon a source of motion and if an
unu—on sources of motion—and if an unusual or unexpected motion takes
place, it will occasion the impulse of a sense message which will attract his
attention so he will be able to preserve the organism and move out of the way
of the hostile motion. We are in a conflict and combat of motions. Motion is
very important to us.
One of the symptoms of a severely aberrated person is the fact that
when he is returned, when he is trying to see something which he has seen
before or recall a scene, he recalls it either by not seeing anything or in
terms of still pictures. He gets still pictures; he does not see those pictures
move. He is stuck on the track; other things have happened. In other words,
there's something wrong with this fellow's motion and seeing something wrong
with his motion, just in that sphere, you know that many things are wrong with
the many motions of which he is composed, because he is actually merely a
composite of motions. And if the awareness of awareness, that is, the (quote) I
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(unquote) of the individual, the id, is unable—or has conceived itself to be
unable—to control the majority of motions in its immediate vicinity, then it is
aberrated. And there is your basic, really, basic definition of aberrations.
The control of self, the control of the motions of self, the control of the
motions of things, particularly dangerous things in the environment, the con-
trol of the motions of things which are prosurvival in the environment—all
these things add up to sanity. A person is then able to predict his survival.
Now, how is it, then, that the awareness of awareness of the mind sud-
denly conceives itself unable to do this and what would this have to do with
an individual's value to an industry, to his fellow man, to himself?
The basic aberration is inability to control motion. Practically nobody
controls motion to a hundred percent of his capabilities. We don't have to
think in terms of vast and complex machines to see how this fits into indus-
try. You take a janitor with a broom and send him down the aisle sweeping.
You don't have to have a person who can control the superultimate complexity
of motion to have that janitor, but you would be surprised how many acci-
dents he has if he is low on the Tone Scale. He'll shove the handle of the
broom through this and that and he'll knock—template off here, there, and
he just goes through the place, and if you were to take—if he's a very low
Tone Scale individual—if you were to take all the objects which he had
broken, bent or displaced during a year and strewed them up the aisle so that
you could see all this happenstance at one instant, it would look like the
Battle of Gettysburg. He is not only unable to control his own motion with
coordination but he conceives almost all other motions in his vicinity to have
some ingredient of hostility. He is possibly up to the point where he can only
express his hostility, not to objects which are capable of motion, but to objects
which are inanimate. If the thing is completely dead, he can attack it. So he'll
break things, objects.
Worse than this is the poor personnel director and the poor foreman over
a series of very complex machines who picks up a man who doesn't have
motion visio. This person will have motion all around him. There's a big
machine running and this machine is in motion, but the view he is getting of
the machine demonstrates it to be stopped. That's a fact. He knows this
machine is running, he can perceive that this machine is running, he works
with this machine continually, but it's too dangerous to see a motion; it's too
dangerous. So he's—gets a sort of a stroboscope effect. He knows where all
the wheels are and he knows the wheels are moving and he thinks he sees the
wheels moving. He's all set and he knows that this arm comes out here and
cuts off the piece of steel in front of him, and the ruddy rod comes over here
and this one goes there and something else comes down here and the hole is
punched with this thing over here—he knows all these things are taking
place. But unless the workman who runs that machine has a very able con-
cept of motion—he may not do it for a year—but sooner or later he will
discoordinate because he actually isn't observing motion. And he'll either
wreck the machine, have an accident himself or he will permit some portion
of this machine to maladjust and he'll hurt somebody else. Just out of motion.
Now, if you get a person pretty low on the Tone Scale and you put him on
that machine, you can just kiss that machine goodbye. I don't care what it
cost. That machine is going to go to rack and ruin simply because it is a
dangerous object if it's moving.
You might take this individual off of a rapid-moving machine and go
over and give him something where he turns a wheel and this wheel goes
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down through and makes an impression. And then he releases the wheel—
comes off and he takes out this sheet. And he puts another sheet in and he
turns this wheel, manually. In other words, he would work on a machine on
which he could exert his own full and complete control and which was not
otherwise motivated. He could work on a machine which he himself furnished
the motion for. You get the idea?
In other words, he can be compatible with an inanimate machine
because it's not dangerous enough to kick back against him. So he can handle
it and he won't get disturbed. But a machine which is running by another
power plant—which is running with a motor—requires an individual who
gets along very well with his fellow man. This machine is to that sense alive
that it has motion and it does a certain amount of self-determined action.
That is, the machine does certain motions.
Now, another human being is another object which is capable of self-
determined motion and just as a very good jackleg test, you want to know
whether or not somebody is going to be able to handle a nice, big complicated
machine that's going to run on its own electric motors or its own gas engine
or something like that, you get a guy who is a fairly good guy to have as a
friend and he'll take fine care of that machine. Yeah, he'll get along with that
machine, because that machine has to be cooperated with. That machine
can't be controlled completely as this. That machine's got a mind of its own to
the degree that the levers come out and the ruddy rods go here and the
things bounce and so forth.
Now, because people are far from optimum in this society—I mean, when I
say optimum, that's very high, that isn't a dirty crack—you get—manufacturers
of machines build on experience and more experience and more experience
and they keep trying to make machines more and more self-determined so
that the operator has to do less and less to them. What they're trying to make
in the ultimate is a man they won't have to hire, and something that'll do some-
thing very complicated and nobody will have to think for it.
And then they know they can find one guy that can take care of ten of
these machines. Well, they may be trying to cut down on their payroll and
plant overhead. But actually, they're perfectly confident that they will be able
to get one man for ten machines. They're confident that they can find one
man who will evidently, by some mysterious factor or other—just by experi-
ence they will know that he can walk down the aisle and all these machines
will keep on running. But they rather despair—let's say there are ten
machines—of these machines in a less self-determined line if they required
five men apiece. Where are we going to get that many men who can do this
job? They don't quite know what they're saying when they say, "that can do
this job." Lot of people could actually do the job, but how many people can
accomplish the goal of the job? That's—accomplishment of the goal is a co-
operative level with the machinery, with their fellow human beings around
the plant—is more than just having a smooth-running plant! It's having an
efficient plant, it's having the machinery of the plant well cared for and
it's turning out a good, standard product. All depends on high Tone Scale
people.
Man has been so terribly susceptible to aberration that actually he is
not quite as satisfactory as the machine. As a matter of fact, an electronics
engineer is very prone to tell you—they have this one very bad; they work
with machines that think—and they're very prone to tell you, "Whooh! I'd
sure hate to work with a human being on a job like this. They're full of
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mistakes! And a machine like this, this is perfect! It never makes a mistake.
Not like a human being—they always make a lot of mistakes."
And you say to one of these guys, "The human brain is designed to be
perfect, you know. It's designed to be perfect. And it's probably a lot more
reliable than these machines." You try to stand up for the human mind for a
moment and the fellow says—you can't sell him that. He knows, by observa-
tion, that these machines are more accurate and therefore the human mind
is no good and of no use to anyone. And that's the conclusion they draw. They
never ask themselves the questions, by the way, "What designed and made
these oscilloscopes and vacuum tubes?"
Now, on every hand, the complexities, interrelationships, personnel
problems, interpersonal relations, problems of training and education—all
these things—depend upon some knowledge, some ability to predict what a
given person will do in a given situation. If you can't find this out, then you
wouldn't know quite what to do with him. That is to say, we have somebody
to educate. What can we expect and what can we do? What can we expect
this fellow to do with the knowledge we're giving him? What can he do with
the items of equipment which are going to be placed in his hands? And could
we alter an educational pattern for him in such a way that we could at least
safeguard the equipment and the job that we're going to herd him into? Is
there some way that we could do this?
Yes, because there are several therapies; one of them is—there are three:
education, environment and Dianetic processing will accomplish about the
three things. You can educate a man in such a way that he is prevented
somewhat from accomplishing these things.
For instance, you could take an accident-prone and you could cut down
the possibility—you could cut it down just a little bit—by making him a
splendid driver by instruction. You could just train him and train him and
train him and train him. But what are you doing? What are you doing? You're
substituting you for his awareness of awareness. You just run yourself in
there between him and his motor controls and you can somehow take—to
some degree take over the motor controls and you go on driving the car. His
muscles and you go on driving the car; you never see him again. That is what
education can do. It can alter this pattern but it won't bring a fellow up the
Tone Scale to any degree. And you can take this fellow away from that educa-
tional pattern and he begins expressing himself 100 percent across the
boards again.
Now, motion is so close and intimate and dear to the hearts of the uni-
verse, life, everything else, that man somehow or other instinctively named
the affinity manifestation of life emotion. It expresses a certain volatility.
Although it is not exactly movement in time and space, it expresses a volatility
of some sort. It's a changeableness. Any change more or less gets registered
against time and space. Actually, there was a good reason for doing this. He
did it instinctively. But it's completely correct because emotion comes about
because of motion and the two are very, very intimately interrelated.
You can derive the Tone Scale all the way down the line to the bottom
and back up to the top again in terms of—simply in terms of motion and
the—what the individual does in response to motion.
Situations are motion situations. A situation is a situation because move-
ment is imminent. Movement must take place of one kind or another in a
situation.
Now, how a man reacts to his situation—any given situation—in a person
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who is completely unaberrated, his reaction to a given situation would be very
predictable except for this one thing: that it is nonsurvival to be predictable. So
you would get the called-for response with the variable of radical action so as
not to be predictable. But you'd get this positive and continuous response to
these various given situations.
In other words, you get a person who is fairly unaberrated—you confront
him with an African lion, barehanded—you confront him with an African
lion, there's a staircase behind him and he will turn and go on up the stair-
case and close the door at the top. He's unaberrated. He will accomplish the
motion of escape, in other words.
If he got to the top of the stairs and found out that he was barred at the
top of the stairs, then he would probably turn around and come back down
the stairs again and snarl like hell at the lion and try to drive him away and
get on by the lion while the lion was distracted. He would do something ra-
tional about this.
But now let's take a very aberrated person and suddenly confront him
with this lion. Of course, a lion isn't a good test because it raises a person's
attention units all up into present time. He gets a necessity level—boom!
He's liable to do something.
But at the same time, let's take a person very low toned, and we raise
his necessity level clear up to apathy. And you confront him with a lion and
he says, "Oh, a lion," and lies down to be eaten.
But let's take a person who is at 1.5. His necessity level raises all the
way up to 1.5 and here's the lion and there's a door right behind him—all
he's got to do is step out this door and close it—and what'll he do? He'll get
mad at the lion! He'll just raise the devil with this lion for a couple of min-
utes. (Lions weigh about 450 pounds.) That'd be the end of him. Be a
nonsurvival action. But it is the action called for by anger. Anger is attack.
Now, what does this fellow at 1.5 do when suddenly confronted by a
machine which is recalcitrant? Now, you take an unaberrated person—here's
a machine which just suddenly breaks down. The unaberrated person takes a
look at it and says, "I wonder what's wrong with this machine." And he finds
out that the ruddy rod goes across the gimmigahoosis and that the little
cotterwhumpus has become snopped. And he goes down the—he either fixes
it with another snop or he goes down the aisle and finds the fellow who's
supposed to repair the machines and he comes back to the machine and he
says, "Well, I guess we got that fixed." In other words, he knows that this is
an inanimate object, except that it has a motor driving it and that it's sub-
ject to certain breakdowns, and repairs of it are accomplishable.
But you take a person who is at 0.5 and this machine breaks down: this
guy will sit there and weep—that's a great reaction—isn't he? He all—he
only got to go ten steps down the line here to get the mechanic to fix it. But
he'll sit there and he'll cry.
Now, supposing a fellow was at 2.5 and the machine breaks down. Oh
boy, do foremen know a lot of these 2.5s. A fellow sits at the machine, the
machine's been running, all of a sudden the machine breaks down. This
fellow, 2.5, is at boredom, see? The machine breaks down, the fellow says-
sits there. Looks around, admires things, takes a chaw of tobacco. Foreman
comes down two hours later—there's a rush job on the assembly line, see—
and foreman comes down two hours later and he says, "The machine's
broken!"
And this fellow says, "Yup."
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"Why don't you do something about it?"
"Oh, me?"
"Yeah, you're suppo—." Your emotional reaction. This fellow's down the
line from it.
Now, supposing you had a 1.1 working on this machine and it broke
down. This 1.1, by the way, is afraid of this machine. That's fear. It wouldn't
matter whether it was a machine or a wildcat or a girl or so on; he'd still be
showing fear toward the object. And however, he couldn't make any frontal
attack and if he's going to go on living—he's afraid of it—and if he's going to
go on living, when nobody's looking he's got to get around here and pop!
"Well, what do you know. The machine broke." He hardly recognizes the fact
that he went around and did that. It says right in the directions on this
machine, "Any time you—this machine is made for cutting steel 1/4 inch by 1/4
inch." So he takes this 2-inch-square piece of steel and he feeds it in and the
machine takes the first one and it takes the second one and it takes the third
one and it takes the—and that's that. He knows darn well that he shouldn't
do that, but he's afraid of this machine.
Now, the button that turns this machine off is within two inches of a
working part. He's supposed to be able to hit that button over here. The
machine all of a sudden starts to go wild; a flywheel starts to run too fast or
idle or something like that. He just screams and falls back from the machine.
But the action—the rational action is to touch that button. But of course
that's the last thing he'd touch. Because, you see, he wants that machine to
blow itself to glory. After all, it scares him to death all the time, just to show
it right.
And by the way, as you come down the Tone Scale below 2.0 you will
discover that people consider inanimate objects as having personalities more
and more; the further you come down the Tone Scale, the more and more
personality there is in an inanimate object. That does not mean that because
a person has conceived inanimate objects to have personality he's low on the
Tone Scale. (I put that in very rapidly to save some of your egos just at that
moment.)
But now, therefore, when you're dealing with individuals, you've got a
certain index of emotion toward practically any situation and you have—for
any emotion—you have a set motion. Now, this little list here is your—here's
your 4.0. You get motion toward and you get—or the rationale indicated.
All right, but this is the usual one. This motion predominates. This is
motion toward, swift approach. This fellow sees that a machine is broken
down the line; he'll go right down to see what's wrong with the machine, not
out of morbid curiosity, but to fix up the machine. He sees somebody is hurt-
straight to it, fix it up.
If, however, he is confronted by a chipmunk, he will not turn and flee
nor will he particularly move toward the chipmunk. But if he is confronted by
a saber-toothed tiger, he will flee. In other words, he has a rational use of all
possible motions to fit the given situation and he'll weigh the evidence before
him to establish and determine his action. His action will be dictated by a
rational conclusion as to what action should be taken.
Now, at 3.5 you get a motion toward, but you don't get the same swift
approach. Here's the machine down there, the machine breaks. The 3.5—
"Well, let's see. Is it any of my business to go down and see what the machine
is ... ?" "Yes it is, kind of, but-well, I'll go down." Fellow's injured-
"Anybody else going to take care of him? Well, guess not." And he'll go over
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and take care of him. But he is also dictated to by the rationale, but there is
one thing that he is not completely capable of. And that is the occasional wild
charge that life demands. When it takes a really wild, enthusiastic charge to
win, get this boy.
You know, it's a funny thing how many times a wild charge will win
when all of the graybeards sitting around the boards have got it all figured
out and four days after the last emergency was dead they put it into action.
And they come out of the office, they've got this big chart in their hands,
they've got all the orders signed, they've got everything set up and they find
out that the lieutenant of marines of the enemy has already hoisted the enemy's
flag on the citadel. And he only had one squad with him when he came in
and attacked the place, but he's got it now and they're his prisoners. The
whole country just surrendered.
By the way, we lost Canada because of a slight drop on the Tone Scale on
the part of one individual. Benedict Arnold, in the early part of his career
when he was of great service to the revolting colonies, got up to Quebec. And
they went up in the morning and—oh, it was very, very, very early—and they
climbed the palisades and dawn was hardly cracked. And they looked at the
bastions and so forth and Arnold was a very fast boy to approach ordinarily,
but this morning he didn't. Everybody was standing around and they were all
tired and there were only a handful of American troops. Canada didn't even
know we were attacking it. And here he was on the Plains of Abraham and
he looks at all these abutments—oh, all kinds of defense works, earth works,
everything else—these enormous gates, these tall castles, and, "Uh—we'll—
we'll wait till the rest of the supplies come across the river."
There wasn't a single soldier mobilized, there wasn't a cannon loaded,
there wasn't a barricade manned by the Canadians, there was nothing. And
the gates of the town were wide open and he and a squad of men could have
walked straight through to the governor's mansion, stepped in with nothing
more than a drawn jackknife and said, "We'll take the surrender of Canada."
And they would have gotten it right there—bong! But they didn't do that and
they laid around there all winter long trying to storm the place. They gave it
days to finally alert, and so forth. A rather pathetic picture of these troops
starving, and so on, smallpox eating away their ranks, the crazy frontal
attacks they had made on the bulwarks when they'd finally managed.
It takes rationale, though, to figure out timing. It was just for the lack of
this guy that we didn't get Canada.
All right. There is a certain timing involved in all this, then. And effi-
ciency sometimes requires it. When a person's adjudication of a situation
means that he does so-and-so and that such-and-such is what it requires to
win this situation, you want to have a guy who will accomplish the rationale
regarding that situation, the rational action. As you come down the Tone Scale,
you'll notice, each time, the rational actions above it are not accomplished—not
accomplishable by this individual except in a moment when his necessity level
goes way up.
The next one down is even slower. And now we get down to 3.0 and below
3.0—this is even slower.
And just down below 3.0, you get... Now this is a rational adjudication.
Here we have a fellow who sees the machine break down there. He knows
there's a machine breakdown—he doesn't go down there. It may even be his
job to go down there, but he doesn't go down there. Somebody will come along
and tell him to go down there. Or he can see that something a little bit
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nearer to hand is running down because of that thing and he'll finally walk
down there. Somebody is hurt—he will stand back on the situation.
Now, just below this is 2.5—2.5 is boredom in action, but the motion of
boredom is to move away. Person—slow motion away.
Now we get down to antagonism—down to antagonism down here and
we get 2.0. We got motion away—swift. This fellow says, "Machine broken
down there. Oh, those goddamn machines—to hell with them." Person hurt—
"Aw, somebody's always getting hurt around here." (Noisy.)
There you have a cycle of action. Now, this cycle of action—this depends
on rationale and so forth—actually has another thing. The people in the special
course—we haven't talked much about the analytical and reactive mind—we
would say that a person who was half-conscious, would—his remaining con-
sciousness was mainly stimulus-response type of consciousness. In other
words, reactive, highly reactive consciousness. And his upper levels of con-
sciousness are thoughtful or analytical consciousness. In other words, he can
think. Now, just as we show on the Tone Scale, from 4.0 down to 2.0 was
survive as the main goal and 2.0 down on to 0.0 was succumb was the main
goal, so do we have this double situation.
These are dictated by survival motives. These are done on the survival
line of action. If these motions mean survival, the person accomplishes them.
And now we get actually the same cycle. It's slightly changed and I'll just
read it to you because there's hardly any change here.
You get motion toward, slow attack, below 2.0.
Then you get at 1.5, motion toward, violent attack.
And then when you get down to 1.1, you get motion away, slow retreat.
But when you get just down to below 1.0—you get about 0.9—you get
motion away, violent; good, fast motion away.
At 0.5 you get slight motion, agitation in one place, suffer, comparing to
boredom.
Then you get no motion and succumb.
But all of these motions are predicated upon the fact that they will cause
the individual to succumb. The solution is toward succumb, not toward survive.
Now, as we get down the line here, we find out the individual goes into
anger. The person who is in anger attacks.
The next one is the person who is—just before you really get into
fear—he moves away, slow retreat. You know, "This thing is dangerous," he's
saying. This isn't rational at all, now that we're down in this line. It's just he
sees something, that something moves, so therefore he should begin a slow
retreat. And at 0.9, he sees a motion—that means he has to flee; he is afraid
at 0.9.
At 0.5, he's in grief, hopeless—here's suicide and so on—and you get
slight motion, agitation, one place, suffer—he just stays there. Suicide is all
set to be eaten, anyhow, and the no-motion is in apathy. When they get down
to apathy, they say, "Well, I'm so little—so little life and so much physical
universe that I must be simply a physical universe item and I'm edible so, I
just might as well lie down and get 'eted'." So this is your cycle—your cycle
of action.
Now, this ties in on your emotional scale. The principles of this, just to
make this clearer, you find 2.0, you get an irrational—at 1.5 rather—you get
an irrational attack. Here you got mild—pardon me, retreat and here you
start getting your retreats again. Then you just stay still, down here.
You understand how this cycle is. Because this is the adjudication of
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what you do to one object or to one situation. For in the rational line, you've
got a sensible resolution as to what the situation is. And clear on down to 2.0
there is some thought involved in what one does. But from 2.0 on down, there
is just this stet reaction, an emotional response to any dangerous situation,
any situation. And furthermore, it is a response out of the fact that the indi-
vidual has postulated that the situation is dangerous, regardless of whether
it is or not. You've got misadjudication and then you've got a misemotional
appliance to it. You've got both of these things taking place same time. And
what he conceives to be dangerous is merely charted against how fast the
thing moves or how suddenly it moves.
To a person who is very much a 1.1—a person who is a 1.1—you get a
motion; his reaction is to get away from it and covertly stop it. He'll go
through that pattern reaction. He will do this. In other words, you're getting
a set pattern as you get down there along the line.
Down to that point of 2.0, you get an adjudication. This thing is moving
fast. "Hah, ballet dancer. Oh, boy!" See?
But down below 2.0, you get this thing is moving fast—ballet dancer—
this thing is moving fast. No differentiation, really, that this fast motion is a
graceful motion, that something else is happening. And you'll still get a little
bit of antagonism toward this individual when she is dancing. Weird. The
fellow will say, "I enjoy it"—of course, he's incapable, really, of enjoying it—"I
enjoy it very much, dear." And he knows this ballet dancer for a while and
then he meets her at the stage door one night and really fixes her clock for
her. Why? She moves fast.
Somebody meets somebody who talks enthusiastically. He's always
eternally coming home. This 1.1 is married to this guy and he's eternally
coming home and he's saying, "You know, I just made a million dollars today
and I'm going to take you out and I'm going to buy you a great big Ford car
but I'm going to diamond plate it from end to end." And you get your 1.1
reaction: "Fine, dear, fine." How can we stop this voice, you see? That's the
whole concern—is how can we stop the voice? The guy is offering her stuff.
It's good news. But he talks to her loudly. It is a loud sound, so therefore, it is
a dangerous sound. So therefore, it must be attacked.
You get a situation where actually somebody could walk in, make an
enthusiastic announcement to a person at 1.5 and get shot dead. That's right!
And it's probably happened a lot of times before now. Because the guy
is moving fast and he's loud. Therefore, he's something to be attacked.
Now, there is your stet reaction. It's these pattern reactions which come in.
At grief, all you would have to do is say, "Hello!" and the guy sits down
and cries.
Or you—you may have seen this: Here's this fellow—I did this to a
beggar once and I was very surprised and I completely misinterpreted the
whole thing: I threw him a penny and he was about half-asleep and the penny
hit the pavement alongside of him and bounced into his lap. I just threw a
penny down. He was about half-asleep. And he broke into tears! Very violent
weeping. And I thought, "The poor fellow, nobody's given him a penny all day,
and this is such a tremendous appreciation for the penny" and so forth. Heh!
Then I realized suddenly that he hadn't even realized there was any
kind of a penny. The guy had been kind of half-doped off; he hadn't seen the
action that had occurred there. I could have stood there then and probably
given him something slowly and he would have shut up. But you notice the
reaction would have been for a person on the upper Tone Scale, because these
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pattern actions are representative of motion. And therefore the lower levels of
the pattern are representative so as to invite certain reactive motions—they
are reactive motions—but the emotion that goes along with them each time
is—and here we get down to the basis of the talk and let's take a breather till
the next period.
MOTION AND EMOTION
(continued)
A lecture given on
16 August 1951
I'm going to knock you all anaten now by a very simple process of simply
reading to you the physiological scale on this.
At tone 4.0 there's the "full control of the autonomic by the cortex, both
craniosacral and thoracolumbar systems of autonomic functioning at optimum
under direction of cortex."* You got that?
All right. There's a whole column down—all the way down this page and
on this page down. Actually, that is a list of the physiological reactions which
take place at these various levels.
Now, all this makes clear is, is the fact that the mind has a control and
monitoring system which it uses on the body. It actually has two control systems
which it employs. The one is simply the control system through the motor
controls. You might say, it's your mechanical control system. Now, that is the
system of levers, weights, balances and so forth—very mechanical—and as a
matter of fact—there's a very amusing datum I throw in here:
Somebody found this out with rats. Something they really found out with
a rat. And I was awfully glad they'd found out with a rat because I would
have hated for them to have put in all these decades and decades and decades
of work with rats without ever having it come to anything. But they found
this out about rats: that there were two panels on each side of a rat's skull.
And each one was the shape of a rat. Now, here's your—here's your rat. (Boy,
that's a terrible looking rat.)
Anyhow, up here you have a rat hanging by his heels, you might say, and
over the top of this rat you've got another rat. In other words, there's two
panels here; and here is—this is one side of his skull and here's the other
side of his skull. Now, here is the nervous system and here is your monitor
control unit, "I."
But here—this applies strictly to thought—these two panels. This is a
rat hanging by his heels and this is a rat hanging by his heels. It's a panel. It
actually looks like the rat. It is as though you had cut out a silhouette of a
rat hanging by his heels. One's there and one's there; and here is the rat
hanging by his heels again over here and over here; and this is the motor—
this connects up with the muscles. This connects up with the thoughts, then,
and this connects up with the muscles. And this one goes over here to that
*[Editor's Note: The data being referred to here can be found in Book One, Chap-
ter Three of Science of Survival by L. Ron Hubbard.]
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side of the body, on both sides and this comes over here to this side of the
body and they control opposite sides of the body. That's beside the point.
But the point is that this rat thinks up cheese, he thinks. And when he
thinks cheese, there's a set of—he thinks cheese, and all of a sudden he gets
a—this goes over to the motor control system and he'll move his tongue and
start toward a source of cheese. Motor control.
But now, in a man you have the same setup with this exception: the
hand and the tongue are enormously exaggerated. The man hanging by his
heels—it's actually a picture of a man—but the hand, great big hand, and
the tongue is enormously long. You've got a man hanging by his heels—a
strip—there are two of them here and two of them here and they hang down
on either side of the head here.
Now, this man hangs by his heels here. This is where the thoughts regis-
ter, evidently, and here is where the muscle control sets up. Now, this controls
this side of the body, this controls this side of the body.
The thought of—well, let's say the thought of a steak. It's five-thirty; he
thinks of steak; he goes through all of the muscular control units impelling
himself homeward thinking about steak. Well, that would be all very well
except for one thing: The mind is something that controls; the function con-
trols the structure; it is not a subordinate proposition—where the structure
is controlled by the function. That's very easily proven in a number of ways,
but it's not particularly germane to it.
Point is that the mind is running a carbon-oxygen motor. This carbon-
oxygen motor is of a low-heat engine. The body is—the material body is a low-
heat engine that runs on a carbon-oxygen system. It runs at a temperature of
98.6, and the combustion that takes place makes it possible for these muscles to
move and so forth. There's energy being released into these various systems.
The mind runs on a oxygen battery system, the like of which is wonder-
ful. It runs on 2.4 watts, by the way, and this battery system makes each
little cell around there a battery which furnishes its own power. Now, this
stuff is, you might say, the mind's switchboard; wherever the brain—whatever
the brain has to do with it, the brain certainly handles the switchboard
system on that horsepower.
Now, there seems to be an additional energy which overlies this and
monitors it, which has been overlooked before. This additional energy does
not run on carbon-oxygen battery systems, but that's completely beside the
point. We can consider it as carbon-oxygen batteries and carbon-oxygen
motors and mechanize the whole thing if we just overlook the directive
impulse—"I." "I" thinks: "Gee-whiz, Great Dane, bite, bad situation, I'm in
his yard, the gate's right there—run."
Yeah, but all that was, was a thought computation. Now, what happens?
He says, "Run." Run means that certain muscles have to go into operation, so
here's—the thought pattern happens here. This says certain muscles must go
into operation—there's evidently a switchboard setup here—all of a sudden
these muscles go into that operation and the fellow runs.
Now, that would be very interesting except for one thing: When you step
on a throttle your motor runs faster. But I never heard of a motor run faster
yet that wasn't fed more fuel. You can't sit out there in your automobile and
merely go through all the motions of driving fast and even make the car
bump and so forth—you won't go any faster unless that motor is traveling
faster. The point is, is how do you step on the accelerator of the human body?
Because, strictly speaking, it is just a motor system that you operate.
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You step on the accelerator system very simply and very easily: Via the
pituitary glands, evidently, a series of catalysts are thrown into the body in
such a way as to produce further catalysts, via the glandular system, which
permit a great deal more fuel to be burned. Now, the fuel is right there—the
food and fuel is right there and what we're doing is adjusting the spark the
way you do on an outboard motor—instead of adjusting the gasoline. See how
this would be? The fuel is right there. More oxygen has to be carried to these
areas, true enough, but the food is going to furnish the carbon side of this
and part of the oxygen side of this and its residual, the energy, is right there
ready to be burned. Now, before you burn very much of it, a lot more oxygen has
to be pumped in. That's why you see a person under stress starting to breathe.
Now, I'll throw you a little correlative datum. A psychotic breathes that
way all the time. That's a correlative datum. Now, it's a lot of them breathe
this way. Some of them don't breathe at all—that's apathy. But if he's up on
this upper band and completely spun in below 2.0—you get a complete spin-in
below 2.0—you'll get that fast-breathing reaction. Oxygenation, oxygenation,
oxygenation. Of course, it isn't going anyplace or doing anything.
Maybe I threw you a little curve there by mentioning two catalysts. But I
mentioned that because up here in the pituitary gland there is evidently a
series of switches—just call them that—and you just throw these switches
and this says, "pancreas, pancreas quarter speed, pancreas half speed, adre-
nals quarter speed, adrenals half speed, adrenals all ahead flank." This little
switchboard system right up—right up in here. It's about the size of a walnut.
It's right back of the forehead. And that's evidently what happens.
Now, the glands throw into the bloodstream and throw into the various
local areas of the body, the stuff that makes the fuel burn faster. There is a
certain amount of glandular excretion going on continually. It takes several
glandular compounds to produce an optimum fuel. The glands that produce
these compounds are in various parts of the body and they're on to greater or
lesser degree. But to get a fuel mixture it's all very well to say it's a carbon-
oxygen motor, but it's a carbon-oxygen motor plus the spark plug. It's a
gasoline engine with a spark plug in it. It's not a diesel engine without a
spark plug. The spark plug is simply glandular fluid.
That glandular fluid has to be released into the body so that when this
says, "so fast" and this says, all of a sudden, "run" and the muscles of the
body working down here get this order and they go on and they run, you
wouldn't get any action like stepping on an accelerator unless this part of the
body said "run," too, you see? It says, "run," so you get muscular reaction and
then you get run and you get the rest of the catalysts fed into the body.
We don't even have to interest ourselves as to how many kinds of these
catalysts there are, because there are certain reactions that have to take place.
Now, you get different mixtures of glandular fluid to produce various
types of reaction. This glandular system also commands the kind and type of
action which is necessary. You get this muscular action and if you don't get
your—this says this: It says "anger." All right. This says "fight," but your muscle
pattern of fight—you're not going to get a fight reaction unless this thing moni-
tors up and says "fight," too. So this says "fight, attack, anger, muscle reaction,"
so forth—"calling all neurons," you know. I mean, they really go into action.
They—this beautiful coordinative system worked up and this "I" sits up
there on the throne and says, "Well, it looks to me like we're going to have to
fight, boys," and they suddenly start throwing it into line, the body gets all
prepared—armament, so on. As a matter of fact, part of fighting—part of
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fighting consists of rigidity and toughening up, actually armor plating of the
muscle, armor plating the skin and so forth. All—a lot of things happen that
are fantastic.
Now, part of action—part of action is moisture in the palms, so that you
get moist palms—that holds on to things better. Also, the moisture comes
onto the soles of the feet. People can stick to rocks better. It's all conditioned
to be done without shoes, you see? And a slightly moist foot will stick to a
rock better than one that isn't moist, so that you get perspiration.
Now, there are all sorts of these glandular combinations to produce vari-
ous physical conditions to meet these various motion conditions.
Now, the condition of anger—the fellow's going to get mad, that means
he's going to attack—he armor-plates himself to some degree, his energy level
goes way up so that he can go ahead and do this and his blood starts speed-
ing up and his respiration, however, doesn't until he sees he's losing the fight.
And then you get a completely different order that goes through and that
says, "Get away from here."
Now, motion away, slow retreat, is about the first thing that he would get
from anger, you see? That's just down the Tone Scale that much. But there's
a whole endocrine pattern that says, "Motion away, retreat."
Now, the action required to retreat away is fear. We recognize that as
fear. That's the beginnings of fear—motion away, retreat.
And you get real fear—it's motion away, violent. And here you get
another kind of catalyst. And you get something else happening that is very
interesting. You get the body squaring itself around so as to be inedible. If
you've ever run into a person who was in a rather chronic fear state: body
odor. Very, very bad body odor, usually, comes out from this flee.
A person who is afraid can be smelled very easily. Not only can dogs
smell him, a human being can smell another human being who is afraid. But
it's a lousy smell. Actually, it's making—it's a poison which makes the body
inedible. If you ever shot a deer that had been—had seen you, was running,
was trying to get away from you—you shoot the deer—I don't care how many
glands you cut out of that deer or how you try to sweeten up his meat, you
sure know it. As a matter of fact, it's a very foolish thing to shoot a deer who
is very, very frightened unless you're awful, awful hungry, because they're
practically inedible.
Now that, by the way, comes on full by grief. That's really on by grief.
But it recedes in apathy. "Hah!" the body says, "All right, eat me!"
Well, now you see, resentment is just a little bit of the mobilization of
anger. It's just a preparatory alert. And then comes anger and then this
object is not going to surrender quite as fast as I thought—it's not quite as
killable—and so we get the propulsion back and we get the preparation not to
be eaten. And then we get on the way and there's apathy.
But as you come up the line—up the line from there—you get greater
and greater freedom of action and you don't get overpreparation.
Now, at the level of 1.5 you get tremendous overpreparation. If a 1.5
dramatizes 1.5, it's very terrific. Here—this fellow's adrenalin at 1.5—the
adrenal glands and so forth are on full. And here's where you get your—this
is the pitch.
They get frozen as they go down the Tone Scale—more and more frozen
into a standardized reaction. As you select people—here are people all the
way down the Tone Scale or even—any point where you find one of these
people, you will find the glands on which are demanding a certain action. It's
MOTION AND EMOTION (continued)
as though you had stuck the throttle on a railroad locomotive; it's going to
travel at a certain speed. It's as though the throttle were stuck or the clutch
was stuck and the steering wheel was frozen on a car and it's just about as
safe as that.
And you get anger—the fellow's adrenals will be too much, and so on.
Now, you get fear—you get all the various mixtures of glands which cause the
fear reaction and so forth—they're on. And this guy hasn't got a chance! The
throttle is stuck. It's always on here; it says, "Go away," "I've got to leave
here." The body is being continually furnished the glandular substances nec-
essary to make the guy get away from there anyhow, because you get a
kickback reaction. He's afraid functionally which puts the function into
operation and it comes back up and makes him afraid. He says, "Be afraid,"
it says, "Be afraid." "Be afraid." "Be afraid." "Be afraid." You get this echoing
reaction in these various things. And it just keeps intensifying.
This is very important to know how an individual gets stuck on the vari-
ous level of the Tone Scale. How come he gets stuck? What fixes him? Well,
his motion has been impeded too often. His motion has been impeded, actual
motion. And you have gotten an interposition here. These are these little men
hanging by their heels. I would not be a bit surprised but what there wasn't a
double set of pituitaries there. There is the anterior and the posterior, but
darn little is known about this pituitary setup. The British know more about
it than we do, evidently. I was reading on a British publication one day, and I
think there were twenty-eight—twenty-eight new substances had been dis-
covered in the pituitary that we knew nothing about, and this thing was
about four years old. We didn't know about it in this country.
What's happened here—and if you're interested in training, take a quick
look at this—"I" gives orders to here, to here and to here. This takes over and
goes through the reactions. But we'll just postulate that this thing is double
in some fashion or other. I don't know that—there's the anterior and pos-
terior, but it isn't quite the same double system as this. And you've got "I."
He's commanded this various reaction system and as long as "I" stays in
control, you get a very nice smooth flow from here to here, here to here, here
to here—you get this nice, smooth flow of action. Smooth, very nice.
I don't care what happens to this person; this person can be all bunged
up. If this flow of self-determined action—this is self-determinism—can keep
on operating—if this can keep on operating smoothly, he's all right. This hap-
pens and this happens and possibly this, but this to a much less extent than
the other, so we'll just not consider it.
Somebody comes along and puts an interposition between the nervous
panel and the motor panel. How you do that? That's very simple. Step up
here a minute, would you? And I'll show you how you put an interposition
between the motor panel.
Now, I want you to lift your arm. Lift your arm. Go ahead, lift your arm.
Ah-hah! Covert hostility. All right. Lift this arm. Lift this arm. Lift the arm.
Gee! Now, if I kept at this for a long time you'd probably go into apathy on
moving this arm. Go ahead, move the arm. Move the arm! You know what
will happen eventually?
Male voice: Pshew!
If you take a look—if you take a look—that's it, tiredness, apathy. If we
take a little kid and every time—and every time that you said to the little
child—if you told him positively move his arm, eventually the words "move
your arm" would mean that he held it still and was being held back in one
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place. So the words don't mean a darn thing; that's just opposite. Thank you.
That's just an opposite reaction, don't you see? The words don't mean
anything. Words are just so much ...
I'll show you the force of words. (You want to try this when you get out of
here.) You want to know about the force of language, why, as you're talking,
put your hand about this distance from your mouth and feel the terrible force
of those words! There is none. We've built up this enormous magical illusion.
This is language, not this. The child has to be moved in life. The child
tries to move himself—tries to move himself and somebody says, "No, you
don't!" Only he doesn't know what "No, you don't" means. So the grown-up
says, "That's silly, there he is, four months old and he doesn't know 'no, you
don't' yet." Whmph! And the child says, "Rrrrrr," see, and does a resurgence.
And the parent says, "Hrrrmm!" And we get this tug of war. And when a
child is trained, this has happened. What you've done is train his motor
responses to follow you and words, not "I." You've trained his motor responses
to follow you and words, not "I." You have trained him to expect exterior
direction or command and it depends to a large degree on how persistent life
has been in training up his muscle systems.
Now, when you first restrain this—let's have a—have a child sit on your
lap. You're not restraining him at all; he's just sitting there. Self-determinism
and ability to move self are synonymous—utterly synonymous. Self-
determinism and ability to move self on own choice. That's it. There sits the
child. He's comfortable; you're not bothering him; he's perfectly contented;
he's not squirming.
Now, just reach out and put your hands around the child. Don't touch the
child, just put your hands around him to that degree. And the child says,
"Oh-oh," and says—like this. Now, hold him tighter and he says, "Rrrum!"
Now, hold him much ti—just don't let him go; he'll keep squirming and he'll
get mad! I don't care how old this child is—this child may be only six, seven
months old. This child'll get mad and furious. As a matter of fact, if you
haven't gotten him beaten into a proper civilized state of mind—"you little
dog"—he'll probably bite you or something. And if you go on letting it get
mad, then he'll get afraid. There's some reason why he's being held! And he'll
try to get away. And if he can't flee along that line, he'll cry. And at the end
of his tears, he will go into apathy if you're cruel enough and you've got that
much patience. You haven't said a word to him. And you've brought him all
the way down the Tone Scale—pop-pop-pop-pop-pop-pop-pop.
Of course, there is a point there in fear where fleeing goes into misdirec-
tion. He may start to think there for a minute. He starts—he's anger and
goes down into fear and tries to get away. You'll get him in a misdirection
and the misdirection will be lying very still for just an instant. And then
you'll relax your grip for a second—and strike through. A misdirection, but if
he goes down to tears, he'll drop off into apathy right below tears. And he
won't try to get away. And he'll lie there.
If you ever really want an obedient child, if you just repeat that often
enough, he'll do anything you want. Nice little robot. Of course, he won't ever
amount to anything, but that's beside the point.
I read in the American Medical Association journal the other day, I
mean, I read some ads, beautiful ads and that lead pamphlet that's still got
me is "How to control your child." I should write a pamphlet "How to control
your child" that really showed how. And you could get this kid down to a
point where you really had him in an apathy all the time.
MOTION AND EMOTION (continued)
Now, do you notice there on your Tone Scale charts that it's—hypnotic
level should be on there. Yeah. All right. Down there at apathy, why, your
hypnotic level is just everything's literal. Somebody comes along and he says,
"Pat and Mike," and so forth, and he tells the fellow a joke and the fellow
says, "Hm-mm." You say, "But Pat and Mike so-and-so and so-and-so," and
you try to punch it up—"Oh, it's a joke! Oh, ha-ha-ha!" Wonder what he's
laughing about? But it doesn't matter. He has no sense of humor. Everything
is just going in. He accepts all the words given to him as commands. And you
can actually take this person, particularly when he's a little tired, and you can
lift your hand up off the table like this. The first thing you know you can get
him to lifting his hand up off the table and he doesn't observe that he's doing
it. He's doing a mimicry on you. You can—can you get that? The mimicry
motor control is so interrupted that by you doing this, it is tantamount to a
command on him to do this.
Now, you get the—the interruption is imposed, then, by accidents, ill-
nesses and training. Accidents, illnesses, training. Even accidents or
operations too—they're always bad accidents. Most of them shouldn't happen.
But these things interrupt this pattern. Training always, to some degree or
other, is putting a block in here. It's putting another "I" interposing here, so
that the motor strip will react to somebody else but this "I." The way you—
it's very simple to do.
But do you notice that a person's ability to move and the Tone Scale are
synonymous? The person in apathy cannot move at all. If you notice, his
motions in life are slow. An apathy case—very slow, so on. He looks tired,
he'll tell you he's tired, and so forth.
At a—one step up from there, in grief, you have very—practically no
motion to amount to anything.
You get another step up—and here you're getting the scale of energies—
the amount of energy a person has. You get up there to fear—you may have
considerable action, but you've got almost continual exhaustion. And if you
get up to anger, boy, have you got action and all of it's destructive.
If you—an anger case full on, the guy is doing destruction. He may be
taught, however, to do something mechanically on a motor-strip level, but
don't ask him to ever do an adjudication about the thing. Therefore, you could
teach a workman practically any mechanical action regardless of where he is
on the Tone Scale and make him go through the motions. You have driven his
"I" to complete apathy on the subject of controlling him, until you have inter-
posed "you" in here directing his motor strip, you understand? So that you
could take him on any subject and drive him down to an apathy.
The definition of apathy is when "I" is not controlling the motor strip.
That's real apathy: where the motor strip is being continually handled by
past trainings.
It would be much better . . . Now, here it is a matter of training—if you
can take a man's hands and put them through the action of what he is sup-
posed to do and just keep putting his hands through the action, explaining to
him what he's supposed to do at the same time, putting his hands through
the actions that he's supposed to do. If you can just keep that up with an
individual, you can train him into a stimulus-response pattern that he'll
follow through very reliably.
Such things as tying an intricate electrical knot—if you can just guide
his hands through tying the intricate electrical knot and then tie another knot
and keep it up, the first thing you know, why, the fellow will go on and tie
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these knots. You interrupt this. That's one kind of training. Now, you can't
teach a man to think that way, but you can teach him to go through mechanical
motions. You could teach him to drive that way. Driving requires very little
judgment; it's almost all mechanical reaction, honest. You see something, you
do something—it's pretty well spotted out.
But that—interruption!
Now, as a person, then, goes through life, what is the primary thing that
happens to him? It's an interruption of action. And he is at the point on the
Tone Scale to the level that his action has been interrupted. There is probably
even a proportion involved here—I don't know what the proportion is. But if
you said that a quarter of his action had been interrupted, this would bring
him down to 2.5. Half of his action had been interrupted, bring him down to
2.0—I don't know that this is it—but if more than half, bring him down to 1.5.
Much more than half, up to about three-quarters, he'd be into fear. Now how
much of his action is—has been interrupted in life?
Now, there is actually a sensation of motion which a person perceives. A
person perceives that one has moved. If one remembers the last time he had
to be—he was held still—and I don't mean, now, by somebody asking one to
sit still, I mean held still or held down or pinned back with something. If he
could just—doesn't have to remember any words or anything—but just get a
perception of the motion of how it felt to try to wrest himself free and be
unable to. Just get a perception in himself of how it felt to try to wrest himself
free from this position he couldn't get out of. If he just gets that perception
two or three times, all of a sudden he'll feel better.
You get accumulative arrestings. You get cumulative arrestings of action
all through life, you see? And every time action is arrested, here is a delivered
impulse. "I" says, "You're being held still—move!" And you get a kickback:
Can't move. "I" says, "Move!" And you get a kickback: Can't move. "Move!!"
And then all of a sudden you get a kickback from that, and "I" says, "My
God!" and "I'd better get out of here." So it says, "Run"-next motion. "Can't
run? Well, cry." "Well, crying isn't doing any good. Go ahead, get et. I was
tired of living in this body anyhow."
The most basic thing that can happen to an organism is getting eaten!
That's right! Your evolutionary ancestors back to practically the beginning of
time have been many times et. Sometimes they've been considered palatable,
sometimes not so. But being held still against one's will is death. That's being
eaten. Because that's the main and predominant reason one would be held
still, you see, was to be eaten. That comes up the line as quite the natural
and most basic response of an individual, is "Don't be food." "Eat," it says,
"Don't be food."
Now, your "I" starts to hand out dictation here on the subject of the
procurement of food. And supposing "I" is held back from procuring the
food—you get the same descent down the Tone Scale. "I" says, "Ah! I just
received a message here from olfactory: 'rutabagas!'" "I" says, "Okay. Cam-
eras, lights, action—let's go." Something checks the approach and right away
the first motion toward the rutabagas is good and okay. And then he's walk-
ing in the muddy field, however, and he notices he's being impeded and he
says, "What the devil?" And "Oh, it's mud! Mud's holding me back. Well,
that's not so bad. If I just walk a little more carefully here on these ridges,
then I'll get over and get to the rutabagas okay."
Only trouble was with the ridges, they were so much softer. As a matter
of fact, a fellow could go clean on up to his ankles in this stuff and—"Shoes
MOTION AND EMOTION (continued)
are getting pretty muddy—oh, to hell with the rutabagas." Bored with the
rutabagas. But next thought is, "You know, I'm pretty hungry. The devil with
these doggone ridges that are impeding me from getting the rutabagas." And
the fellow will antagonistically get through.
Now you see, he's developing enough energy to plow through the soft
mud or to plow through the soft fur of the animal he's killing or whatever it
is. And if he can't get through the ridges he will stop worrying about the
rutabagas or even stop thinking about the rutabagas and he'll actually exert
some destructive action toward the thing which is impeding him. You ever see
a man kick a car that wouldn't run?
Now, the next thing to do is—there's—the fellow finds out that he is going
to sink up to his hips in this doggone field. This field is really dangerous.
He's liable to keep there—he'd better get out of there. If he can't lick it, he'd
better run from it. If he can't run, he just says, "Well, poor me. Maybe there's
another man around and he'll help me out of here." And if there isn't even
any other man around to do anything about, "Well," the fellow says, "the only
reason I must be stuck here in the mud is because something wants to eat
me. This mud wants to eat me, but here I am so I just give up." There is your
approach toward interrupted.
Now, in other words, if a person in life, you might say, is actually physi-
cally interrupted—in the early stages of his life, particularly—interrupted to
a certain degree and to a certain quantity ... Let us postulate that there are
1,000 units that can be absorbed. When 500 of these 1,000—these 1,000
thought units—these units come out here, so on. We could postulate it per-
haps even a little better by saying there are one—oh, boy—there are 1,000
thought units out here that go into effect every single time.
Did you—you remember that squeak of my fingernail on the blackboard?
You remember it? All right. Remember it again. Remember it again. Remember
it again. All right. Recall it again. Now, recall my telling you to recall it. All
right. Come on up to present time.
Each one of these is a computation—is a computation. There was your
antagonism and your anger level, see? You get so much energy of these thou-
sand units dammed up in trying to go through this computation. There is a
certain amount of force there—energy—and this one could go through every
time, but less than this didn't. Less than that didn't on the bulk of the activ-
ities of this individual.
Let's say his mother would give up at the time he bit. Yeah, that was
habitually that way. And let's find out that he could throw such a terrific
tantrum that even the little boys in the neighborhood would turn pale and
run. In other words, this thing kept getting through all the time at this level.
He kept winning at this level. And the first thing you know, he starts omit-
ting these other levels because—he omits these levels for the simple reason
that every time he tries to use them, they run into past circuits which are
jammed for that action. It says, "Be happy. Let's be happy and approach it
swiftly." That circuit is jammed. It's got—there have been 872,000 times in
his life when he said, happily, "Let's approach," and he couldn't. Well, along
about the last 100,000 of them, his idea was—of approach is just null. So hell
drop down to the next conservative approach, and so forth.
In other words, he'll just keep coming down the line, then, and here he'll
finally get into action. And by George, he gets into action there and he finds
action is there. And he's had to be mad at so many objects at this time, so
many objects have been mad at him and so many people have been mad at
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him and he's been so mad at so many people and madness was what suc-
ceeded all the way along the line, anyhow, and there he is at 1.5. He is
vibrating, you might say, at 1.5—1.5 is the successful action, the only success-
ful action.
Once a person has come down to that as a successful action, he doesn't
go back up—this side of processing. He can fluctuate around on that area,
but what's his physiological aspect? He has full autonomic mobilization for
violent attack, complete inhibition of craniosacral, thoracolumbar in full
action, respiration and pulse fast and deep, stasis of gastrointestinal tract,
blood to peripheral vascular system. I hope you know, now.
And by the way, that's what will be wrong with him physiologically.
Because you can pump a guy full of just so much adrenalin for just so much
space of time. You can keep him in an emergency anger status for just so
much space of time. You've got the food all sitting there and waiting to be fed
into the bloodstream at just so much space of time. He will develop a certain
physiology—definite physiology. He's your broad, square, very square, rather
overweighted, and so forth, individual.
I came up the Tone Scale the other day a .0001 points and two inches
came off of my belt line just about like that. It's quite remarkable the changes
that will occur as you bring a person up this Tone Scale. You can change
them physiologically. They're only really in good physical condition—really
good physical condition—around 3.5 and up.
But here you have a situation where this fellow is all mobilized. Isn't it
funny that people at 1.5 uniformly have depository illnesses, like gas—like
arthritis. They're all mobilized. They hold on to this stuff, so on. Their give-
and-take reaction in life is very simple: Somebody wants something, get
angry. If you want something, get angry. Oh, it's very simple; it's elementary.
If you could look right across the line on this—ethics. What the hell do
you need ethics for? All you have to do is get angry. I mean, you look across
the line—various other things. I don't know how many charts are still here,
but if you read across here on your Tone Scale chart. . .
Now, the very funny part of anger is, is anger is destructive. And this
fellow will start to swing a pattern of this character. Notice the beaten
appearance of people in his vicinity. The girl that has a 1.5 for a husband, so
forth, she's at least down there to 1.1. He usually gets her driven down to 0.5
before he gets through. Now, his command over his environment, of course,
being an anger command over the environment, is very interesting. But he
smashes or destroys others of his environment.
A very funny thing how fast an anger, however, will spin in. If he gets
hung up by anger, he doesn't easily go on down the scale. He doesn't beat
down the scale, because now we're talking about the difference of an individual's
reaction over a period of a few minutes and the period of a reaction over a long
period of life. Just as a person finds it a little bit difficult to get over having
been angry five minutes ago, after life has got him fairly well fixed, his pattern
of life has come out along this band, he'll fix there. He doesn't get over that.
But he doesn't get much below it; he doesn't get much above it. But if you
break an anger dramatization ... The person's success line is anger. This is
his action line, his success line, his stet line; this is the way he's procured
things; he's found the give-and-take of life has been along about in this line.
His attitude, though, is one of failure. And if he breaks—he's already below
2.0—and if somebody turns around and gets three times as angry as he is, he
doesn't go through 0.5, he just dives into apathy right straight—boom!
MOTION AND EMOTION (continued)
You get a 1.5 and if you thoroughly enough break a 1.5—1.5 dramatiza-
tion—he'll kill himself. He'll certainly talk about killing himself but it takes a
terrific amount to break a 1.5's dramatization, terrific amount. Your fascist,
inevitably, is carrying with him poison for self-destruction, and so on. He's
going to win against others or die trying. Heil Hitler!
Matter of fact, most of his boys that were at the tone band of fascism,
and so forth, they knocked themselves off, just boom. You break these boys'
back—you see, they're just right there above fear—you break these boys' back
in their dramatization and they'll just—they find out they can't destroy any-
thing in the environ, they'll destroy all they've got left of the environ over
which they have control, because they will destroy anything over which they
have control. But they would rather destroy the stuff out there than here,
although they don't care too much about this either. You get destruction of
the environ along about that band; it's very interesting.
Another thing is, the society is always taking a very, very strange look
at your 1.5s. Your 1.5s are thought to be forceful, leaders, this, that. A bunch
of people in fear will elect a 1.5 up. And yet his actual worth to society
compared to apparent worth: he's insincere, heavy liability, possible murderer.
Even when intentions avowedly good, will bring about destruction. "Now, if
you boys stick together with me we're going to take Czechoslovakia and Aus-
tria and we're going to make the German Reich a great reich." Sure. "Come
along, boys. We're going to really fix you up. Ha-ha! Glory. We're gonna sell you
all glory." Great. Then all of a sudden you've got a dead Germany on your hands.
You put one of these 1.5s in charge of a labor crew—it's got no machin-
ery involved—you just put him in charge of this labor crew and count the
accidents. These boys will really beat down quick in his labor crew, but he's
obviously doing a "fine job." He has these fellows really ordered around.
The army during the last war finally found out that 1.5s weren't auto-
matically to be appointed to sergeancies. It took them—it took them 160 years to
discover this, that it was a bad thing to do. But—yeah, troops actually don't fight
well under a 1.5. They get beaten back by the 1.5. They get afraid.
So now, you've got this crew of men. You're going to have a bad turnover
of personnel—personnel there; you're going to have accidents. But Lord help
you if you put him in charge of a crew and machinery, because the machinery
will really break down.
A very funny part of this fellow is that he's the kind of a fellow that's
liable to get the Medal of Honor or something of the sort. But don't ever
confuse worth to the society with worth in war. That's a totally artificial
value at this day and age. A man's value in attacking the enemy when there
is an enemy to be attacked is very fine, but remember this is destruction.
And how well a 1.5 can carry out his action in battle! He's a good soldier, no
doubt about that, but he's kind of bad to have around the station when there's
no battle going on because he'll start a mutiny. If there's no other way he can
fix the ship or the station or the trucks up, why, he'll think of that. Well, you
always got action.
Now, his ability to handle responsibility is what's very interesting,
because this fellow is forceful, you understand, this fellow can handle men.
Obviously—they're afraid of him! And yet he's very respectful to you, too. Very
often your 1.5 is very respectful. Because, you see, there's always some fear
and a direction toward succumb in this. He won't, however, respect anybody
lower on the Tone Scale than he is. But he'll sometimes respect people higher.
This is almost a caste system, by the way. Yeah, there's the leading order of
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hens. And this fellow will do almost anything to get responsibility, if you've
really got a good solid 1.5 with a lot of volume, so on. And he'll be respectful
to you and he'll toady you—up to you and he'll flatter you, and so forth, but
he'll get some responsibility—"He'll fix them"—because he wants aid and
assistance in carrying forward destruction.
The—however, when you start to give this fellow—when you start to give
this fellow orders, you get some interesting things. You say, "Now, how about
going and building that—stringing that telephone line, and so forth." And
he's got this crew of men and a truck. And he goes out there to string the
telephone line. You understand that if he's been well educated you could have
indoctrinated him into stringing telephone lines—there's no doubt about
this—or even indoctrinated him into ordering men to string telephone lines.
And you'll only get this stuff filtering through slightly. But you'll get it
through. He'll express it, regardless.
And you talk to him about it: "You know that's a terrific telephone line
we're stringing there. There's a swell way to go about this. It's a very impor-
tant line and the best way to go about this is we've got a special truck that'll
take care of this and so forth. And you get this special truck and string that
line and ..."
So you drive out the next day to find out how he's doing on this line and
you'll find out the special truck isn't there. "Well, why isn't the special truck
there?"
"Um—did you tell me to bring the special truck out?"
"Yes! Sure I did!"
"Well, oh yes, I think I remember now. But it was much better, and so
forth. Couple of other things—side—uh—I did—we didn't bring it."
He didn't hear you. That's the truth of the matter—he stood right there
in front of you and nodded and he didn't hear you.
If you'd have said, "You know, this truck that we've got is very dangerous.
The last two times it went out, men fell from the tower on it. They were
killed. It's a very dangerous truck. I want you to be careful of this truck."
"Oh, yes, sir, I'll be careful of the truck."
You go on out there the next day, he's got the truck out there. Not
because, really, you told him it was dangerous, it was because you put in a
communication on a line that he'd understand: Death, destruction, knock it
apart, "It's dangerous," "It's a terrific emergency," "A lot of people are dying,"
"A lot of people will die unless this is done," "You've got to act to save this
situation; it's almost gone." This is stuff he will listen to.
But you say, "There's a swell new machine which will fix all this up for
you"—you're talking to a guy who is deaf. It actually is an actual energy
shut-off. This isn't just the fact that he just doesn't listen. He just doesn't
come in along that line.
You take something like—you give this fellow an order and you say,
"When you get out to the field out there, why, I'd like you to tell Sergeant
Hoax to send the ruddy rod back. And it'll probably be here about four o'clock,
I guess. So you tell him to send it back."
"Okay."
You—four o'clock you—ruddy rod, no ruddy rod. Five o'clock, no ruddy rod.
Business is through that day. Next morning you drive out. "Where the hell is
that ruddy rod?" He's got you down at his Tone Scale now, you see? And you see
this other sergeant and he says, "Hah. What—the ruddy rod? You told me to
bury it! I couldn't understand what you were talking about, but..."
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"Now, look, I didn't tell you to bury it." But that's the message he got.
Not to send it back; to do something else with it. And probably it was not the
ruddy rod, anyway. It was the Ford jeep, I mean the Willys Jeep that he had.
And he was supposed to exchange that for the Ford and you wanted him to
send back the ruddy rod.
You can get the most fantastic twists of communication from a—through
a 1.5 that I know of. It's fabulous what happens. You tell them one thing—
and when you ask a 1.5 to act as a communications relay point, an executive
takes his life and his sanity in his hands, because it'll go some other way.
And if you had a 1.5 as a girl—remember lots of girls can be 1.5s too
and if you—because they're less seldom—I mean, they're less often 1.5s; girls
are usually lower on the Tone Scale if they're bad off at all.
If you're unlucky enough to have a secretary who would be at this level,
boy, what wouldn't happen to your correspondence. Boy, it would be just fan-
tastic! And what would happen to your appointments? "Tell Jones I'll see him
at two o'clock." So she calls Smith and she says you won't be there that day.
This—automatic responses. You actually have to have a little experience with
this to really appreciate how gruesome it can get.
Now, another thing that's going to happen to this 1.5 is, he's not going to
have as many days out as maybe a lot of other people, but he's going to have
days out, believe me. He's going to be sick. When he gets sick he will get sick
along the operational I-require-lots-of-treatment, I'm-leaving-for-Mayo's-Clinic
order. He gets quite sick. He gets mad at his sicknesses too. It's awfully
interesting to hear him rave and rant about his arthritis. "Rowr, rowr, rowr,
rowrl My goddamn knees keep ..." That's the way it goes.
Well, it's interesting too, to have one of these fellows around because the
ethic level—a 1.5 won't do as many crooked things as people below that level,
but he'll do things for you that are crooked. All of a sudden the cops walk in
and they say, "How about the lumber?"
And you say, "What lumber?"
"Well, the lumber that was down there on your project that you had
picked up, and so forth, from Jones's project?"
"I didn't have any lu—what the hell are you talking about?"
So you call Mr. 1.5 down on the job that you got down there as a foreman
because he's so forceful and he says, "Well, confidentially, boss, it was sitting
over there, and I just thought you needed it, and so forth, so I brought it
along. Is something wrong in it?" He knows there's something wrong in it and
he'll destroy you just as quick as he'll destroy something else.
The funny part of it is that his general persistence—you get a fellow up
the Tone Scale, he can hit a few disappointments without going blooey. But a
1.5's persistence is not good. He'll tackle something, he hits anger on it very
quickly and he'll keep running along that line of anger on the job unless he
hits an obstacle. He'll keep going unless he hits some kind of a very solid
obstacle, something that drives him down a little bit. He'll quit. And he's not
very fast to think of some new solution. You'll come out and you'll say, "But
why in the name of common sense didn't you so-and-so?"
"Well, we would have done that except..." And by the way, the next
statement is a lie. He'll give you a lie. He'll tell you why he didn't do that. But
he hit this obstacle, they went plowing across the field and there was a piece
of cable buried across the field and he didn't know the cable was there, and
so forth. And you go out there and he's been on the job three hours with four
men at God knows how much pay and the field isn't finished, which it should
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have been, because he hit the cable. But the fact of the matter was, he didn't
have to hit that cable at all. And he'll probably tell you that the machine
broke or something like that and then you'll find out later that it was because
he hit this cable. It makes very interesting—it makes management terribly
interesting having these people.
The military services—you had a lot of fellows who in civil life were at
2.5, were at 2.0, somewhere up there, that would hit the armed services and
of course get some more of this hold business. And they'd go down the scale
and sit down here at 1.5. They would ordinarily have been about 2.5, some-
thing like that. When they come out of the army, see, there they are, couple of
points lower on the Tone Scale than they ought to be. That's why we should
have universal military training. Very "good" for people!
You know, you can take a bunch of guys who are fairly well up the Tone
Scale and all you've got to do is stand them out in a field and start and stop
their actions, independently. If you can only figure out a system by which
they elect to continue along a certain course and then figure out some way to
interrupt that course. And if you can figure out how to get them withdrawing
from something and then arrest their withdrawal; get them to use their free
self-determinism and then show them why they shouldn't have—physically
show them why they shouldn't have. If you can do this, you can get them
down the Tone Scale to a point of apathy where they will follow orders very
good and they won't worry and they'll go out on the battlefield and lie down
for dear old secretary of defense or something. That's good.
I could teach a sergeant tricks on this stuff, by the way—I look at myself
in shame, in horror. When I was—first got into college I needed a little rec-
reation. Life was dull. Fellow came up to me and he says, "The Marine
Reserves are organizing a twentieth regiment. Why don't you come down?"
So I went down and I found out nobody down there knew "to the rear march,
to the rear march, to the rear march," and I happened to know "to the rear
march, to the rear march, to the rear march." So I went around to the captain
and I said, "In view of the fact that I've been an admiral in the Greek navy,"
or something of the sort—I've forgotten what I told him—I said, "I'll join up
if you'll give me a sergeancy." I was nineteen. He looked at me. Then he went
out and drilled them the next Sunday and everybody fell flat on his face. He
finally came out at the end—just at the end of his drill period and he said,
"Well, squads right or left as the case may be." They had marched it—down
in Rock Creek Park—they had marched down along a line where there was a
precipice on this side and he couldn't get them away from it.
So he finally sung out to me and he said, "Hubbard," he says, "let's take
the men back to the parade field." And I said, "Aye-aye, sir." We went back.
The only reason I knew anything about drilling is I'd been hanging around
with the marines off and on. I was a navy junior. So anyway, I figured out I
might as well cast my act, so a few drill periods ... He couldn't find anybody
else who could drill; nobody knew how to drill. Oh, it was long time, all the
people of World War I—nobody'd listen to them anymore. They were out on
the streets, you know, with their—unshaven and dirty and walking along and
kind of beaten looking and so on. You couldn't find any men that knew any-
thing about drilling.
So I made—they made me a first sergeant. So I got my hair cut off
short—got it sticking up like bristles, pig's back. I stood in front of a mirror
for a while and I got this 1.5 look on my face, the way I'd seen the most
successful sergeants look. I cultivated a method of talking like that, and—
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jeez, I even scared myself! And if you diabolically follow, just as a mimicry
pattern without any understanding—I'd known a lot of marine sergeants, a
lot of marine top kicks, tough boys, and seen them handle people—and you
just follow a pattern and you just do what they did. And you say—somebody
comes up to you and he says, "You know, have you got any easy jobs around
here? I'd really like to volunteer for something if I possibly could."
And you say, "Well, can you drive a car? Can you?"
"Yeah!"
"Well, as a matter of fact, looking for somebody that could drive a car.
Come here."
Wheelbarrow. "You drive that for the rest of the day."
And fellow walks up to you and says, "You know, I think ..."
"You what? What is your rank? Are you captain now? Oh, captain, uh?
Going to think. Well, I have some thinking for you to do. There's a latrine to
be dug back out here and you can go out there and think with a shovel in
your hands." Just keep it interrupted. Don't let anybody get free or fancy or
anything like that. And if you happen to notice somebody is having a real
hard time doing something but he's still trying, you really fix him.
We had a fat boy, a very fat boy—he must have been way up—and there's
a way of falling on a rifle. You go at a dead run—your rifle is charged like
this—and you go at a dead run. You can actually throw yourself down, throw
the butt of the rifle in the ground, come up like this, lying prone, and fire it.
It's the method used by the marines to keep a wave of men firing, a wave of
men running and a wave of men starting to run so that you get a—increasing
wave action toward an objective. It's very interesting. But boy, that is really a
tough exercise.
And until a fellow can, with complete abandon, throw himself down on
the butt of his rifle—bong!—and throw himself—oh, he just might as well
quit; he'll kill himself. I found out that every time this fellow did it he'd kill
himself practically, so we kept him at it. It was about 95 down there at Quan-
tico in the Virginia sun. And it was, oh, dusty, dry, dusty. Sweat was pouring
off him, his khaki just completely black with sweat. Kept him at it because
he wasn't doing it well. And let the other fellows stand around and see that
you're keeping him at it because he couldn't do it well. After a while they
just—they just go down into apathy, too.
So, the fellow, just completely caked with dust which turned into
mud—he was in complete exhaustion. And finally he hit his rifle against a
rock. And the stock split. So I gave him a deck court-martial for wrecking a
rifle. I hate myself. Just modeled after typical top kicks in the Marine Corps,
that was all. I mean, that's the way they operate.
What you're doing is destroying the self-determinism of men. And if you
destroy their self-determinism sufficiently, you can then interpose you here.
You keep up tricks like this. If you can actually make a guy fall down and get
in the mud and do all the rest of this sort of thing, the theory is that if you
get him out there in front of a line of enemy firing, "I" is saying, "Run!" Of
course, the Marine Corps doesn't depend completely on this mechanism. I'll
tell you their sure-fire, little jim-dandy assurance that this—this is saying,
"Run!" and the top kick says, "Forward!" and they all go forward and they all
get shot—simple mechanism.
That's right. Because his self-determinism—in here. But how does he do
it? He does it by keeping them from raising their arm. He does it with close-
order drill. He handles their bodies to the tune of his appearance and his
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presence until he is "I." Now, if he can be 1.5, then his orders are 1.5 orders
which will cause 1.5 action. And that is just fine for military services. But
boy, that is really bad for industry.
By the way, the little handy, jim-dandy mechanism is the gunnery ser-
geant. The gunnery sergeant in a marine company stands two paces to the
rear. And the reason he stands two paces to the rear of the last rank is so
that he shoots anybody that turns and runs. That's his orders. It's pretty
hard to make a bunch of naked-breasted men stand up to various small cali-
ber slugs which are flying with considerable velocity in their direction. But
you see this mechanism can work and does work. But it only works by driv-
ing people down the Tone Scale into a complete regimentation.
Now, when you have a system which requires sentient operation, which
requires brains, where you've got complex machinery and that sort of thing,
this is not the method of training that you can use, completely not. You've got
to train these people along a self-determined line in order to raise their self-
determinism with regard to their machinery. Because if you don't, they are
going to be fastened at some emotional-response level toward every motion
they have to make. And if you are putting them up against things that are
moving, things that have action and coordination, they will come at a tone
level—if they're trained like this—whereby they'll destroy the equipment.
They'll go on through the motions and everything else, but the final windup
is they'll destroy their equipment one way or the other.
You ever notice how hard war is on machinery? If you ever looked at
machinery which is used by troops in action, you'll know what I'm talking
about. Not a doggone thing may have happened to this airplane and yet—and
it's only flown a hundred and fifty hours and it's a piece of junk. Nothing
happened to it. There's just something about it. People along these various
tone bands, to the degree that it shows on the chart, will make junk out of
equipment and they'll make junk out of the people they're surrounded with.
You get the fact, then, that there are actu—there's actually a mecha-
nism involved here by which the self-determinism can be willfully interrupted
by another person. Parents, teachers, in an individual's life, keep imposing
this, keep imposing this time and time and time again—restraints, restraints.
And then they set up a whole verbal voc—whole verbal line of restraints to
sit up on top of the actual motion. "You can't go, you've got to stay there," you
know, all this sort of stuff. And you get a set emotional reaction finally which
will sit with the person physiologically; he'll get located into a certain level
because of various restraints of his self-determinism. And the restraint of his
self-determinism winds up in fixing his behavior so that he as "I" cannot
alter it. The environment is establishing his behavior. He is not establishing
his behavior below 2.0 on the chart. But he is increasingly establishing what
he should do as he goes on up the chart.
And believe me, if you want anything left of equipment, if you want a
person to be able to run fast equipment, do anything with it that is effective
or to be in the vicinity of motion or a person to engage in certain well-
coordinated motions, you had certainly better look from 2.5 up. Because a
person cannot stand up to motion without getting emotional if he's too low on
the Tone Scale.
Thank you very much.
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Here's an order from Ivan Willis, vice-president, Industrial Relations,
International Harvester. "Impressed. Please send additional copies. Twelve
copies Science of Survival. Bill me. Sending my copy of chart to John at
SOCONY. Congratulations."
Well, we're getting someplace with this.
Well, tonight I have to cover about, oh, I suppose about 118 hours of
lecturing in about two hours and a half, so if I—did you ever hear anybody
run back a tape—one of these tapes? It sounds like Donald Duck. So if I start
speeding up like that, somebody signal me.
The first thing I would like to do is give you a very quick review of what
was covered last night on the subject of motion and emotion. These two things
are very closely related. I want to give you a very precise example of how
motion and emotion go together.
A human being has two strips on either side of his brain. Each strip is a
duplicate of a human being. It's actually a little man hanging by his heels; a
thin sheet of nerve fiber, you might say. Actually, they seem to be switch-
boards.
And for instance, a hand is very exaggerated, the tongue is very exag-
gerated, but otherwise these are quite—quite close to a real human being.
And this one goes to the motors—you might say the muscles. That's the
motor switchboard. And this, you might say, is evidently the thought switch-
board. Don't know too much about structure but this makes a good analogy.
Now, this motor switchboard—very interesting. A fellow thinks—here is
"I" sitting in here, you might say—and this fellow thinks, "Move the index
finger." So the thought "Move the index finger" causes that—the, you might
say, the sensory switchboard—to wiggle. There's a thought impulse which is
sufficient to wiggle that and then you get a buildup here possibly on the
order of a photoelectric relay system whereby you take a thousandth of a
watt and you can build it up to a kilowatt.
So it's only a thousandth of a watt of thought permits the sensory little
finger to move and possibly some mechanism in here builds up so that you've
got maybe a watt of current which transfers down through the nerve trunks
and out to the fellow's index finger and the fellow's index finger moves. In
other words, he thinks "Move the index finger"; that registers on the sensory
switchboard, kicks over here into a higher magnitude and the index finger
moves.
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Now, these switchboards are probably more complex, certainly more com-
plex, than anything Bell Laboratories is building or working on.
Professor McCulloch up at—he's the chair of Psychiatry at the Univer-
sity of Illinois, I think—did a good piece of work. I'm very glad he did that; it
doesn't make the whole field barren. He figured out if the human mind were
done in terms of modern electronics—you built a machine with vacuum tubes
and electricity which could do a lot of the things the human mind could do—it
would require enough electricity to light the city of New York; it would
require Niagara Falls to cool it and it would require, if vacuum tubes were
one cent apiece, a million dollars' worth of vacuum tubes. The life of a
vacuum tube lets you figure out how long that machine would run uninter-
rupted doing computations and calculations such as the human mind will do.
It would run uninterrupted one-eighteenth of one second. Then you'd have to
replace a tube.
Now, this machine—this computer—is a very interesting one. It does all
these various computations, handles all of these various motor impulses and,
oh, it takes three-dimensional television in color and sound, it records it, it
will make tapes for replay of those things, it does an enormous amount of
memory storage, so forth, and in addition to all that, it's portable. You see
that there's quite a piece of equipment here which is all boiled down into a
small package. That's why hardly anyone knows anything of structure. They
can get into the brain with a probe, or something of the sort, and wiggle part
of it and some other part of it will wiggle. It's experimentation on the crudity
of galvanometers and frogs.
You know, you take a dead frog and you shoot him full of a static electric-
ity and he'll jump; you get a nerve reflex action. Well, very little is known
about this but it seems reasonable—these assumptions which are being
made—and although I am taking this data from a field which is in poor
repute as far as accuracy is concerned, that is to say, psychiatry, psychology—
their accuracy is not good—nevertheless, these panels would seem to answer
no other purpose than just that. And they give you a switchboard, a picture
of a switchboard system by which every nerve line in the body can connect up.
Now, every nerve in the body—every nerve ending in the arms, the legs,
the torso and so forth—seems to have a connection in here. This makes a
great big switchboard which is running on a certain amount of current.
Now, in order to make this thing work and the only reason for these two
strips that I can see—because believe me, when this thing is written up and
drawn up in the medical textbooks, they have so little concept of what it
takes to make an item run that they just keep assigning names, names,
names, names, names—the most beautiful, wonderful names you ever saw in
your life—and they don't tell you what these functions are. But you see that
there has to be a buildup system. Now, if that's not correct and doesn't turn
out right, why, that's my fault; don't blame it on medicine.
Certainly we have a computer system in here, at least the switchboard
of one, because we don't even know that thought is done in the body. We don't
know that. We know that there's a system running and we know that the
nerve fibers do carry something very like electricity and that, by the way,
interestingly enough, doesn't seem to be life force. It seems to be the current
force. That is definitely physical energy—physical universe energy of some
sort. It goes at the rate of about ten feet a second, by the way. The flow along
one of these nerve lines is about ten feet a second.
That's why the brontosaurus after a while had to develop a subbrain in
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his tail because there he was terrifically long and some tyrannosaurus rex
would come along in a puckish mood and stamp on the brontosaurus's tail
and the brontosaurus would know about it several seconds later and—quite a
few seconds later, by the way—they ran about eighty feet. So he'd turn
around and there would be a piece of his tail gone. This is nonsurvival.
Now, to move that tail, he would have to think "Ahhh! Impulse received
from tail. Pain—move tail!" There goes the impulse back to the tail, you see,
and—oh, the tail's gone; that's too late.
This whole nervous system that goes along with mammals, reptiles and
so forth is—becomes very rapidly nonoptimum above the size of a man. Actu-
ally, a man, even a man, is just a little bit too big for an efficient level on this
system. It takes a man about a sixth of a second to pull his toe out of the way.
All right. Here you have this switchboard, I say. And here is "I." "I"
thinks something, this goes into an impulse and if you've got an idea of one
of these big telephone exchanges down here—you've probably seen pictures of
these big telephone exchanges with transcontinental calls—all the transconti-
nental calls going through the switchboard with a very angry and efficient
operator—supervisor and all the girls working at top speed with all hands
full of cables and lines and plugging them in and "Number, please," and so
forth—that would be about the amount of activity which it takes to do that. I
mean, there's so many structures and actions involved in getting a message
down to a channel, much less that or that. Oh, boy.
I don't think—there isn't enough—aren't enough plugs, and so forth,
down here at a local telephone exchange to handle as many message impulses
as it would require to do that. You stop and think of the number of muscles,
the number of bones, the number of joints, the skin tension, the endocrine
rebalance, the energy, the oxygen input—on and on—I mean, everybody's got
to be told about the whole situation. The whole body is kept informed about
the body's operation continually.
Now, I want to impress that upon you as a complex system which is
nevertheless very simple. The system is simply this: "I" receives a stimulus
from somewhere in the body; he does a computation according to past experi-
ence or education or genetic memory—he does a computation on this—this
system (it's hard to keep from personifying the awareness of awareness unit,
"I")—and in comes—in it comes from this—these two switchboards. All right,
can come in from this side. It doesn't matter. So this impulse comes in here from
the body. Possibly there are other switch impulses that come in straight
from the sight to this sensory panel without coming through the motor panel,
although you have to go to the motor panel in order to shift the eyes, for
instance. Although the message coming in through the eyes probably goes in
the sensory panel. Regardless of all that, nobody knows anything about it; I
could say most anything. I'd be correct.
Now, probably here you've got this unit. Probably works both ways. As
you come in here, it probably takes the current impulse down to where "I,"
which is very sensitive, can register now this way. See, now this would be
intensity and it'd be broken down into the sensory strip, so that you got a
watt coming in here, by the time it gets to here maybe goes down to a mil-
lionth of a watt and it's over here to "I"—little impulse.
Now, "I" thinks something, goes out here, it builds up again into the
motors and something happens in the body. You wonder why I'm stressing
this. You're looking right now at the very heart and soul of aberration. (Don't
look at me, look at the board.)
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Now, where you got your plugs—you see, it'd take an awful lot of chan-
nels to resolve all the computations, put them into effect.
Look how this switchboard could be fouled up. Here's "I." "I" is putting
in an impulse to this sensory panel over here and it says, "Thumb nose at
Bill." And here is the sensory panel and this builds up to a higher impulse
and there goes out all the messages necessary to complete this action.
As long as "I" can receive stimuli, resolve the stimuli according to past
experience and return an impulse to answer the situation, or plan an impulse
which can go into effect, "I" remains in control of the situation. But remem-
ber that "I" is not a hundred-thousand-watt station; "I"—as powerful as the
awareness of awareness center is—the whole brain operates on 2.4 watts.
Now, the amount that can be handled there is not very high volume.
Now, what would happen to "I" if you got this load here—this load here
quite normally, let's say, is along the line of a tenth of a watt which steps
down to a millionth of a watt when it hits here. And supposing all of a sudden
two watts came over that line, hit this, this damping operation here is insuf-
ficient and "I" gets a tenth of a watt. What happens is, is "I" blanks out.
There's evidently a fuse system in here and the fuses blow. But these switch-
boards, under a sudden impulse of that character, are not well protected.
They are not well protected.
Supposing lightning hit a telephone line and there were insufficient
fuses on that telephone line and you had a couple of thousand plugs in a
couple of thousand switchboard holes and lightning hit in such a way as to
carry through those lines and fuse those plugs in those holes. Those calls are
then in forevermore. They're in. That is what happens when pain strikes the
brain. That's an analogy of it.
Pain creates an energy impulse in the nervous system. The whole nervous
system, by the way, was designed to handle, evidently, the impulse of energy
and output of energy created on the injury of cells.
Now, you take all manner of matter. Matter in general, when condensed,
stretched, stamped on, pulled apart and so forth, generates a current. A small
group of cells, when struck, will generate a current. You can actually put a
galvanometer on one.
I imagine if you hooked up a couple of electrodes to a frog and hit him
with a sledgehammer it would really make a galvanometer jump. That ex-
periment had been overlooked at the time that they were putting electricity
into the dead frog and then making the dead frog jump. What's the matter
with hitting the frog with a sledgehammer and measuring the current that
comes out of him? You'll find out there's current there.
In other words, cells, when injured, release current. This is survival.
This current or impact is damaging. In order to keep an injured cell, then,
from damaging its immediate neighbors, the body built up, evidently, a nerve
conduit system to take away this energy. This energy required a shock
absorber. What did you do with it? It finally got to running along. You had
special adapted cells, then, that could stand such an impulse. A big cushion
was made. A cushion finally came into being at that point of the body which
is the most liable to impact—normally the end of the body which is usually
the forward end, namely the head.
You not only got a terrific twisted nerve system there—impact, so it
could absorb impact—but you also got a skull to protect it which is a special
kind of nerve cell reformed into bone. You can look it up and you'll find
out they've known that for a long time but they never added that up. Now,
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I'm just giving you a postulate as to what happens.
All right. Injury, then, shoots a current through the body and it gets
absorbed throughout the nervous system. The nervous system is actually a
blunting, a shock absorber, something of the sort, for those inputs.
When "I" starts to make an action—supposing "I" starts to make an
action and gets a heavy impulse in return—there's three or four times the
energy—oh, maybe a hundred times the energy that "I" could put out at that
moment. "I" can put out a millionth of a watt, something like that, and he's
putting out this impulse and he's getting an impulse back which is very high.
And this system here is not sufficient to fuse it out. You get unconsciousness.
"I" loses control of the organism; goes unconscious. But "I's" intended action
has been swamped by a muscular demand, position and action from the
exterior, you see?
Now, just as "I" can say "Move arm," and it goes on through and moves
the arm, the arm with a pain impact gets moved and the whole system will
just operate backwards and "Move arm" will fuse in here. And "I" tries to
move the arm against that impact and it locks up the switchboard.
Let me give you a much better analogy. Here is a—here is a little guy
and he's got a job. He's living in a cubicle like this and this cubicle has a
number of hoses coming in here. And it's this guy's job to keep these holes
plugged up. He doesn't do too badly; a squirt of water comes in here and he
goes over and he plugs up that hole. And then the squirt of water comes in
here and he plugs up that hole. And a squirt comes in there and he plugs
that one up and that one. He's being very successful and all of a sudden,
boom!—this one blows. So he plugs it up again. So this one blows and he
rushes over and he plugs that up. And now some of these others blow and
he plugs those up. He can go along for a long time plugging up these holes.
How will he get after a while? He'll get sore after a while. First he'll get
antagonistic. He'll say, "To heck with these darn things; you stay plugged."
And then he'll get mad and say, "Bangity-blangity-blang," and he won't care
whether he plugs them or not thoroughly, just as long as he plugs them savagely.
And then he'll get scared he's going to swamp because that place is going
to fill up. So he'll plug holes at a great rate. He still can't keep them all
plugged. He finally says, "To hell with it," and sits down.
That is "I" on current returns. If these were current returns which are
coming back in to the central awareness of awareness unit, "I" is trying to
compute and figure out. Well, every once in a while, as life goes along, he'll
get too heavy an impact—knocked unconscious, operated on by a doctor, other
calamities will occur. There's the picture of this.
But it's just a little more complex—just a little more. Actually, what
happens is, evidently is, here are your two panels in the head. These switch-
boards, you might say, get jammed up. They fix up the fuses. The fuses have
to get heavier and heavier because, after all, experience has dictated that the
pain coming through is pretty heavy. So we'll have to keep these fuses in
there pretty heavy—busbars and so forth—and the ability of the thing to
filter through isn't good.
This whole structure through here has to get to a point finally where
experience—where these heavy pain impacts can be stopped. Well, the only
way to do that is to arrest them as they come in. Toughen this up. Don't let
through quite so much in the way of energy, because there has been a lot of
pain. There's pain on this switchboard. So let's make it a little bit harder for
energy to get through and hit "I." "I" will go unconscious less, but the same
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thing happens in reverse: "I" has a harder time getting out here. "I" now
starts—as time goes on—starts to operate more and more, with more and
more realization that he is going to be kicked back so that a light order
doesn't go out. It has to be a fairly heavy order.
He can't say in a cheerful tone of voice, "Would the right index finger
please move." No. He'll get to the point after a while and he's saying, "The
right index finger better move!" He's got to put out a heavier impulse, in
other words. He's got to make this impulse heavier, actually, to get the right
finger to move!
Now, after a while, there is so much pain come back and his switchboard
has been arrested so, his actions have been so impotent, you might say, from
time to time, that he considers the awareness of awareness post of command
will begin to consider that there is nothing there but resistance.
So, every time an order goes through, he puts it all ahead flank—no
more of this coasting up and down the river in a very nice—it's all ahead
flank all the time! He says, "Move, and I mean move!" see? He turns on the
endocrine system at the same time. Anger. He's demonstrating anger in prac-
tically every motion because he's got to tone everything up. He's got to pull
up the endocrine system to actually almost an emergency level twenty-four
hours a day just to get his messages out, just to get his computations out and
get them resolved physically. And of course, as soon as he starts that, stuff
comes back heavier, he'll go down the line to fear, he'll go down to grief, he'll
go down to apathy, just in direct ratio to the amount of jam-up there is on
this switchboard. This switchboard gets awfully jammed up after a while. "I"
can't get it out.
What is happening, too, there's a circuit response in there whereby other
elements—you understand that when the pain made the arm move, this was
more forceful than "I" being able to make the arm move. And as a result,
exterior world begins to command the body. The exterior world begins to
command the body, not "I." And the decline of the individual on the Tone
Scale is in direct proportion to his ability to move his body in his environ-
ment; it's in direct proportion to his inability to move that body.
In other words, he comes down the Tone Scale; he's less and less able to
command and move the body and is then more and more susceptible—because
of these jams on the switchboard—more and more susceptible to exterior
stimuli.
He sees exterior stimuli. The exterior stimuli goes straight to work on
the motor control board, does not go through the sensory board to amount to
anything, and the body moves.
The sensory board, in other words, is short-circuited straight into the
motor control board and "I" hasn't got a thing to say about it. You got all
these connections frozen on the switchboard. So the fellow sees a dog and a
dog—he's got a jam-up here and it says, "Dog! Dog, bite, pain, run." So this
fellow sees a dog and turns around and runs. Only it's a Pekingese. That's
aberrated.
And by the way, people when they are doing this sometimes get a glim-
mering themselves. They observe themselves doing these confounded foolish
things and they don't seem to be able to do anything about it. This guy gets
mad at his wife and hits her over the head with a flatiron, you know, and
something of that sort, something mild. And he'd like to be able to check
himself but he seems powerless to do so.
What he's got is a jam on the board that says sensory perceptions—his
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sensory perceptions have perceived certain voice tones and certain other
things in his wife that are jammed into the board and the board just goes
into automatic operation.
In other words, the environment around this man is handling him; he's
not handling him. And the more the environment can handle him—the more
the environment can handle him—the less able he is to behave rationally
in the environment even though he can still think. He can't put the thoughts
into proper execution.
This, by the way, is hypnotism, too. You'll notice that as a person goes
down the line, people in grief and people in apathy are very hypnotic. They're
so hypnotic that when you say something to them, they just accept it literally.
As a matter of fact, if you weren't aware of this, it's perfectly—you'd better
be, because you can talk to somebody who is in grief on that level of the Tone
Scale and you can just tell him quietly to do something and unless there's too
much conflict otherwise in the environment, he'll do it—in apathy.
In other words, you can take over his body just by talking to him because
you're exterior stimuli. That's hypnotism. You're exterior stimuli. So you just
substitute for his "I." You know how hypnotism is performed.
A lot of people, by the way, particularly laymen—they're very misinformed
on things. They think hypnotism has something to do with spiritualism or
something. Hypnotism has been around for a long time. It's a mechanism by
which the self-determinism of the individual can be submerged so that he
will obey literally the orders given to him by another individual. That is all
hypnotism is.
And the process of hypnotism is to tire—to tire the sensory strip, to tire
the perceptions; in other words, get the strip shaken up and to get the guy's
muscles to relax. In other words, what the hypnotist is doing is just by talk-
ing to the fellow, gets him to take all of his own keys out of the switchboard
and then the hypnotist purringly puts his in and they'll stay there!
Interesting that a person has to be, however—to be hypnotic—has to be
pretty well down the Tone Scale. The environment must have taken over already.
What the hypnotist is doing is simply taking advantage of an enormous
amount of preparation.
Now, people who are hypnotic are very bad people to have around on a
job because they will look fixedly at a board, let us say, that they're supposed
to operate, throw switches on. And they will look at this board and if they
have to fix their eyes too long on that board, they will go out— pop! They will
sit there with their eyes wide open, inactive. And sometimes that period of
inaction will only last for seconds, sometime it'll last for minutes. They appear
to be abstracted and they think they are. They think they're thinking about
something or dreaming about something. Actually they've just become fix-
ated on a piece of bright metal or something of the sort.
People low on the Tone Scale will fixate. They will fixate suddenly, par-
ticularly when they are tired, because when the body is tired, then "I" is less
able to make a connection and the environment is more able to make a con-
nection. There is evidently, insufficient internal energy to drive the body.
That's what is known as being tired. And at a time the body is tired, the
environment can take over the body and push it around because there's less
resistance in here.
People, then, you can see, would be low on the Tone Scale to the degree
that they were able to handle their own bodies. And as they drift down the
Tone Scale, you see that a standard or fixed level of endocrine response would
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be necessary to handle themselves. You know, the fellow's got to be mad all
the time, really, to handle himself because he requires that much output just
to get over the level of energy charge. Furthermore, he has to turn on so
much velocity or so much volume with "I"—he has to turn on so much volume
that he turns on the endocrine system, too. And it'll stay on.
And then quite in addition to that, the exterior environment will start
hooking him up and it'll hook up his endocrine system just like it hooks this
up, because that's just another switchboard. And he'll stay hooked in perma-
nently that way.
Any person who is highly rational—a highly rational person—is able to
hook in and pull out his switch links at will. In other words, he can call any
part of the body at will. He can start or stop any operation of the body at
will. Even when he turns up a little bit of anger, something of the sort, he
can also turn off the anger.
In the first place, actually a person who is very high on the Tone Scale
doesn't get angry so much as he just turns on more energy and he'll get this
anger response—is minor. It's when the whole endocrine system becomes
aberrated that it starts to grow up where the adrenals will get way oversized
and so forth.
All right. That is an extrapolation, then, on the difference between self-
determinism and exterior-determinism. As the exterior world begins to take
over an individual more and more and more and more and more, so that
individual becomes less and less and less efficient, less and less and less able
to survive and is less and less desirable to have on a job or in your periphery.
For instance, if you take this, just as an example: You have a person
that's at 0.5. You find it very easy to handle this person. You say, "Go here,
go there, do this, do that." It's fine, you've got this person well under control;
this person is very amenable to what you're saying and you trust this person.
Oh, yeah? You're trusting a robot. Anybody can come along and throw the
switch.
Now your worst enemy comes along that wants to know anything and
everything that you're doing and wants to louse you up like fire drill, and all
he does is get a cross-reference on your subject. And he just says so-and-so
and so-and-so and so-and-so and your subject turns around at 0.5 just like
a robot.
A 0.5, for instance, can be talked to by a union leader at a great rate.
"Capital is selling you out! The reason we are at war is because American
industry and American executives want us at war!" Your 0.5 is saying. . .
And they say, "Now, here's this gun. Now, you take this gun and you shoot the
next executive who walks out of that door."
"Uh-huh"-boom.
There is no moral interruption.
In order to be moral, in order to be ethical, "I" has got to have something
to say about it. The reason why 2.0 is a margin—there are two reasons why
2.0 is the dividing line: From up above 2.0 the person is tending towards
survival and from 2.0 down they are tending towards destruction and death.
The reason why, two things: The mechanism of death becomes necessary
after the individual is no longer able to assist life in its conquest. And the
other one is that he's getting down to a point where below 2.0 the individual
is more than 50 percent being handled by the exterior environment. The
people and items around him are regulating his conduct to such a degree that
his conduct is irrational. It is as rational as his environment. If everybody
MOTION AND THE TONE SCALE
around him is acting rationally, then he'll act rationally—no more, no less.
You walk in on a person at 1.5, 1.1, something like that, and you start
acting in some other fashion and you'll get the response.
Down in the Malay—when I was a kid I ran into one. I thought this
was—this was... I was young and open-mouthed and chewing on a straw,
practically. I walked down a street and—just north of Singapore—I walked
down the street and a friend that was with me pointed to me and he says,
"There," he says, "is a—is a slayer," (it's a different word than that) but I
said, "A what?"
And he says, "A slayer."
"Oh, he kills people?"
"Oh, no, no, it's a native word." He says, "Watch." And he looked at this
fellow over there and he says, "Whit!" And this fellow looked at him, did this:
This fellow went down like this and the other guy went down like this; this
fellow went this way, the other fellow goes this way. The guy was a mirror
image—anything you did, so on. And then finally he took a rock and threw it
at him and it broke the guy's rapport and the guy went off down the way.
He said, "There are quite a few of them around here. There's evidently
some drug," he says, "they smoke that does this." Actually, that guy is clear
down on the Tone Scale.
Imagine my surprise down in a Southern town about two years ago—two
and a half years ago, to go into a psychiatrist's office (I was still trying to
work with psychiatry) and to find a psychiatrist that was a shlayer. He didn't
know it, poor guy. He was all ready to pass in his chips.
I sat there. I noticed it when I first reached for a cigarette. He reached
for a cigarette a moment later. So I dropped my cigarette and he dropped his
cigarette and he went on talking to me as though nothing were happening. So
I crossed my legs, he crossed his legs. I crossed my legs the other way, he crossed
his the other way and I said boy, the last thing in the world this guy ought to
be doing is associating with psychos, because look at the behavior patterns
he was getting. And that's what happens to those poor guys, by the way.
Actually, I'm not a tenth as rough as psychiatry has been on me, but
they're up against this terrible environment continually. And they start skid-
ding and they get low down on the Tone Scale, the next thing you know,
they're picking it all up on an hypnotic level and they're jamming through.
Now, you understand that the reason an individual gets down the Tone
Scale is: a movement is ordered by "I" but countermanded by the environ-
ment. A movement is ordered by "I" and is countermanded by the environment.
A stimulus comes in, "I" tries to react to this stimulus by ordering a movement;
the environment says, "Move otherwise" or "Don't move." And "I" is balked
and "I" is unable to direct the motion of the body.
I just got through telling you, really, all there is to know about human
aberration.
An impulse comes in and tells "I" to do something and "I" tries to do it and
the environment countermands it. The thing says, "It hurts here—move," so "I"
tries to move. He says, "Move," but nothing is happening. He says, "Move the
arm." The arm doesn't move. "Move the arm!" The arm's hurting and it doesn't
move. So "I" says, "Get up and walk out of this place!" Body doesn't move.
So "I" starts throwing over all kinds of switchboard mechanisms and so
forth to do so and those are liable to be cancelled out and the environment
switchboard connectors are liable to fuse. That is a holder on the time track,
for you auditors.

117
118

17 AUGUST 1951
However, if "I" gets up a tremendous effort to move and finally accom-
plishes it, the effort to move is such that he leaves everything plugged in at
such a heavy rate that he has what you call a bouncer.
If "I" has had to throw out so much energy and has had so much energy
coming in that the whole board shorts, you've got a grouper. But it's the same
thing: it's the environment countermanding the orders of "I," "I" trying to
countermand the orders of the environment, resulting in fixed behavior
patterns—fixed patterns—which reduce the self-determinism of "I" and so
you get an individual going on down the Tone Scale.
You get a person who chronically, then, because of the exterior environment
—only way he can possibly get through this maze of locked—and by the way,
that's what a lock is—locked panel connections—he gets through a locked
board only by being angry. He has to get angry to get through the board to
get any motion at all and his motions are all anger motions, one way or the
other.
Now, he has to get up the stimulus and run the run preparation of fear
in order to get through the board— phew. So he's got to tell the body, "You're
in deadly danger all the time," just to get any motion out of the body. Or he
tells the body, "Well, you can't get through at all," the body is mostly left
unmanned and you get the hypnotic levels of grief and apathy.
Notice an individual when he tries to move a piece of mest. First he gets
conservative about it and then he gets antagonistic and then he'll get angry if
it doesn't move and then he'll get scared of the darned thing if it still doesn't
move. He'll decide that's really something, and so forth.
In the same way, if you take a man trying to 
 say a foreman
trying to handle a group of men. And these men don't do what he says, he gets
kind of antagonistic toward them. They still don't do what he says, he starts to
get angry at them. And if he can't move them after that, he begins to believe
he's lost his grip and he'll back up on the job. That would be just your normal
cycle where he isn't securing cooperation. If he is at the level where he's angry
at them all the time, they get afraid.
That's another extrapolation of the Tone Scale.
It took a little bit longer to get over. I'll have to go over this other stuff
much more rapidly, because I want to tell you just a very, very little bit about
a triangle in Dianetics, the ARC triangle, with which you can work a lot of
magic.
And let's take a break right now.
THE ARC TRIANGLE
A lecture given on
17 August 1951
In Dianetics we have what is called a magic triangle, only we don't call
it a magic triangle. It's just called ARC—ARC. Good name for it.
We find out that the item known as life energy and the item known as
physical universe energy are not the same. They have some parallelisms,
otherwise they would not be able to unite. They have a vibrational level in
common, otherwise they would not be able to unite and react with each other.
But electricity—that stream of electronic impulses surrounded by a mag-
netic field which takes place because there is a magnetic field or takes place
because there are impulses or takes place for some other reason—and what
we call, in Dianetics, theta, are energies of an entirely different kind. In
order to emphasize this we make it fairly plain that we are not talking about
a physical universe energy by saying we consider theta to be exterior to the
physical universe. Actually, it seems to have its own codes, its own behavior,
its own wavelengths and even its own time. Its time—theta time and theta-
universe time—are not physical universe time. The times are different.
There is such a thing as theta matter. Theta matter would be an idea. If
you don't think there is such a thing as theta matter, just think for a moment
of a culture of a nation. That culture is actually thought and ideas which
have become solidified into patterns. You can even plot whether or not a thing
is still a fluid idea or a fixed idea. All that's very nebulous. One of these fine
days we'll know a lot more about it. We didn't make any real advance, how-
ever, in the study of aberration, human mind and behavior until we
recognized that there was such a thing.
Now, although it was not described—since it was mainly talked about by
people who did not know how to use or treat or describe energy as energy—
this item, theta, has been talked about, discussed and taken for granted for
some thousands of years. It is woven in and out of philosophy to such a degree
that hardly any book of philosophy does not mention some way or other the
energy of life and then runs away very happily and plays skipjack or bean-
bag, but doesn't have anything more to do with this. The most adventurous
fellow in the past century or so on this subject was Bergson and he called it
elan vital—he gave it a label and then he hastily went off and left it.
Now, if you look at it engineeringwise, you'll see that an energy has to
have vibrational rates, that it can form into wave patterns which are either—
that have tone, volume, quality—in other words, it has all the requisites of an
energy; it can be described to some degree. The second we began to describe
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it that way in Dianetics we began to get much better results, things began to
happen, things we under—couldn't understand before were understood better.
We have—we know quite a bit about it, actually—the energy of life. Life
unites with physical universe in such a way as to form an organism. And an
organism is part physical universe and part theta—it's motivated by theta.
Theta—you can consider it such—has an energy value. It has three compo-
nent parts—three component parts: One is affinity, one is reality and one is
communication, so that we have a triangle—A-R-C. Those are three parts of
theta. They are interdependent to such a degree that if you interrupt any one of
them you will interrupt the flow of the other two. Theta is flowing as ARC.
Affinity. Now, it's obvious there is such a thing as affinity. You can call
it—well, there is—sloppily, you call it love, but that's hardly descriptive
enough. Affinity is the sympathetic coexistence of two things or an energy—
two parts of the same energy or something of the sort. When we took this
tuning fork in the physical universe and we said bong on this tuning fork and
it started vibrating at 512, this other tuning fork that hadn't been touched, it
says bong, too. You damp this one out and you find out this tuning fork is
ringing. You set these two tuning forks up again; you hit this one, damp it,
you find out this one is ringing. They're in the same level. Therefore, you
could say they have sympathetic vibration. Actually, if you were dealing with
theta you would say they had affinity. They were similar, they were parts of
the same, and so on.
Two men talking with each other either are in affinity with each other
or they aren't. If they're not, they'll argue. If they are in affinity with each
other, two other things have to be there: they have to have agreed upon a
reality and they have to be able to communicate that reality to each other.
So, when you speak of reality, physical universe reality, it's a very inter-
esting thing. Telling you in an earlier lecture there is no, really, such thing as
the physical universe—there is of motion—but we sense something—we see
something with our eyes, we hear something with our ears, we smell some-
thing with the nose, we touch something with the hands; we decide, then,
that there is something. But the only way we know it is through our senses
and those senses are artificial channels. We are not in direct contact with the
physical universe, we are through contact—through our sense channels with
the physical universe.
You blunt those sense channels—a man loses his eyesight and as far as
he is concerned there is no light or shape or color or depth perception to the
physical universe. It has a reality, still, to him but it is not the same reality
as another person's. In other words, he is unable to conceive a physical uni-
verse suddenly and completely without sight. You can't conceive these things
without senses. So the physical universe is seen through these senses.
Now, you and I take a look at this and we see a table and we agree this
is a table—it is made out of wood, it is brown. We agree to that. Of course,
you understand that when I say "brown" and you hear "brown," brown actu-
ally to you may be purple but you have agreed that it is brown because all
your life people have been pointing to this color vibration and they have been
saying "brown." It might be really red to me, but I recognize it as brown. So
we are in agreement although we might be seeing something different. But
we agree this is brown, this is wood, this is a table. Fellow walks in the door,
he comes up and he takes a look at this thing and he says, "Huh! An
elephant!" And you say, "It's a table, see? Elephants are . . ." See? So on.
"Ah, no. Elephant."
THE ARC TRIANGLE
So, we say he's crazy. He doesn't agree with us. Do we attempt further to
communicate with him? No. He doesn't agree with us. He hasn't agreed upon
this reality. Are we in affinity with him? No. We say, "Go downstairs and call
the little men in the white coats. This guy is crazy. We don't like him. We
don't want to be around him."
Now, you and I are—let's say—are arguing. And this is a table and it's
made out of wood and it's brown. And you say, "Table's made out of wood,"
and I say, "No, it's not. It's made out of metal which is painted to look like
wood." And we start arguing about this. Arguing—we're trying to reach a
point of agreement and we can't reach this point of agreement. Another fellow
comes up here and he takes a look at the table and he says, "Well, as a
matter of fact, the legs are painted to look like metal, but the top is wood and
it is brown and it is a table." You and I reach an agreement. We feel an
affinity. All of a sudden we feel friendly. We feel friendly toward him; he
solved the problem. We have reached an agreement and we go into communi-
cation. How do we go into communication with each other now?
There is a theta-level operation of some sort or other. There is too much
data too badly evaluated—a lot of it is bogus data, a lot of it is nonsense—
about life energy. But a lot of it may have some truth in it. But nobody has
ever gotten into that bin of knowledge and really scrambled around and held
up this item and that item and gotten the most important items together and
formulated and organized them.
There's spiritualism, clairvoyance, clairaudience, ESP, and so on and so
on. There's all sorts of manifestations. There's faith healing—there's—this
thing just works in this tremendous quantity of disrelated, discoordinated,
most of it discredited, data about this, but it's a funny thing that man keeps
on talking about it and has been talking about it evidently for fifty thousand
years. That bin is really active as a bin of knowledge. Nobody has ever got it
lined up, but it's very active.
Rhine, out at Durham, has awful arguments with fellows up here at San
Francisco. They write letters back and forth all the time. Neither one of them
knows a darn thing about what they're talking about, but boy, are they
having a hard time trying to reach an agreement on what they don't know.
The amount of dissension in the field of religion, for instance, should
demonstrate to you that it is a level of abstraction about which very little
agreement can be reached. Therefore, there's very little affinity in brotherly
love sometimes and when it comes to an agreement, we can obtain agreement
on the physical universe.
Here, for instance, is Mr. A and here is Mr. B and here is the physical
universe. And Mr. A and Mr. B might possibly have a communication channel
through the theta level. There are some indications that that exists—not very
positively identifiable—but where their main communication channel is, is to
here, to here and from here to here.
A has an idea. He puts the idea on the sensory switchboard, goes over on
the motor switchboard, the vocal cords operate, put air into vibration; go
over—they reach the eardrum, put it into vibration, hits the motor switch-
board, hits the sensory switchboard and goes in, and the other fellow . . .
Now, if he's used words on which—if there's been an earlier agreement on
what the physical universe was—because there might have been a disagreement
on that; one might have been from North Carolina and the other might have
been from Nebraska—and if there has been an earlier agreement they can get
into agreement, but they're getting into agreement via the physical universe.
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When A says, "Up!"—he says, "Up," that sense message goes through that
channel, strikes the other, B, but A had an idea of an elevator moving when he
said, "Up," and B receives the idea and he's got the idea of a rocket going
up—different velocities of up—and they can get into an argument. Fellow says,
"I think it ought to go up," and the other fellow sees a rocket going and that
would be much too fast to send this item up, so he says, "No." The other—first
guy says, "Well, elevator is nice and slow," he's saying to himself, "it could go up."
And the other fellow says, "No!" Now they argue for a while and then they finally
get to a point where B realizes that the other one is talking about an escalator-
see, he can see this escalator motion, he gets the idea of up. In other words, the
word up means different things to them, but they get those things enough into
approximation—they get agreement—they've got a reality, then they stop lam-
basting each other and saying, "No! You don't mean up, you mean up!' And the
other fellow says, "I mean up? Of course, I mean up! But you don't mean up, I
mean up," and so on—yak, yak, yak, yak—and their affinity is down. First thing
you know, they'll square off. And their communication lines are pretty jagged.
But the second they reach this agreement, why, they say, "Well, of course
I said up and you know it's up too, and you're a good fellow and I'd like to go
off and have a beer with you. And everything is fine; I love you dearly. We're
in communication. I want to tell you about my wife . . ." They've got an agree-
ment. ARC.
In order for there to be communication, there must be agreement and
affinity. In order for there to be affinity, there must be agreement on reality
and communication. In order for there to be reality and agreement, there
must be affinity and communication. One, two, three. Knock this out, these
go. If you knock this out, these will go. If you knock this out, they'll all go.
This is life—the life energy. If you take a man and thoroughly disagree
with him, go out of communication with him and withdraw all affinity from
him—from his fellow human being, he'd die—boom! You could actually dis-
agree with a man to an extent where he would die. You disagree with him,
but there are five ways to block a communication line—I won't go into all
those five. One of them is to cut it, another one is to make it so painful that
the person that's receiving it will cut it, another one is to put so much on it
that it jams. I'll leave you with those three.
Now, when it comes to your communication, then, you could make it pain-
ful, or you could refuse it, or you can put so much on it that he cuts it off.
Those are three very important things to know about a communication line.
That communication must be good communication: the necessary data sent
in the necessary direction and received.
All that communication will be about, by the way, is reality and
affinity—the physical universe. Reality and affinity concerning the physical
universe. The discussions, and so forth, will be whether there is affinity or
isn't affinity or whether there is or is not agreement and where the agree-
ment is particularly disagreed with on the physical universe.
As far as affinity is concerned—took a bunch of babies in Boston, forty
of them. Took twenty of those babies and they sent them home after they
were born and they all got along fine—they just took them at random. Twenty
more babies they left in the hospital and nobody went near them except to
feed them. The twenty babies that remained got ill. No affinity. No affinity.
Now, affinity can be built up in a number of ways. You can talk to people
and build up an affinity with them. But remember we're talking about communi-
cation, not just talk. There are many, many ways to communicate. Two people
THE ARC TRIANGLE
can sit and look at each other and be in communication. One of the nicest ways
to go into communication is tactile. You can pet a cat. And the cat all of a sudden
starts to purr, purr, purr. You're in communication with the cat. You reach out
and shake a guy's hand—present time—you reach out and shake a guy's hand.
You're in communication with him because tactile has taken place. Oh, the
boys—the old boys with the tooth-and-claw idea that "everybody hates every-
body really, and everybody's on the defensive and that's why we have to force
everybody into being social animals,"—you know, the old school. They said, "The
reason men shake hands is to show there is no weapon in the hand." Nah. Com-
munication. In France, and so forth, they throw their arms around each other.
They do it in Spain, they do it in Italy, and so on. There's lots of contact—contact.
That contact is communication.
If a person is badly out of communication and you touch him—he consid-
ers all things painful—if you reach out and pat him on the shoulder and he
dodges slightly even though he doesn't go on, you'll find he's also out of com-
munication vocally. You try to say something to him. You say, "You know, I
think that's a pretty good project, Project 342A, and I think we ought to go
along with it." He'll sit there and he'll look at you and he'll nod, then he'll go
down and he'll complete Project 36. And you say, "Project 36 has been just
thrown out. We weren't gonna go through with that at all." He hardly knows
you're talking to him. He dodges everything you say. Or he may talk to you so
hard and so long you won't get a chance to tell him you want to do Project
336A. That's dodging you, too. In other words, he's out of communication
with you. Therefore, his affinity is low and he won't agree with you either.
But if you can get him into agreement, this'll pick up and this will pick up.
This is about the most important dope I've ever run across on the field of
interpersonal relations, control and management. Superbizarre techniques
which do not have this as a precise working axiom are apt to fail—as often as
they do fail right now.
A group of men—here's this group of men in a room. You go in and you
talk to them. Agreement—trying to reach agreement with them. If those men
are pretty spooky and pretty low on the Tone Scale, I tell you, you can
advance the most beautiful, the most wonderful reasons under the sun and
they will still remain antagonistic towards you. Are you communicating with
them? That's it. The low-toned individual doesn't take a high-toned communi-
cation. And I'll show you a little bit more about that in a moment. If you're
not communicating with them, they're not agreeing with you and you haven't
any affinity with them. And they're not going to agree or do what you say.
They're going to kick back at you one way or the other. There are ways to get
into communication with that group.
You can go around—you can take any group of workmen, any group of
men working on a similar project—you can take one look at the foreman and
the men, you can tell whether or not these people are in communication with
one another. If they aren't, they are not working as a coordinated team.
They're not in communication, perhaps, because they're not agreed on what
they're doing.
All you've got to do is take the group, put them together and say, "What
are you guys doing?"
You don't ask the foreman, you ask the whole group and the foreman,
"What are you guys doing?" "Well," one fellow says, "I'm earning forty dollars
a week. That's what I'm doing." Another one says, "Well, I—uh—I'm glad to
get out of the house every day. The old woman's pretty pestiferous." Another
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one says, "Well, I—as a matter of fact, I occasionally get to drive the truck
over there and I like to drive the truck and I'll put up with the rest of this
stuff to drive the truck, and I got to work anyhow." Another guy will say, if
he were being honest, maybe, "I'm staying on this job because I hate this dog
that you've got here as a foreman. If I devote my life to making him miserable,
boy, that makes me happy. I really lead him a dog's life, too."
And all the time you thought those men thought that they were grading
a road. Not one of them thought they were grading a road. You thought that
they were building a road between Augusta and Wichita, and they weren't.
Not one of them was building a road. Not one of them was even grading.
And you get them together and this crew may be unhappy and ineffi-
cient and so forth and you say, "Well, you know, some day gonna be a lot of
cars will go over this road. Maybe they'll wreck themselves occasionally, and
so forth, but a lot of cars will go over this road. You boys are building a road.
You're building a road from Augusta to Wichita, from Wichita to Augusta.
Pretty hard job. But, somebody's got to do it. A lot of people'll thank you boys
for having built this road. I know you don't care anything about that, but
that's really what we're doing around here. Now, I'd like a few suggestions
from you people how we could build this road a little bit better." All of a
sudden the whole crew is building a road. R to A, they go up—so forth.
And if you've got a foreman on the job that's around 3.0, 3.5, something
like that and who's still got some theta volume, knows his job, knows what
he's doing, you won't have any trouble with that crew. They'll be building a
road, the whole crew. But the crew as dispersed as that probably had a 1.1 or
a 1.5 foreman. You get them to agree on what they're doing, they're all set.
You know, communism has a number of instinctive tactics, being kind of
"stinctive" anyway, and one of those is built sort of empirically upon the fact
that a bunch of Swedes went down into Russia and whopped them about 900
and put a czar in. Actually, the Swedes went down there as mercenaries and
worked for all the petty princes in these petty principalities and one day
the Swedes—they'd been driven out of their own country by a revolution—the
Swedes formed the bodyguards of all the princes that formed all of Russia.
And one day all the bodyguards revolted and chopped off all the heads of
the Russian nobility and took over Russia and elected a czar and unified the
Russias. And the czar, after he had been reigning for a year or two, took a
Russian name—they became White Russians.
World War I, 1917, they stood that lineal descendant up and they shot
him dead. They had lived all those centuries with an alien race in control and
they resented it. And that alien race was Capital. Aristocracy. And now
they're trying to sell the whole cockeyed world the idea that they're being
governed by an alien race. You couldn't possibly pound it with a hammer, a
sickle or a sledgehammer into the skull of a Russian that the capitalists of
America were of the same race as the laboring class of America. You couldn't
convince them that they're all Americans and they were all born with more
or less the same chance and they could all get there. You couldn't convince
them of this. "No. They're those white Swedes. We know. Sure. And you got to
kill 'em; that's the only way you can do it."
Well, this great philosophy that gets imported into this country via the
sewers or something—I don't like the communists—I thought I might as well
add that—these boys work inside the unions and they kept telling the unions
now for decades—unionism is okay, but they keep telling these unions, "You
know, you're really being governed by a bunch of White Russians—bunch of
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Swedes, or something—and they're a different breed of cat, they're different
people; they're not your people, they're not like you. You're laboring men. The
thing to have is sweat! That's—that's the stuff—sweat. That's what wins.
And those guys with those brains, you don't want to have anything to do with
them because they belong to another race."
And now management tries to come in and they have been told—labor's
been educated into believing that the whole of management and the whole of
Capital is made up out of a different kind of individual, so the similarity or
affinity cannot exist, so there can't be an agreement on reality and there
can't be a communication.
Now, about the first thing you could do with people in interpersonal rela-
tions with labor is set up every possible communication line you can to labor
and let them find out, if you possibly can, that they aren't being run by
White Russians. You'll get some sort of an agreement. If you agree they're
men, they're liable to agree that you're a man, too. They resent being owned
very much because theta only functions when it is self-determined. You've
got to have self-determinism in a man or in a group. This does not mean
socialism.
You try to turn management over to a group—that's really a laugh—you
turn it over to a group of guys that have no concept of management or execu-
tive lines, and can they pray and beg! I had this happen once. I threw the
whole operation at the staff. There you are. Tsk! One of them got up few days
later and said, "I have a motion to put on the floor. Will Mr. Hubbard please
take charge of this operation?" They hadn't known it was that complex. All of
a sudden we had got an agreement. So they said, "Gee. That's a specialized
operation. That's a specialized operation and he's human and we're human
and we're in communication and he's been talking to us and we do have some
affinity and he does want these things to happen for our own good, and so
on." We had interpersonal relations all of a sudden. And we had management
-labor relations too, the like of which we had never had before. And by the
way, this doesn't mean collectivism, it just meant simply letting the boys get
together once in a while.
Having management interested in getting labor together as individuals
is quite an innovation. The union can only exist as a union as long as it has
affinity, communication and reality between the union leader and the union
member. Psychological warfare consists of cutting a communication line or
demonstrating a difference exists where they thought reality existed, where
they thought they had agreement.
Union leadership has supplanted management in the affections of labor.
And union leadership does not constitute the working brain force and regulat-
ing force which is going to keep labor working. What can you expect but a
failure of an economic system that is being run so cockeyed?
Similarly and simultaneously, how do you expect a human being to oper-
ate when he doesn't have agreement within himself? The liver does not agree
that the pancreas are doing a good job. The communication line between the
right hand and the right ear are cut, not because the nerves are severed,
because there's a jammed switchboard. The communication between "I" and
the right foot goes haywire every once in a while. Guy has a toe that occa-
sionally twitches and "I" says "Stop it!" and it goes on twitching.
In other words, unless there's an affinity throughout the body and its
various parts, it doesn't get along well. Unless there's good communication
—in other words, good nerve channels, smooth switching connections, and so
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forth—throughout the nervous system, you don't have communication that's
any good. And unless the whole body has agreed on what it's supposed to do,
you don't get along well either. This fellow agrees that the best thing to do is
to sit there at that desk and work like the mischief and make lots of coffee
and cakes. Only the back doesn't agree with this. The back says, "I'm tired."
All of a sudden he'll get out of communication.
How does this apply to the Tone Scale? It's not very technical. You talk
about theta. You can imagine a free-flowing, smooth-flowing energy that's
just doing fine. It's got three component parts: affinity, communication and
reality. These three parts, when flowing smoothly in conjunction with each
other, produce a nice harmonious unition with mest, the physical universe.
The body, that is, the physical universe and theta just go along fine. As a
matter of fact, theta, running nice and smoothly, will lay out over items and
people in the physical universe and things will just run like a clock.
But the second it starts down—here is this commodity here—the second
it starts separating, damping out—the second affinity, communication, real-
ity start damping out, you start to get disharmony, dissonance, as in a
musical note. The second you start to get dissonance—here is the way life
kicks itself out of an organism which is dying.
Here's 2.0. Let's say that this can exist fairly well down to 2.0. It's pretty
bad when it gets here, but from here on down—at anger it's nice and jagged;
and then in fear it's further apart, it's separating; and when you get down to
here, apathy and death, it is null. Affinity, communication and reality are
inter—are not interacting at all, they are not functioning at all.
How out of communication can an individual get? Dead. If you ever tried
to communicate with a dead man, you'd agree with me.
Now, here's your Tone Scale again. Only here is the—actually, techni-
cally, the engineering derivation and extrapolation of that Tone Scale. There
is where it came from—is the recognition of a null vibration. And death,
being the same thing—the recognition that the halfway point would be a
half-cancellation, and up here. Here they're still fighting exteriorly to try to
stay together, here they're afraid they won't, here at grief they know they
don't. Here at apathy it's gone, and that's death.
Theta has those three component parts and you have ARC. And it's very
important to know that—very important to know that because it tells you
immediately what we're talking about when we have a communication line on
this chart and it says he's out of communication. Here is the extrapolation, by
the way, and this is the basic extrapolation of this chart.
Here we have a 1.5. What will he do with communication? He'll turn it
straight around. You tell him "black," he'll say "white." Even though it'd serve
his purpose, you might think, to say "black," he'll say "white." He doesn't look
angry, unless you know the Tone Scale. And you tell him, "Say, by the way,
would you go over to the other end of the shop—'black'—and tell George
'black,'" and you see him go, but he tells George "white." If you told him to
tell George "white," he would tell George "black."
Agreement can be procured anywhere on this scale at the level of the
scale. In other words, you can enter the vibration level. Talk to an angry man
angrily. If you don't attack him, if you appear to be agreeing with him on the
subject and agreeing with him angrily, you're in affinity with him and you'll
be in communication with him, but you won't be in communication with him
anyplace else on the scale.
It's pretty easy to go into communication with people high up the scale.
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You've got a stenographer that's at 0.5, you give her a letter, you say, "Wilkes
Brothers. Uh—we have your order. Instant shipment was received.
Uh—didn't—couldn't—on. Yours truly." 0.5—darn thing is all nulled out here.
First place she really doesn't agree with you that you ought to be writing
that letter, just because you want it written. The letter will probably read,
"Dear Mr. Thompson. Your order of the 16th instant has been received and
everything was broken in it."
You ask her, "Would you please go down to the traffic court and fix up
this ticket for me?" You don't think about it again. Boy, if you've got a 0.5 in
the stenography chair you certainly better think about it again because you
don't get action at this point. You see how far down the scale it is from a
standpoint of life? Life has damped out at that point. So you don't get persist-
ence, you don't get action, you don't get responsibility. You don't get motion,
movement. And you say, "Here is this, here is that. Do something else, do
something else, do something else." You work—you don't get them done. There
is where your Tone Scale becomes very important. Here is ARC at work.
Affinity. Let's say you have somebody that you're working with and
really this person is at 1.1. This person appears to have affinity for you. He
says he likes you. He says he likes you quite often. As a matter of fact, this is
very propitiative as a level. He likes you a great deal. And you wonder why
you keep getting unhappy around him. After all, everything he says is for
your own good. You get very, very unhappy and then you say, "Well, the poor
fellow, he's trying his best." He's trying to kill you. I mean, just as simple as
that. May take him five years, but he'll do it. He works along at that level. In
other words, he's working below this 2.0 line and he'll keep swinging these
covert activities at you.
And don't think he won't introduce a covert activity in the business.
He—apparently he will demonstrate an affinity. He'll say he has an affinity.
But his agreement is very poor, very poor. He will take everything that's
good news and make it kind of shabby. He'll go into communication only
along the line of gossip.
You come in at eight o'clock in the morning and sit down at your office
desk and you're just doing fine, you think. You had a game of golf that morn-
ing. You're kind of tired but you sure enjoyed that game of golf and . . . "You
know, confidentially, the boss came in eight o'clock this morning. He hadn't—
uh—he looked pretty tired, he wasn't wearing his regular business clothes,
either." And this gets back to the wife going through the hands of l.ls—1.1,
going through, add another 1.1, getting chain reaction, and so forth: "You
know, Mamie, I really hate to tell you this, but I'm telling you this for your
own good. But you know—you know George was out all night the other night.
I thought you ought to know. Uh—there is a stenographer down at the plant,
you know." Yeah, because they'll only carry that line. Wonderful. It's just
wonderful. The news which will go through one of these low-level communica-
tion lines is a certain brand of news. And a 1.5 communication line carries
destruction, because that's what it is and that's all it will vibrate to.
A 1.1 communication line will carry gossip, covert hostility, propitiation.
"Uh—gee, that's a very, very pretty dress you've got on, Marge, I—I—I
always have liked it."
Now, you get along about 0.5 —you get 0.5 and the only thing that will go
through there is hopelessness. And if you try to give 0.5s much that isn't
hopeless, they'll pass along hopelessness. You just do fine—you can explain to
a 0.5, "Now look, it's—everything is going to be all right and the whole operation
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is going to succeed and we've just got in some new capital and everything is
just fine and we're all working hard on it now. Now, I want you to pitch in
and do your best and—you will, won't you?"
"Oh, yes, yes, yes."
You come back past the desk a moment ago—a moment later and you've
got your ear cocked, "And he was just telling me that we were almost ready
to collapse. He said the new bond issue—they would try but you know, I don't
think it'll go through. I could tell by listening to him." Boy, all of sudden,
why, this is interesting.
This is kicking life to pieces when it gets down below 2.0 and it starts
kicking the individual to pieces below 2.0, because he's not in communication,
he does not have affinity—not in communication with, he does not have affinity
for and he is not in agreement with himself, either. There is your neurological
levels, and so on. Illnesses. You ever run into somebody who detested him-
self? Same thing.
Now, I want to give you here a little bit of a physiological description of
each one of these individuals. You understand, this description is more gener-
alized than this chart is. These are just things that you can glance at
suddenly and you can tell.
Now, I'm going to start at the bottom.
A 0.1 is something that you won't find walking around in the society.
The 0.1 will be pretty gray in the face. The skin circulation almost absent-
hardly perceptible. This person is pretty bad off. This would have to be a
stretcher case.
But just above that at 0.5 the same skin condition obtains. There is a
slight grayness to the skin, particularly in the cheeks, and so on. It's greater
or lesser degree. It's not always present, it's not always detectable. But when
it is detected, there's a 0.5. The fear and hopelessness, and so forth, actually
mixes up to make the blood tend to leave the surface. The blood is even
afraid to be on the surface. The blood goes in. The blood lakes in the center
of the body to some degree. Sharp noise—the blood lakes immediately in the
center of the body. It falls away from the skin. This obtains particularly at
1.1—the skin condition is even worse at 1.1 than it is at 0.5. The gray, gray
skin tinge.
Now, the 1.1, of course, is pretended death. You won't be troubled with a
1.1—pardon me, a 0.1 is pretended death and you won't be troubled with it.
But you'll find 0.5s around.
Now, one of the things that marks a 0.5—particularly physiolo—medical
range here is—it says, "Chronic malfunction of organs." This body is trying
to die. You take a young girl who is a 0.5. Her endocrine system will be so
bad off that the fatty tissue of her body is all displaced. Her body isn't
pretty—it's displaced. The ankles, and so forth, are—fat's on the wrong
places, that's all. You don't have an endocrine system that is working
smoothly and evenly, that's all.
You take a fellow at 0.5, you get a shoulder slump, and so forth; he looks
old. He's pretty well gone. The guy looks like the last rose of summer. He's
sad, but the funny part of it is when he's very young—when he's very young
he can manage to carry along all right. He can even fool you sometimes a
little bit. He can merely appear to be very—rather obedient. He's too quiet,
though—no hilarity or anything like that. But one of the things this person
will do is try to damp out any loud noises in their vicinity or something
like that. They'd much rather go to a funeral than a movie any day; weeps
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rather easily; looks on the hopeless side of things; untidy in dress.
Now, you get up above that level into commoner levels. You get around
0.9, you're in a relatively acute fear bracket, continually acute state of fear. I
mean, he's chronically up on the subject of fear. This person is afraid. Here's
where you get this grayness of face, and so forth. And you'll find out that this
person has a habit of sort of withdrawing. He will withdraw very easily. As a
matter of fact, if you were to talk to this individual and raise your voice
just—any at all, you'd find this individual would back up from you. Also, this
individual's eyes, if you care to look at them—the pupil is always slightly
dilated. Little bit bigger than it should be for the light he's standing in. And
if you were to make a sudden noise, not even a very loud noise but a sudden
noise, if you watch the pupil very sharply, you will see it go pop!—it'll flash.
It'll flash out to the edge of the iris and back in again—fear. That's the
expression of fear.
As a matter of fact, if you can make a real loud noise around a 0.9 you
can put him in a trance.
Oddly enough, though, if you tried to hypnotize a 1.0 or a 1.1 they'll just
keep on making fun of you. They'll feel silly, they'll feel foolish, they'll do this
and they'll do that. That's because they know they're annoying you when they
do it. You try to knock somebody out into a hypnotic trance or a drug trance
at that level, you really have quite a time. Because they're afraid! They're
afraid of what will happen to them. They're so aware, they're so alert to
anything that might hurt them—the exterior environment is so much in con-
trol of them—and yet they can still balance it to such a degree that they keep
holding on to that balance. Here is an inability to relax—an inability to relax.
You shake hands with a fella and his palm is always moist, you're dealing
with somebody from 0.9 to 1.6. Palm of the hand wet, continually wet. This
person has nervous mannerisms also and this person has ulcers of the stomach.
Rather easy to tell this band.
Now, this person talks to you in slight non sequiturs, slight ones, almost
continually. You say, "Well, we've got a pretty good plant here," and so forth.
And he takes a look at it and he says, "Our plant at Willow Run was—yes, we
had a good plant." Not quite what you were saying. It's not far enough off to
cause any startlement, but it's not what you were saying, definitely. You're
trying to tell him about the plant and he tells you about some other plant.
Also, he tells you about a plant that's just a little bit bigger than your plant
and if he happened to discover, for instance, what pay you were making even
though you didn't tell him, he would have to tell you that he knew somebody
—he wouldn't say he did—he knew somebody that made more pay than that.
If you said—if you said, "I'm going to ... Now, I want you to take over
and get acquainted with this particular section of the office because next
week I've got a vacation coming up and I'm going up to Colorado." It's a very
funny thing, but he's got a friend that's going up to Aspen, Colorado—going
to one of the biggest hotels there. But he won't advance this in such a way
that you can notice it. If you were to take umbrage at this, this continual
hammer and pound of invalidation, invalidation... As a matter of fact, you
don't own anything good, somebody owns something better. Your height,
strength, brains, and so forth, he's just going to put X's across the lines. But
he's not ever going to do it in such a way that you're going to find out that
he's doing it. It's going to be so apparently on the groove that it's very diffi-
cult to distinguish. And if you were ever to turn on this fellow and say, "But,
/ didn't say that!"
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"You didn't say what?"
"Well, I said I was going to Colorado and you say somebody else is going
to Colorado. What's the idea of telling me the other guy's going to Colorado,
because the only reason I told you I was going to Colorado was so that you
could..."
"I didn't say anything about anybody else going to Colorado."
Now he's really got you. He's got you spinning. So he didn't say that.
"But you did say that!"
"Well, as a matter of fact, what I meant to say was . . ." And he'll tell you
something else—that's what he did say.
"But you didn't say that." He didn't say that and you know he didn't say
that. But he said this over here. And if you happen to, that day, be drifting
down around 2.0, you're going to find yourself down there—if you keep this
up very long, you'll first find yourself at 1.5 and then you may find yourself
where he wants to put you: 0.5—a temporary 0.5, because after you've been
doing this for a while all you can sit down and do is sit down and weep.
It's a very funny thing, but you want to look at this guy's files. Maybe
he's keeping files or something like that—just look at his files someday. The
surface is so pretty but boy, don't look behind them. He's told you they're all
up-to-date. You go in, you check it, you can't quite tell that they're not all up-
to-date. You're looking at a fine surface with this fellow.
His physical manifestation tends to be thinness rather than obesity.
Obesity starts swinging in—that doesn't mean that everybody who's thin is a
1.1—obesity starts swinging in at about 1.3, 1.4; they start to get fat. 1.5 is
pretty chunky. 1.5 is pretty chunky. 1.5s tend toward being square and that
is just one of these rules of thumb that you can't take too seriously, but it's
something to alert to. They have a tendency to be squarely built. That doesn't
mean that everybody who is of athletic build is a 1.5. But they tend to be a
little bit too squarely built. You will sometimes see a 1.5 with a gray, very
gray complexion, but this is a 1.5 who has only recently been beaten down
below the line and who is still holding on to it somewhat, but—hard to do.
Your 1.5 will come in and tell you about the office. If you ask him about
offices, it—you're not going to get any covert level of activity here. I mean,
this guy is going to tell you right out and out that this office furniture you've
got is pretty damn bad, isn't it? Yeah, he's going to tell you all about how
awful it is. Hate, destruction—he tries to destroy with words, and so forth.
But education may have smoothed him out to a point where he doesn't
talk outrightly so. Watch what he does with things.
As you come on up the line you start to get up into the average and you
start to get into better and better physiological types, you start to get up into
higher levels of efficiency. You can tell these people. Let me tell you that they
look, from that level on up, healthy.
One of the fastest ways of telling this Tone Scale, by the way, is the state
of health of the individual—the state of health. The chronically ill, chronic
malfunction, endocrine, neurological illnesses, depository illnesses and severe,
sporadic illnesses—that is to say, fairly usually the guy two or three times a
year gets very sick—any one of those categories is liability in employment,
any one of those categories. That includes arthritis, sinusitis, any one of these
items. You can look on a person's health record pretty accurately—if you have
his health record for over a couple of years and you at least see where he's
been on the Tone Scale for that couple of years.
It doesn't explain away, either, when he says, "Well, I was wounded in
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the war." Now, you know almost certainly that he's fixed by aberration. It's
too bad and it's heartlessly true, however. He said, "I was wounded in the war
and that's why I've had sinusitis ever since." Well, he's wounded in the war and
all that sort of thing, but this—what you want to know is, is he up or down
on the Tone Scale, and that says he's down on the Tone Scale no matter how
he got put there.
Your best bet, as I said, is to take a glance at his health record and it
will give you a glance at his mental record. Right there, you can peg him
on the line with a glance at his health record. This health record is pretty
accurate. Medical range.
Now, attempt to establish affinity with him—your effort to establish
affinity with him. You will find out that from 2.0 down the individual is
liable to fawn upon you—be too agreeable, unctuous, so forth. You don't
expect a 1.5, by the way, to be angry with you.
The 1.1, by the way, will bring you presents, lots of them, no matter
where he has to steal them. But you want to establish that and then try to
establish agreement; find out how much agreement you can establish rapidly
with this person. If you can establish rapid agreement with this person, this
person is up the Tone Scale a ways. Either that or he's hanging at your level.
And communication—communication is very important.
You know, this is really—this ARC is of an essence in this. Try to get the
answers to the questions on an application blank. If you have any difficulty
getting those answers on that communication blank, this guy is going out of
communication with him; he's down the Tone Scale. If for any reason or other
he can't fill out this form the way it is, but he—it's a peculiar case and he has
to have another form and that sort of thing—ah, to hell with it. He's just out
of communication. He's down below 2.0. It's just a method of—he doesn't want
to communicate through this piece of mest with you. He's got to make a
specialized piece of mest. Or he's having difficulty—you say, "How old are
you?"
And he says, "I'm-uh-I'm-uh-uh-38."
And you say, "Well, where were you born?"
"Um-um-Wichita."
"You were born in Wichita."
"No, that's where I live. I live in Wichita."
Oh, brother. Wipe him out—hoo—quick, because he is nervous in your
presence; that's true. He is very nervous in your presence. That's a symptom,
too. You want a guy to come in and talk to you. If he's nervous in your pres-
ence, he'll be nervous in the presence of a machine, too.
I know that that's awfully rough and that's a bad indoctrination, and so
forth. Sure a guy can shake a little bit in a strange place or something like
that, but if this bird is so nervous that he isn't getting along—he can't com-
municate well with you, he's just communicating at his own level on the Tone
Scale; it isn't any super special deal. Matter of fact, some guy—some guy will
be a little bit nervous with you and he'll still keep right on communicating
with you. Quite important.
Now, the reason you look up application blanks, actually, is because you
really do use some of this whether you call it that or not. You want to find out
where this guy has been employed. Well, the reason you look up this applica-
tion blank—the reason you look it up is to find out where he has been
employed. That isn't. . . And what his employer's got to say—that's what you
want to know—to hell with what his employer's got to say. That's taking
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probably some 1.1's opinion on another—on a 2.0 or something of the sort.
That data is no good, but this data is good: He wasn't employed there the
same length of time that he said he was. That's important! Because that
spots him for you. That doesn't say, "Well, this fellow lies," and I guess most
anybody lies this way.
A fellow who starts to disarrange data which it isn't even necessary to
disarrange, boy, that's a red flag. Here's a 1.5. That's about where it starts
getting disarranged badly. A 1.5 will turn facts right straight around. He'll
tell you he drove a truck there. As a matter of fact, he was a file clerk there.
He didn't work there between 1943 and 44, he worked there between 1939
and 1941. He hasn't got any reason to vary this. There are no reasons to vary
this from 2.0 down, no reasons to vary it necessary. It just gets varied.
There's a problem that police have about criminals, by the way. It's not
that all are criminals in their real reactions, I mean, their surface reactions
below 2.0. But the police have an awful problem with criminals. The cops
always expect the criminal to do the survival thing and the criminal never
does. The cops go threshing around Chicago finding this guy who just broke
out and shot a guard—he said he'd never be taken alive—and he had the
guard's riot gun. And they find him sitting on a streetcar reading a Bible and
he says his name is something else.
What more did they expect? That was non sequitur and nonsurvival as
far as this guy was concerned and yet, that's the way they found him. He had
reversed anything that they expected. There was no constancy in the matter.
The cop always expects the criminal—he gives the criminal a chance, by the
way—he'll give a criminal a chance to turn state's evidence: "We'll save you
your trip to the death house if you'll turn state's evidence on your pals." And
the guy won't! And they figure out, "Well, this damn fool, he's really loopy.
Why?" As a matter of fact, sometimes it even works this way: You say to the
guy, "If you turn state's evidence, you know we'll electrocute you." And he'll
turn state's evidence the next day. I mean, he's doing the nonsurvival thing.
The cop keeps trying to police people on the theory that they're rational and
they don't do the rational thing.
A murderer always leaves a clue on the scene of the crime. He'll always
go down and carefully register the gun in some other town or something of
the sort, with the number and so on and then leave the gun on the scene
of the crime. It isn't very hard to trace criminals because they always tell you
what happens. That's the only reason cops, being the IQ cops are, succeed.
Well, I'll—a criminal is just looking for a way to get himself in trouble. And
then the cops go around and they're very puzzled as to why it is criminals are
so dumb in their commission of crimes and they can't figure this out. All
they're doing is running a free boardinghouse for people to fail to.
The criminals are repeaters because they repeat. The cop says, "Now,
we're going to treat you nice and we're going to take care of you and that is to
say, we're not out for you. You've done your time in the big house and here
you are and you're a nice guy and you're here in town. You keep your nose
clean, you get a good job and it's hands off as far as we're concerned. We give
you every boost in the world," and they pick him up the next day in a stolen
car. How do they pick him up in a stolen car? Is because he drives in front of
a police car and kills his engine and lets the police car run into him. It's
wonderful. And these cops, these great criminologists—J. Edgar and the rest
of my pals—old J. Edgar—they think they're—they think they're doing such
tremendously brilliant and clever things. Of course, they do do very brilliant
THE ARC TRIANGLE
things. But these criminals are all set to be picked up.
They have a rule in the city of New York: The person who finds the body
killed it. It works 80 percent of the time. The person who finds the body killed
it. This guy will come around and make sure he's on the scene of the crime
all ready to go. "Clip 'em on, boys." Eighty percent. If you want a real com-
mentary on the efficiency of police, by the way, in the United States, 30
percent of the murders—only 30 percent of the murders committed are
detected by police, only 3 percent of those detected are brought to trial, only
one-half of 1 percent are ever executed for the crime. I thought I would let
that data out. J. Edgar was trying to suppress it to a bunch of us writers a
few years ago.
Here's the criminal along that level. Now, that's the kind of operation
that you will get below 2.0. And don't think 2.0 is necessarily an outright
criminal—1.5 is outright criminal or anything like that. The criminality is a
sort of a special strain. Criminality is something that is against the law. The
law of being decent men is the only law that people are against from 2.0 down.
Now, there is another method of arriving at this, but let me finish off
this one. You feel affinity for somebody, you go into communication with him
rather easily—there's always the third one: Are you and he compatible in
what you agree upon? And you want to watch that one, because two of them
can slightly and apparently exist and the third one will be almost absent. If
it is, the other two are too weak to take any chance on. Doesn't—that you
want slavish agreement either. You find that it doesn't have to be slavish in
order to get into agreement with somebody. If you get an agreement with
somebody, you'll get an agreement with somebody and that's that.
Now, another thing is the amount of fault a person finds and the amount
of turbulence. This thing I drew you here is actually a graph of turbulence.
Life energy is more and more turbulent the lower it is on the Tone Scale.
Turbulence. An apathy case creates the maximum turbulence. They can't move,
they have to be waited on hand and foot, they are completely—and that's—they
really cause turbulence. They demand an enormous amount from the society.
But a 1.1 causes turbulence with gossip. The 1.5 causes turbulence with
rage. You see that there might be some affinity, you might be in communica-
tion with this fellow to some degree and then he starts telling you how bad
off or what you ought to do to improve the thing! And he starts telling you
about "Well, if the executive vice-president in charge of so-and-so and
so-and-so and so on and yak, yak, yak, yak—something wrong, something
wrong, something wrong, something wrong. Of course, you ought to do some-
thing about it, but there's something wrong, something wrong, something
wrong, something wrong." Have him shot or fire him or something because
this guy will cause you more trouble. Turbulence. Turbulence. Upset. Upset.
Upset. Nothing is ever right around this guy. Well, believe me, nothing will
ever go right around him either. The girls in his office and all the rest of the
thing, they'll get pretty well knocked to pieces there. That is most chronic,
this particular operation, at about 1.2 on the Tone Scale. Upset. Upset. Upset.
Upset. Upset. Really keeps you chewed up. Can apparently be very constructive
—bright, alert. Oh, yeah? That's just a method peculiar of 1.2, by the way.
Now, the ARC of an individual, the amount of life in its level—the vibration
(I hate to use those words, it sounds like spiritualism or something) actually
seems to have an effect upon the material universe around him. You can tell a
person's position on the Tone Scale by the condition of the things he owns or has
care of. You look at a guy and his shoes—his shoes might not be shined, but are
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they not cared for to the degree that they could be? You take a pair of work
shoes. A guy can even take a little bit of care of a pair of work shoes, not to
make them pretty, but to keep them serviceable.
You get a carpenter on the job, something like that. Are the clothes he
wears suitable to the work he is doing and that is to say, does he keep them
suitable? What's that car he's driving? Maybe it's an old car and so forth, but
does it run? Look at its fenders. Just look at a car's fenders and you can tell
an awful lot about the position that guy is on the Tone Scale or maybe the
position of his wife. Because as the person goes down the scale the physical
objects in his vicinity are themselves affected by his position so that below
here he's starting to bring breakage, carelessness, upset, wear-out, and so on,
to these objects in his vicinity.
As you come up the scale with an individual, he might not have much, but
what he has he'll care for rather well. And by the way, it's very interesting talk-
ing about that. Along about here, individuals start to accumulate wildly. They
have lost so much in life that then they'll start to accumulate. But they know
they haven't got any right to accumulate any real mest, so they'll accumulate
nothing but junk. And they'll carry this forward to a terrific level. I mean—junk.
And you can't get them to throw anything away. You can't get them deprived of
anything. Open a guy's desk sometime when he isn't there and slam it again.
That's all you need to do. You can spot him right there.
Yeah. The Indians tell a story about the pack rat. The pack rat was told
by the Indian god, Old Man, that he had better get some loahhn. And the
pack rat said, "What?" And Old Man said, "Well, you'd better get some
loahhn. Next time I come back, if you don't, you know what I do to animals."
Pack rat's been trying ever since. He doesn't know what it is, but he's going
to have a sample of something to show him when Old Man comes back. Well,
that's right there on the Tone Scale. The guy's afraid he's not going to have
it. But what is it?
Now, there's a standardized test which is being made up by the Founda-
tion. It'll take a little while to stabilize this test, get it adequately processed.
It will be a relatively simple test when it's finally finished. That will be a
written test which can be given and rather easily graded which will give you
the individual's position on the Tone Scale.
As—more important really, though, than that test is your observation of
the material universe around you and the organisms in it. You should culti-
vate observation. Whether you're observing for the Tone Scale or not, you
should cultivate observation anyway. That's just a good piece of advice.
Before you start to accept this very widely, I would like very much for
you to do a little observation on it.
Look at the people you know. Take a look at their records in life. Look
over the general situation with them. Scout around a little bit. Find out if
there's any validity in this. Find out if it works. Does it carry through. You
know this guy's got arthritis, let's look into it a little further. You don't have
to be snoopy to do that.
You can find out a lot about people by just listening instead of talking
for a few minutes.
ABOUT THE AUTHOR
L. Ron Hubbard is one of the most acclaimed and widely read authors of
all time, primarily because his works express a firsthand knowledge of the
nature of man—knowledge gained not from standing on the sidelines but
through lifelong experience with people from all walks of life.
As Mr. Hubbard said, "One doesn't learn about life by sitting in an ivory
tower, thinking about it. One learns about life by being part of it." And that
is how he lived.
He began his quest for knowledge on the nature of man at a very early
age. When he was eight years old he was already well on his way to being a
seasoned traveler. His adventures included voyages to China, Japan and other
points in the Orient and South Pacific, covering a quarter of a million miles
by the age of nineteen. In the course of his travels he became closely
acquainted with twenty-one different races and cultures all over the world.
In the fall of 1930, Mr. Hubbard pursued his studies of mathematics and
engineering, enrolling at George Washington University where he was also a
member of one of the first American classes on nuclear physics. He realized
that neither the East nor the West contained the full answer to the problems
of existence. Despite all of mankind's advances in the physical sciences, a
workable technology of the mind and life had never been developed. The
mental "technologies" which did exist, psychology and psychiatry, were actu-
ally barbaric, false subjects—no more workable than the methods of jungle
witch doctors. Mr. Hubbard shouldered the responsibility of filling this gap in
the knowledge of mankind.
He financed his early research through fiction writing. He became one of
the most highly demanded authors in the golden age of popular adventure
and science fiction writing during the 1930s and 1940s, interrupted only by
his service in the US Navy during World War II.
Partially disabled at the war's end, Mr. Hubbard applied what he had
learned from his researches. He made breakthroughs and developed tech-
niques which made it possible for him to recover from his injuries and help
others to regain their health. It was during this time that the basic tenets of
Dianetics technology were codified.
In late 1947, he wrote a manuscript detailing his discoveries. It was not
published at that time, but circulated amongst Mr. Hubbard's friends, who
copied it and passed it on to others. (This manuscript was formally published
in 1951 as Dianetics: The Original Thesis and later republished as The
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Dynamics of Life.) The interest generated by this manuscript prompted a
flood of requests for more information on the subject.
Mr. Hubbard provided all his discoveries to the American Psychiatric
Association and the American Medical Association. Despite the fact that his
work would have benefited them and society immensely, they ignored his
research and continued on with their archaic activities.
Meanwhile, the steadily increasing flow of letters asking for further
information and requesting that he detail more applications of his new sub-
ject resulted in Mr. Hubbard spending all his time answering letters. He
decided to write and publish a comprehensive text on the subject—Dianetics:
The Modern Science of Mental Health.
With the release of Dianetics on 9 May 1950, a complete handbook for
the application of Mr. Hubbard's new technology was broadly available for the
first time. Public interest spread like wildfire. The book shot to the top of the
New York Times bestseller list and remained there week after week. More than
750 Dianetics study groups sprang up within a few months of its publication.
Mr. Hubbard's work did not stop with the success of Dianetics but acceler-
ated, with new discoveries and breakthroughs a constant, normal occurrence. In
his further research he discovered the very nature of life itself and its exact
relationship to this universe. These discoveries led to his development of Scien-
tology, the first workable technology for the improvement of conditions in any
aspect of life. Scientology encompasses techniques which can help increase a
person's success in his own personal relationships, at his work and in his day-to-
day activities.
Through the 1960s, 70s and into the 80s, Mr. Hubbard continued his
research and writing, amassing an enormous volume of material totaling over
60 million words—recorded in books, manuscripts and taped lectures. Today
these works are studied and applied daily in hundreds of Scientology churches,
missions and organizations around the world.
With his research fully completed and codified, L. Ron Hubbard departed
his body on 24 January 1986.
Mr. Hubbard's work opened a wide bridge to understanding and freedom
for mankind. Through his efforts, there now exists a totally workable technol-
ogy with which people can help each other improve their lives and succeed in
achieving their goals.
GLOSSARY
To assist in your understanding of these lectures, hard-to-find terms and
other words which you may not be familiar with are included in this glossary.
An example of usage from the lectures is included at the end of each definition.
These definitions give only the meanings of the words as they are used in the
lectures; this glossary is not meant as a substitute for a dictionary.
aberrated: affected by aberration. See aberration in this glossary. Well,
that's pretty aberrated, because if you didn't destroy something once in a
while—just think what would happen, for instance, if you'd never lost and
destroyed any of the papers . . . —The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
aberration: a departure from rational thought or behavior. It means basi-
cally to err, to make mistakes, or more specifically to have fixed ideas
which are not true. The word is also used in its scientific sense. It
means departures from a straight line. If a line should go from A to B,
then if it is "aberrated" it would go from A to some other point, to some
other point, to some other point, to some other point, to some other point
and finally arrive at B. Taken in its scientific sense, it would also mean
the lack of straightness or to see crookedly as, in example, a man sees a
horse but thinks he sees an elephant. Aberrated conduct would be wrong
conduct, or conduct not supported by reason. Aberration is opposed to
sanity, which would be its opposite. From the Latin, aberrare, to wander
from; Latin, ab, away, errare, to wander. And then you get aberration;
you get inefficiency; you get other things. —Conquest of the Physical
Universe (14 Aug. 51)
A-bomb: short for atomic bomb: a bomb that uses the energy from the split-
ting of atoms to cause an explosion of tremendous force accompanied by
a blinding light. Up until that time, the A-bomb was a science fictioneer's
dream. —The Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
actuarial: relating to statistical calculation, especially of life expectancy for
insurance companies; estimating risks and other factors. / mean, the odds
against the accidental formation of life, the odds against its developing
any form—I don't care how many billions of years you postulate or any-
thing else —you just start to add it up in actuarial mathematics and you
find yourself up against the dead end of impossibility. — The Dynamics
of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
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adrenalin: a hormone secreted by the adrenal gland, that stimulates the
heart, increases muscular strength, etc. See also adrenals in this glossary.
Here this fellow's adrenalin at 1.5 —the adrenal glands and so forth—are
on full. —Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
adrenals: a pair of endocrine organs lying immediately above the kidneys
that produce a variety of hormones, including adrenalin. See also
adrenalin and endocrine in this glossary. But I mentioned that
because up here in the pituitary gland there is evidently a series of
switches—just call them that—and you just throw these switches and this
says, "pancreas, pancreas quarter speed, pancreas half speed, adrenals
quarter speed, adrenals half speed, adrenals all ahead flank." —Motion
and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
adverbial and participial clauses appended to the genders: a signifi-
cant sounding phrase, used in this lecture with no particular meaning.
Adverbial, participial, clause and gender are grammatical terms. This
theory is in a book that thick all in German with adverbial and participial
clauses appended to the genders. — The Purpose of Human Evaluation
(13 Aug. 51)
affinity: a degree of liking or affection or lack of it. Affinity is a tolerance of
distance. A great affinity would be a tolerance of or liking of close prox-
imity. A lack of affinity would be an intolerance of or dislike of close
proximity. Affinity is one of the components of understanding. At first,
when this dynamic is high —and this would be the third dynamic per-
taining to Wichita — when this dynamic is high (here are all the people of
Wichita), fellow feels affinity for all the people of Wichita. —The
Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
agin: (dialect) against. The first step, whatever it was, virus or something of
this sort, was not terribly successful because all the elements were agin
it. —Conquest of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
Alice in Wonderland: the main character in Alice's Adventures in Wonder-
land, a story written in 1865 by Lewis Carroll (1832-1898) about a little
girl named Alice who falls down a well into a strange country where
very illogical things happen. She has a series of remarkable adventures
with several characters, such as the Queen of Hearts. At one point, the
Queen says, "Now, here, you see, it takes all the running you can do, to
keep in the same place. If you want to get somewhere else, you must run
at least twice as fast as that!" Well, I found out—I found out, actually, in
the course of about a week that I was Alice in Wonderland. —The Purpose of
Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
Alpha Centauri: the brightest star in the constellation Centaurus; the clos-
est visible star to the naked eye, except for the sun. Perhaps some day
man will take off and wind up at Alpha Centauri, perhaps. — Conquest
of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
American Medical Association: a professional physicians' organization,
established in 1847, with the stated purpose of promoting public health,
protecting the welfare of doctors and supporting medical science. Natu-
rally he had been up against the American Medical Association, probably
the American Psychiatric Association, the Association for the Rehabilitation
of Cockeyed Alienists, the Association for the Suppression of Associations
Which Try to Advance Something to Associate About. —The Purpose of
Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
GLOSSARY
American Psychiatric Association: an organization formed in the United
States in 1844, as the Association of Medical Superintendents of Ameri-
can Institutions for the Insane, by thirteen superintendents of mental
hospitals. It later changed its name to American Psychiatric Associa-
tion. It promotes the use of psychiatry, and seeks to protect and forward
the vested interests of psychiatrists. Naturally he had been up against
the American Medical Association, probably the American Psychiatric
Association, the Association for the Rehabilitation of Cockeyed Alienists,
the Association for the Suppression of Associations Which Try to Advance
Something to Associate About. —The Purpose of Human Evaluation (13
Aug. 51)
analytical: of the analytical mind. See analytical mind in this glossary.
There are at least two analytical files. —Personality (14 Aug. 51)
analytical attenuation: a diminution (lessening) or weakening of the ana-
lytical awareness of an individual for a brief or extensive period of time.
If sufficiently great, it can result in unconsciousness. (It stems from the
restimulation of an engram which contains pain and unconsciousness.)
See also engram in this glossary. And you say, "Well, this is a
person—at this level on this graph —is half-conscious; his analytical
attenuation has set in to a point where his analyzer has shut down to 2.0
on the Tone Scale." —Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
analytical mind: that portion of the mind which perceives and retains
experience data to compose and resolve problems and direct the organ-
ism along the eight dynamics. It thinks in differences and similarities.
See also dynamics in this glossary. The people in the special course — we
haven't talked much about the analytical and reactive mind —we would
say that a person who was half-conscious, would —his remaining con-
sciousness was mainly stimulus-response type of consciousness. —Motion
and Emotion (16 Aug. 51)
analyzer: the analytical mind. See analytical mind in this glossary. And
you say, "Well, this is a person—at this level on this graph—is half-
conscious; his analytical attenuation has set in to a point where his ana-
lyzer has shut down to 2.0 on the Tone Scale." — Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
anaten, knock (someone): (informal) a variation of knock (someone) out,
make (someone) unconscious. Anaten is an abbreviation of analytical
attenuation. See analytical attenuation in this glossary. I'm going to
knock you all anaten now by a very simple process of simply reading to
you the physiological scale on this. —Motion and Emotion (continued)
(16 Aug. 51)
anywheres from: (colloquial) any amount, time, etc., between (stated lim-
its). . . . but he is living with margins and factors of safety all around
him which are anywheres from five to twenty times as much as he needs.
— The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
ARC: a word made from the initial letters of Affinity, Reality and Communi-
cation which together equate to understanding. These are the three
things necessary to the understanding of something—one has to have
some affinity for it, it has to be real to him to some degree and he needs
some communication with it before he can understand it. For more infor-
mation on ARC, read the book The Problems of Work by L. Ron Hubbard.
It's just called ARC-ARC. -The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
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ARC triangle: a triangle which is a symbol of the fact that affinity, reality
and communication act together as a whole entity and that one of them
cannot be considered unless the other two are also taken into account.
Without affinity there is no reality or communication. Without reality or
some agreement, affinity and communication are absent. Without com-
munication there can be no affinity or reality. See also ARC in this glos-
sary. I'll have to go over this other stuff much more rapidly, because I
want to tell you just a very, very little bit about a triangle in Dianetics,
the ARC triangle, with which you can work a lot of magic. —Motion and
the Tone Scale (17 Aug. 51)
Aristotle: (384-322 b.c.) Greek philosopher noted for his works on logic, ethics,
politics, etc. Well, Aristotle could sit back there and do a pretty good job
in the days of the ancient Greek saying, "Logic is ..." —The Dynamics of
Existence (13 Aug. 51)
Arnold, Benedict: (1741-1801) American general of the Revolutionary War
(war for American independence from Britain, fought from 1775 to
1781). In the autumn of 1775, he undertook an attack on Quebec which
failed. Later, he became bitter over several setbacks to his career. After
receiving command of the American fort at West Point, New York,
Arnold plotted to betray it to the British. The plan was revealed when
the American forces captured Major John Andre of the British army,
who was carrying messages between Arnold and the British. Arnold
escaped to England and continued a military career, but was widely
scorned by the English. See also Quebec in this glossary. Benedict
Arnold, in the early part of his career when he was of great service to the
revolting colonies, got up to Quebec. —Motion and Emotion (16 Aug. 51)
arthritis: a condition causing inflammation, pain and stiffness in the joints.
That's getting arthritis or schizophrenia. —Personality (14 Aug. 51)
Aspen, Colorado: a city in west central Colorado. Once a booming silver-
mining town, it is now a well-known winter skiing resort. It's a very
funny thing, but he's got a friend that's going up to Aspen, Colorado —
going to one of the biggest hotels there. — The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
Association for the Rehabilitation of Cockeyed Alienists: a made-up
name for an organization. Alienist is a former name for a doctor special-
izing in the treatment of mental illness. See also cockeyed in this glossary.
Naturally he had been up against the American Medical Association,
probably the American Psychiatric Association, the Association for the
Rehabilitation of Cockeyed Alienists, the Association for the Suppression
of Associations Which Try to Advance Something to Associate About.
— The Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
Association for the Suppression of Associations Which Try to
Advance Something to Associate About: a made-up name for an
organization. Naturally he had been up against the American Medical
Association, probably the American Psychiatric Association, the Associa-
tion for the Rehabilitation of Cockeyed Alienists, the Association for the
Suppression of Associations Which Try to Advance Something to Associate
About. —The Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
GLOSSARY
atom bomb: short for atomic bomb. See A-bomb in this glossary. That
reminds me, by the way, of a story of the boys out at Los Alamogordos
and up at MIT were very upset about the atom bomb. —Motion and
Emotion (16 Aug. 51)
atomic and molecular phenomena: the subject or study of the structure
of atoms and their compounds and the relationship between these. And
in engineering school they had an interesting little course called atomic
and molecular phenomena. —The Purpose of Human Evaluation
(13 Aug. 51)
atomic fission: the splitting of the nucleus of an atom into nuclei of lighter
atoms, accompanied by the release of energy. This is the principle of the
atomic bomb. They didn't even need, by the way, they didn't even need
atomic fission to get to the moon or to get to Mars. —Conquest of the
Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
atomic physics: the branch of physics that deals with the behavior, struc-
ture and component parts of atoms. We have today atomic physics.
— Conquest of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
auditing: the application of Dianetics processes and procedures to individu-
als for their betterment. The exact definition of auditing is: the action of
asking a person a question (which he can understand and answer), get-
ting an answer to that question and acknowledging him for that answer.
Also called processing. Actually, it's the —the author is auditing the pre-
clear. —Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
auditor: a person trained and qualified in applying Dianetics processes and
procedures to individuals for their betterment; called an auditor because
auditor means one who listens. I was kidding the auditors around here
one day. —The Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
Augusta: a city in southern Kansas about 20 miles east of Wichita. See also
Wichita in this glossary. You thought that they were building a road
between Augusta and Wichita, and they weren't. —The ARC Triangle
(17 Aug. 51)
Austria: a country in central Europe. In 1938, it became a part of Nazi Ger-
many when it was occupied by German troops. See also Nazi Germany
in this glossary. Boom!—they destroy everything—they say, "Now Austria,
now Czechoslovakia, now let's knock apart Stalingrad." —The Dynamics
of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
autonomic: short for autonomic nervous system, a system of nerves in the
body which regulates involuntary action, as of the intestines, heart and
glands. Autonomic means "self-ruling" or "independent." At tone 4.0
there's the "full control of the autonomic by the cortex, both craniosacral
and thoracolumbar systems of autonomic functioning at optimum under
direction of cortex." —Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
awareness of awareness of the mind: see "I" in this glossary. Tremen-
dous number of channels from the "I"—the awareness of awareness of the
mind—looking out into the physical universe through all of these chan-
nels and registering everything perceived second, by second, by second,
by second. —Personality (14 Aug. 51)
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axon: that part of a nerve cell that has no branches and through which
impulses travel away from the cell body. The human brain is a bunch of
neurons and axons and bones and sinews and other things nobody knows
anything about. —Personality (14 Aug. 51)
ax to grind, hasn't an: (colloquial) does not have a special reason of one's
own for being involved in something. This expression is from a story
entitled "Who'll Turn the Grindstone?" first published in 1811. It pur-
ports to relate an incident in the boyhood of the author: One morning a
man with an ax over his shoulder greeted the boy most pleasantly and
asked if his father had a grindstone. When the boy said, "Yes," the man
complimented him upon his good looks and intelligence and asked if he
might borrow the use of the stone. The boy, flattered by the attention,
was sure that he could. The man then remarked that the boy appeared
to be unusually strong for his age. The lad fell for all this flattery, and
before he knew it he had been tricked into turning the stone until the
very dull ax was as sharp as a razor. Just then the school bell was heard
to ring; the man's manner changed abruptly, and without a word of
thanks or a coin, he berated the boy for being a sluggard and ordered
him to be off instantly so as not to be late for school. And here's —you get
up here and you get truth—starts to ride way up here because the fellow
is not afraid, he's perfectly happy, he's not—he hasn't an ax to grind
about anything—he'll tell the truth. —Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
Bacon, Francis: (1561-1626) English philosopher and author. He developed
a method of thought in which he insisted that investigation must begin
with observable facts. And the data that had been developed on forward
from the days of Francis Bacon about science had, all this while, been
quietly and unannouncedly been building up data about thought. —The
Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
ball, takes the: a variation of carries the ball, assumes the responsibility;
bears the burden. The allusion is to the American game of football, to
the player to whom, on a given play, the ball is assigned. . . . you just got
your foot in the door just a little bit further and you hang on as long as
you can until somebody else comes along and puts his foot in the door
and takes the ball. —The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
bank: the mental image picture collection of the preclear. It comes from com-
puter terminology where all data is in a "bank." It is a combination of
energy and significance which comprises a mass sitting in its own
made-up space, plotted against the preclear's own experiential track. See
also mental image picture, preclear and track in this glossary. And
these perceptions in the bank won't scan. —Personality (14 Aug. 51)
beanbag: any of several children's games in which a small cloth bag filled
with dried beans is tossed. It is woven in and out of philosophy to such a
degree that hardly any book of philosophy does not mention some way or
other the energy of life and then runs away very happily and plays skip-
jack or beanbag, but doesn't have anything more to do with this. —The
ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
Belisarius: (ca. 505-565) general of the Eastern Roman Empire under the
Emperor Justinian I. In 533-534, he led an expedition which overthrew
GLOSSARY
a kingdom existing in Africa at that time. See also Justinian in this
glossary. Belisarius went out, wiped out the bulk of the men in the area
one way or the other and erosion took place and North Africa has been a
desert ever since. — Conquest of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
Bell Laboratories: short for Bell Telephone Laboratories: a large research
organization, which is part of the American Telephone and Telegraph
Company (AT&T). The laboratories employ scientists, engineers and
technicians who do research and development in communications. Now,
these switchboards are probably more complex, certainly more complex,
than anything Bell Laboratories is building or working on. —Motion and
the Tone Scale (17 Aug. 51)
Bergson: Henri Louis Bergson (1859-1941), French philosopher. He is best
known for his theory which holds that the world contains two opposing
tendencies, the life force (elan vital) and the resistance of matter against
the life force. The most adventurous fellow in the past century or so on this
subject was Bergson and he called it elan vital—he gave it a label and then
he hastily went off and left it. -The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
Bering: short for Bering Sea, part of the northern Pacific Ocean which is
located between northeastern Siberia and Alaska. "How many aircraft
carriers are in the Bering?" —Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
betwixt: (archaic) between. I will probably use Dianetic terminology to a
marked degree, but with enough double talk in betwixt and so forth to
make it comprehensible. — Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
big house: (slang) a penitentiary. You've done your time in the big house and
here you are and you're a nice guy and you're here in town. — The ARC
Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
binary digits: the numerals of a number system which uses a base of 2
rather than the base of 10 used in the customary number system. The
binary system uses combinations of the digits 0 and 1 to express all
other numbers. This results in large strings of figures to represent a
number. For example, the number 20 would be written as 10100 in this
system. . . . and that would make ten thousand per molecule and there's
1021 binary digits of neurons ... — The Purpose of Human Evaluation
(13 Aug. 51)
biochemist: a person skilled in biochemistry, the branch of chemistry that
deals with plants and animals and their life processes. These terrifically
complex chemicals are not reproducible at this time by biochemists.
— Conquest of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
bird: (slang) a person. Sure a guy can shake a little bit in a strange place or
something like that, but if this bird is so nervous that he isn't getting
along—he can't communicate well with you, he's just communicating at
his own level on the Tone Scale; it isn't any super special deal. —The
ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
Bismarck: Otto von Bismarck (1815-1898), German political leader and the
first chancellor (chief of government) of the country from 1871-1890.
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Don't you mean Bismarck? —The Purpose of Human Evaluation (13
Aug. 51)
blooey, going: (slang) going totally out of commission; breaking down com-
pletely. The funny part of it is that his general persistence—you get a fel-
low up the Tone Scale, he can hit a few disappointments without going
blooey. —Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
boards, across the: including everything or all; so that all are included.
Originally a phrase in horse racing referring to when equal amounts of
money are bet on the same horse to win a race, to place second or third.
And you can take this fellow away from that educational pattern and he
begins expressing himself 100 percent across the boards again. —Motion
and Emotion (16 Aug. 51)
Boeing: short for Boeing Airplane Company, an American aircraft manufac-
turing company, founded in 1916 by Seattle timber merchant, William E.
Boeing (1881—1956), which produces a wide variety of civilian and mili-
tary planes. He was Boeing's test pilot up in Seattle and he became an
innocent bystander to one of these accident-prone affairs. —Conquest of
the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
bogus: not genuine; counterfeit; phony. There is too much data too badly
evaluated—a lot of it is bogus data, a lot of it is nonsense—about life
energy. -The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
Boolean algebra: a mathematical system dealing with the relationship
between sets which is used to solve problems in logic, engineering, etc.
It is named after English mathematician George Boole (1815-1864). So,
the mind goes on, it has all these tremendous numbers of classifications
and it comes to a decision very simply evidently, with what's known as
Boolean algebra. —Personality (14 Aug. 51)
bounce, the: (slang) a discharge from a job. And the dread of getting the
bounce Saturday night holds many a worker to his place. — The Purpose
of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
breed of cat: (informal) type; sort; variety. Example: The new airplane is a
completely different breed of cat from any that has been designed before.
.. . but they keep telling these unions, "You know, you're really being gov-
erned by a bunch of White Russians—bunch of Swedes, or something—
and they're a different breed of cat, they're different people; they're not
your people, they're not like you." —The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
Breuer: Josef Breuer (1842—1925), German-Jewish physician born in
Vienna, known chiefly for his studies of hysteria. Author (with Sigmund
Freud) of the book Studies in Hysteria. See also Freud in this glossary.
Working with Breuer, he had found out that if you can get a fellow to re-
member back to his earliest times and get him to remember certain things,
he got better. —The Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
Brownie camera: brand name of a simple camera shaped like a box, having
a fixed focus and, usually, a single shutter speed of about 1/30 or 1/40 a
GLOSSARY
second. It was made in the first half of the twentieth century by East-
man Kodak. Sight is about the same speed as a Brownie camera.
—Personality (14 Aug. 51)
Brown, Professor: Thomas Benjamin Brown (1892-1962), chairman of the
Physics Department at George Washington University (a large univer-
sity located in Washington, DC, capital of the United States) when
L. Ron Hubbard was studying engineering there in the 1930s. So, I went
to work working in the laboratory of Professor Brown there and Id found
out that there was no way to store memory. — The Purpose of Human
Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
B-17: a large bomber built by Boeing Airplane Company. See also Boeing in
this glossary. An army pilot on the first B-17 that was sold to the army
was checked over by Hubbard. —Conquest of the Physical Universe
(14 Aug. 51)
buck: (US slang) a dollar. It would be of some small benefit to know whether
or not he was going to run off with your wife or borrow your car and not
come back with it or whether or not he's going to be a good friend and
would loan you that hundred bucks when you needed it. — The Purpose
of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
bud: (slang) short for buddy; used in addressing a man or boy. But I'm going to
cut you down to size, bud, if I get a chance. —Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
bunged up: (slang) bruised or damaged, as from a fight. I don't care what
happens to this person; this person can be all bunged up. —Motion and
Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
bunk: (slang) nonsense; pretentious talk. And they say, "Well, but psycholo-
gy's a lot of bunk! It doesn't work!" —The Purpose of Human Evaluation
(13 Aug. 51)
busbar: (electricity) an electrical conductor, in the form of a rod or bar, to
which several circuits are connected. So we'll have to keep these fuses in
there pretty heavy —busbars and so forth—and the ability of the thing to
filter through isn't good. —Motion and the Tone Scale (17 Aug. 51)
by George: an oath or exclamation, originally referring to Saint George,
Christian martyr of the early fourteenth century a.d., and patron saint
of England from the fourteenth century. "Saint George" was the battle
cry of English soldiers, and from this arose such expressions as "before
George" and "by George." And by George, if you omit doing this and yet
do this and this, you won't get that result. — The Dynamics of Existence
(13 Aug. 51)
California: a state in the southwestern United States. I know right now
the — under the impetus of such people as Captain Cal Laning, down in
Inyokern in California, the Navy is striving to get to the moon.
— Conquest of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
Cal Tech: short for California Institute of Technology, a privately controlled
college of engineering and science, and research institute in Pasadena,
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California. I know they had —they had a beautiful cartoon down at Cal
Tech a few years ago. —The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
cameras, lights, action: commands used in the movie industry to start the
actions necessary to film a shot (a unit of action filmed without inter-
ruption and constituting a single camera view) in a movie, etc. Used
figuratively in this lecture. Cameras, lights, action —let's go. —Motion
and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
Capital: capitalists as a group. See also capitalist in this glossary. "Capital
is selling you out!" —Motion and the Tone Scale (17 Aug. 51)
capitalist: an advocate of capitalism: the economic system in which all or
most of the means of production and distribution, as land, factories, rail-
roads, etc., are privately owned and operated for profit, originally under
fully competitive conditions. You couldn't possibly pound it with a hammer,
a sickle or a sledgehammer into the skull of a Russian that the capitalists
of America were of the same race as the laboring class of America. —The
ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
Capitol Hill: a hill in Washington, DC. The United States Capitol building,
occupied by the national legislative body, the United States Congress,
sits on this hill. He thinks that those old men on Capitol Hill didn't have
a right to pass a bill which would never include them—they had immu-
nity anyhow despite their age and everything—and he gets to worrying
about things like this and he decides that the government should be
changed and he decides a lot of things. —Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
captain: a military officer in the US armed forces who is in charge of a spe-
cific group or division. So I went around to the captain and I said, "In
view of the fact that I've been an admiral in the Greek navy," or something
of the sort—I've forgotten what I told him—I said, "I'll join up if you'll give
me a sergeancy." —Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
Carnegie, Andrew: (1835-1919) Scottish-born American industrialist and
philanthropist. He immigrated to the United States from Scotland with-
out money but made millions of dollars in the steel industry. In 1901, he
sold his steel interests and gave most of the proceeds away, largely to
educational, cultural and peacemaking organizations. For example, Car-
negie money went toward the founding of free public libraries in many
cities. And by that time, Andrew Carnegie and a few of the boys had
stepped in and they began to order this little pamphlet until finally there
were millions and millions of these little bits—Message to Garcia—
distributed throughout America in this fashion. — The Purpose of Human
Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
case: a general term for a person being treated or helped. Case also refers to
a person's condition, which is monitored by the content of his reactive
mind. A person's case is the way he responds to the world around him by
reason of his aberrations. See also reactive mind and aberration in
this glossary. And he very often forgets that he is life, too, and all too
often will postulate the activity of everyone and the course of everyone by
GLOSSARY
his own—just like many a preclear will give you a whole new theory of
Dianetics solely on his own case. —Conquest of the Physical Universe
(14 Aug. 51)
Case of Sergeant Grischa, The: a novel written in 1927 by German novel-
ist, Arnold Zweig (1887-1968). It is about a Russian prisoner of war,
Sergeant Grischa Paprotkin, who escapes from a prison in Germany and
takes the identity of a dead Russian soldier, but later is recaptured by
the Germans and sentenced to death as a spy. Although his identity is
cleared up, he is still executed as an example. There was a wonderful
book written one time called—I think it was The Case of Sergeant
Grescha—or Grischa. —Personality (14 Aug. 51)
Cassidy, Hopalong: the hero, portrayed by William Boyd (1895-1972), of
scores of American Western movies made between 1935 and 1948. In
1948, a TV series called Hopalong Cassidy was originated in New York
which used edited versions of the movies. Between 1949 and 1951, a new
series of TV films was made which ran on national television. They're all
about Flash Gordon shooting Hopalong Cassidy or something. —The
Tone Scale (15 Aug. 51)
Charcot: Jean Martin Charcot (1825-1893), French neurologist; known for
his work on hysteria and hypnotism. And a fellow by the name of Char-
cot, 1832, was experimenting with hypnotism. —The Purpose of Human
Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
charge: (1) amount of electricity accumulated in a body by the gain of elec-
trons (negative charge) or loss of electrons (positive charge). See also
electron in this glossary. Well, when there's too much pain occurs in all
this —too much pain happens —the perception of pain is too great, you
get —let us say the whole mind is operating on negative charges, you'll
suddenly get a positive charge on the scanner. —Personality (14 Aug. 51)
(2) harmful energy or force accumulated and stored in the reactive
mind, resulting from the conflicts and unpleasant experiences that a
person has had. See also reactive mind in this glossary. Only here's a
big pain charge. —Personality (14 Aug. 51)
chart: reference to the Chart of Human Evaluation. See Chart of Human
Evaluation in this glossary. Now, second half I want to talk to you
about the dynamics of existence and just go on sketching the derivation
and uses of human evaluation and this chart. — The Purpose of Human
Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
Chart of Human Evaluation: a chart organized in very early 1951 by
L. Ron Hubbard. It has various columns and gives behavior characteris-
tics, plotted out mathematically on the basis of ARC. With it one can
predict a person's behavior. For further information on this chart, read
the book Self Analysis by L. Ron Hubbard. See also ARC in this glos-
sary. Now, here's a graph, you might say, of—and this, by the way, that
I'm drawing you now is the basic of this Chart of Human Evaluation; this
is the raw chart. —The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
checks, hand in (one's): (slang) a variation of pass in (one's) chips. See
chips, pass in (one's) in this glossary. They lose the belief in the ability

147
148

SPECIAL COURSE IN HUMAN EVALUATION LECTURE TRANSCRIPTS
to affect the physical universe and they're asked to hand in their checks
right there —by suicide, by—oh, the fellow doesn't have any appetite all of
a sudden; he doesn't like to eat. —Conquest of the Physical Universe
(14 Aug. 51)
chewing on a straw: (informal) looking or acting like a person from the
country, where there are many farms which grow different types of
grain and it is a common practice to chew on straws of grain. I was
young and open-mouthed and chewing on a straw, practically. —Motion
and the Tone Scale (17 Aug. 51)
Chicago: one of the largest cities in the United States, located in northeast-
ern Illinois on the shore of Lake Michigan. The cops go threshing around
Chicago finding this guy who just broke out and shot a guard —he said
he'd never be taken alive—and he had the guard's riot gun. —The ARC
Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
chips, pass in (one's): (slang) die. The allusion is to the American game of
poker, in which a player may at any time drop from the game and pass
in his chips to the banker in exchange for cash. Until he can get to a
point where he sees nothing but pain and sees no pleasure in survival, at
which time he will find some way or other to pass in his chips.
—Personality (14 Aug. 51)
chops, licking (one's): (informal) thinking about something pleasant;
enjoying the thought of something. This expression comes from the fact
that some animals lick their chops (the flesh around their mouths) when
they expect to be fed or when they see food and after eating. You could
just see him licking his chops. — Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
cinch: (slang) a sure thing. And if you don't postulate high-flown goals —if
you don't hitch your wagon to a star—it's a cinch you're not going to get
up to the top of the pine tree, because it takes that much to get this much.
— The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
clairaudience: the supposed power of hearing or knowing about sounds
beyond the range of hearing. There's spiritualism, clairvoyance, clair-
audience, ESP, and so on and so on. — The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
clairvoyance: the supposed ability to see things that are not in sight or that
cannot be seen. There's spiritualism, clairvoyance, clairaudience, ESP,
and so on and so on. —The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
clam, happy as a: very happy. From the phrase happy as a clam at high
tide, which comes from the fact that clams, considered a delicacy in
America, are gathered only at low tide. In other words, a clam would be
happy at high tide because it would not be being gathered for food. Any-
how, here he is —light as a feather, happy as a clam, dew drops on the
rose bushes every morning. — Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
clock, fixes (someone's): (slang) punishes, injures or ruins (someone). And
he knows this ballet dancer for a while and then he meets her at the
stage door one night and really fixes her clock for her. —Motion and
Emotion (16 Aug. 51)
GLOSSARY
clock, like a: (informal) in an orderly way; with no trouble. As a matter of
fact, theta, running nice and smoothly, will lay out over items and people
in the physical universe and things will just run like a clock. —The ARC
Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
cockeyed: (slang) silly; foolish. And now they're trying to sell the whole cock-
eyed world the idea that they're being governed by an alien race. —The
ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
coffee and cakes: (slang) wages. This fellow agrees that the best thing to do
is to sit there at that desk and work like the mischief and make lots of
coffee and cakes. —The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
cold chisel: a chisel made of hardened steel and used for cutting cold metal.
And then a funny thing happens but a cold chisel happens to be lying on
one of the pieces of steel that's being fed into the machine. —The Tone
Scale (15 Aug. 51)
collectivist: one who practices collectivism, a political and economic system
in which the means of production of goods and services and the distribu-
tion of wealth are controlled by the people as a group or by the government;
for example, a system such as communism or socialism. You can work it
out, as they have in Russia, that the individual survives solely for the
state and is only part of an ant society, a collectivist, and so it goes, one
right after the other. —The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
Colorado: a state in the western United States. "Now, I want you to take
over and get acquainted with this particular section of the office because
next week I've got a vacation coming up and I'm going up to Colorado."
-The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
comic-strip: characteristic of a comic strip, a group of drawings, sometimes
funny, often presenting an adventure or a series of happenings. And this
is your comic-strip humor. — The Tone Scale (15 Aug. 51)
communist: an advocate of communism: a theory or system of social organi-
zation based on the holding of all property in common, actual ownership
being ascribed to the community as a whole or to the state. Even if you
had an American and Russian and even if they were army officers—even
then—highly antagonistic toward each other, if one of Orson Welles' men
from Mars suddenly showed up, I'm afraid you'd find the North Koreans
and the South Koreans and the UN and the Russians and the commu-
nists all joining hands to shoot the devil out of that foreign species if it
were considered to be a menace to man. — The Dynamics of Existence
(13 Aug. 51)
Confederate: a supporter of the Confederacy: the group of eleven Southern
states that seceded from (withdrew formally from membership in) the
United States in 1860 and 1861. It was written by a Confederate in the
last issue of the paper printed before Vicksburg fell to the Union.
—Personality (14 Aug. 51)
conservation of energy: the law in physics that energy cannot be created
or destroyed, it can only be converted. For example, a cyclist converts
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food into energy, then uses the energy to pedal a bicycle which converts
the energy into forward motion. It doesn't matter how many atoms you
change into how many electrons, not even the A-bomb has controverted
the conservation of energy. —The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
cops: (slang) police. And you say, "Well, we got a permission from the cops
and the mayor and everything." —The Tone Scale (15 Aug. 51)
Correggio: Antonio Allegri da Correggio (1494-1534), Italian painter. His
works are mostly on religious subjects. "Summon anyone and make this
request: 'Please look up in the encyclopedia and make a brief memoran-
dum for me concerning the life of Correggio.'" —The Purpose of Human
Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
cortex: the outer layer of gray tissue, frequently called gray matter, over
most of the brain. Specific parts of the cortex control specific functions,
including sensation and voluntary muscle movement. At tone 4.0 there's
the "full control of the autonomic by the cortex, both craniosacral and
thoracolumbar systems of autonomic functioning at optimum under
direction of cortex." —Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
cotterwhumpus: a made-up word. And he finds out that the ruddy rod goes
across the gimmigahoosis and that the little cotterwhumpus has become
snopped. —Motion and Emotion (16 Aug. 51)
craniosacral system: that portion of the autonomic nervous system which
produces involuntary responses from the body such as dilation of the
blood vessels, an increasing of the activity of the digestive and reproductive
organs and glands, contraction of the pupils of the eyes, slowing down of
the heartbeat, and many others. See also autonomic in this glossary. At
tone 4.0 there's the "full control of the autonomic by the cortex, both
craniosacral and thoracolumbar systems of autonomic functioning at
optimum under direction of cortex." —Motion and Emotion (continued)
(16 Aug. 51)
Cuba: an independent republic and the largest island in the West Indies,
south of Florida. Garcia was somewhere in the mountain fastnesses of
Cuba. —The Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
Cuban business: reference to the involvement of Cuba in the events of the
Spanish-American War (a war fought in 1898 between Spain and the
United States). See also war between Spain and the United States
in this glossary. In all this Cuban business, there is one man stands out
on the horizon of my memory like Mars at perihelion. — The Purpose of
Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
current: flow of electricity through a wire, etc. Used figuratively in this lec-
ture. That is "I" on current returns. —Motion and the Tone Scale
(17 Aug. 51)
cush: (slang) easy, comfortable. He'd been sitting there and the night before
at the officers' club, he had been telling three of us how — what a cush job
he had and what a lot of suckers we were and he was really rubbing it
in. — Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
GLOSSARY
cut (someone) down to size: (colloquial) show (someone) that he is not as
important as he thinks he is. But I'm going to cut you down to size, bud,
if I get a chance. — Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
Czechoslovakia: a country in central Europe, south of Poland and east of
Germany. In September, 1938, France and England agreed to let Ger-
many take parts of Czechoslovakia, in order to avoid war. In March,
1939, Germany took over the rest of the country. Boom!—they destroy
everything—they say, "Now Austria, now Czechoslovakia, now let's knock
apart Stalingrad." —The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
darn well: (informal) certainly or without doubt; emphatically. Darn is a
euphemism for damn. He has been bludgeoned down in his conquest of
the physical universe to a point where he knows darn well that fifty years
from now, that postulate of which he is so fond, which he considers so
ultimate, which he considers so beautiful, will probably be moved back a
step into a greater simplicity. —The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
Darwin: Charles Robert Darwin (1809-1882), English naturalist and
author; originated theory of evolution by natural selection. This theory
holds that all species of plants and animals developed from earlier forms
by hereditary transmission of slight variations in successive generations,
and that the forms which survive are those that are best adapted to the
environment. Darwin came along and he talked about the survival of the
fittest. —The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
dashed out: (informal) did, wrote, etc., (something) hastily. I was very inter-
ested that a few years ago Elbert had dashed out this thing. —The Purpose
of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
deadbeat: (slang) a lazy, idle person. In, for instance, giving understanding
or philanthropy to individuals, every so often on the assembly line there's
a deadbeat, there is a professional desirer of sympathy, there is a
professional—I'm trying not to use the slang terms, but some of these
people in this line of people seeking aid are very, very deserving and some
of them are not. —The Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
depository: of or pertaining to a deposit. For example, chemical deposits can
occur in the joints, causing inflammation and pain (arthritis). See also
arthritis in this glossary. And he'll get these depository illnesses. — The
Tone Scale (15 Aug. 51)
devil out of, shoot the: (colloquial) a variation of beat the living daylights
out of, defeat or thrash thoroughly. Even if you had an American and
Russian and even if they were army officers—even then—highly antago-
nistic toward each other, if one of Orson Welles' men from Mars suddenly
showed up, I'm afraid you'd find the North Koreans and the South Koreans
and the UN and the Russians and the communists all joining hands to
shoot the devil out of that foreign species if it were considered to be a
menace to man. —The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
devil, play the: a variation of have the devil's own time: experience great dif-
ficulty. Most important, he's interdependent with the physical universe,
too, because he'd sure play the devil surviving as a human organism if he
didn't have an Earth to walk on. —The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
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devil, raise the: (colloquial) a variation of raise hell, cause noisy trouble or
fighting; show one's disapproval of someone or something very loudly,
etc. He'll just raise the devil with this lion for a couple of minutes.
—Motion and Emotion (16 Aug. 51)
devil, the: (informal) an expression of impatience, irritation, strong sur-
prise, dismay or vexation. And then he's walking in the muddy field,
however, and he notices he's being impeded and he says, "What the
devil?" —Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
devil with (something), the: (colloquial) I, we, etc., do not care about (a
person or thing). "The devil with these doggone ridges that are impeding
me from getting the rutabagas." —Motion and Emotion (continued)
(16 Aug. 51)
Dianetic: of or pertaining to Dianetics technology. See also Dianetics in
this glossary. The way the Tone Scale was initially discovered was by
observation of preclears undergoing Dianetic auditing. —The Tone Scale
(15 Aug. 51)
Dianetics: Dianetics technology. It addresses and handles the effects of the
spirit on the body and can alleviate such things as unwanted sensations
and emotions, accidents, injuries and psychosomatic illnesses (ones that
are caused or aggravated by mental stress). Dianetics means "through
the soul" (from Greek dia, through, and nous, soul). It is further defined
as "what the soul is doing to the body." It gives us in Dianetics a very
difficult time sometimes, because we say, "Well, we know so-and-so and
so-and-so about psychology." —The Purpose of Human Evaluation
(13 Aug. 51)
dickens, raise the: (colloquial) a variation of raise hell. See devil, raise
the in this glossary. He can go out and raise the dickens if he wants to,
but that's the catch: "If he wants to." —Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
dickens with (it): (colloquial) a variation of the devil with (it). See devil
with (something), the in this glossary. Dickens with it. —Self Analysis
(15 Aug. 51)
dog: (slang) a mean, contemptible fellow. "I was sitting here enjoying myself
and said, 'I ought to go down to Washington and wipe those dogs out.'"
-The Tone Scale (15 Aug. 51)
dog-eat-dog: (informal) marked by destructive or ruthless competition;
without self-restraint, ethics, etc. They said it was all dog-eat-dog and
tooth-and-claw and the reason animals survived as the fittest was
because they could eat each other up. —Conquest of the Physical Universe
(14 Aug. 51)
doggoned: (informal) damned; confounded. (Derivation: American, perhaps
from dog on it! euphemistic alteration of God damned.) Why, he hasn't
gotten any emotional response about anybody else but himself for so dog-
goned long, you can't sell him anything about any other part of his envi-
ronment. — The Tone Scale (15 Aug. 51)
dogleg holes, playing: proceeding along an angular or zigzag course. A dog-
leg is a sharp angle or bend like that formed by a dog's hind leg. Golf
GLOSSARY
fairways, the mowed parts between the tees (the starting points) and the
greens (the areas of closely cropped grass surrounding the holes) to
which the golfer hits the ball, are often in such a shape. Used figura-
tively in this lecture. Well, you can work this whole thing out rather—by
playing dogleg holes—you can work this thing out that the individual
survives solely because of himself and cooperates only because of selfish-
ness. — The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
Don: a staff member in Wichita, Kansas at the time of this lecture. So, I took
the platters on the Soundscriber down to—or Don picked them up and
took them down to his girl at the office. — Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
Donald Duck: an animated cartoon character introduced in 1934 by Ameri-
can producer, Walt Disney (1901-1966). His voice is a squawk which is
very hard to understand. It sounds like Donald Duck. —Motion and the
Tone Scale (17 Aug. 51)
"Do not send to find for whom the bell tolls...": reference to a part of
the poem "Devotions upon Emergent Occasions" by English poet, John
Donne (1572?-1631). The section of the poem containing this line is: "No
man is an island, entire of itself; every man is a piece of the continent, a
part of the main; if a clod be washed away by the sea, Europe is the less,
as well as if a promontory were, as well as if a manor of thy friends or of
thine own were; any man's death diminishes me, because I am involved
in mankind; and therefore never send to know for whom the bell tolls; it
tolls for thee." You know, there's that old truism: "Do not send to find for
whom the bell tolls; it tolls for thee." —The Dynamics of Existence
(13 Aug. 51)
dope: (slang) information, especially as used for predicting. This is about the
most important dope I've ever run across on the field of interpersonal
relations, control and management. — The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
doped off: got tired, sleepy, foggy (as though doped, or drugged). The guy
had been kind of half-doped off; he hadn't seen the action that had
occurred there. —Motion and Emotion (16 Aug. 51)
drawn and quartered: disemboweled and dismembered after hanging. A
fellow'd go out on the highroad and stop a traveler and do a little more
than pass the time of day and he would be hung, drawn and quartered!
—
Conquest of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
drum, beat the: (informal) give vigorous support; promote or advocate
(something). Ben Franklin was writing Poor Richard's Almanack, and
one day he came up with this thing and he started to beat the drum and
said, "Honesty is the best policy." —The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
Durham: a city in north central North Carolina. Duke University is located
there. Rhine, out at Durham, has awful arguments with fellows up here
at San Francisco. — The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
dynamic: of or relating to the motivating or driving force, physical or moral,
in any field. Took me till about 1938 to find out that the first thing you
had to know was a dynamic principle of existence that you could agree on
and maybe you could take off from there and you could find energy.
—
The Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
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dynamics: the eight urges (drives, impulses) in life. They are motives or
motivations. We call them the eight dynamics. These are urges for survival
as or through (1) self, (2) sex and family, (3) groups, (4) all mankind, (5)
living things (plants and animals), (6) the material universe, (7) life
energy and (8) infinity or the Supreme Being. Now, second half I want to
talk to you about the dynamics of existence and just go on sketching the
derivation and uses of human evaluation and this chart. — The Purpose
of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
Einstein: Albert Einstein (1879-1955), German physicist, US citizen from
1940: formulated the theory of relativity; awarded the 1921 Nobel prize
for physics. Although complete understanding of his theory of relativity
requires a knowledge of the most exotic branches of mathematics, these
are some of its basic points: (1) Time is not an absolute. The faster a
body moves, the slower its clock runs. A minute on Earth may pass in
fifty-nine seconds or sixty-one seconds on planets traveling at speeds dif-
ferent from that of Earth. (2) The speed of light remains constant in all
frames of reference. Whether you are moving toward a light source or
away from it, the light will still reach you at the same speed (186,000
miles per second). (3) All motion is relative. Therefore, there can be no
such thing as absolute rest. (4) Moving bodies acquire mass as they
increase in speed. The faster a body travels, the heavier it becomes. As a
body approaches the speed of light, it adds mass very rapidly. If it were
to reach the speed of light, its mass would become infinite. If this were
true it could be seen that no body could ever travel faster than the speed
of light. The additional weight acquired by an accelerating body would
make penetration of the light barrier impossible. (5) Mass and energy
are mutually convertible. If a perfect solution ever came up, you would
immediately probably postulate and set up life immortal forever and the
physical universe would go on forever—something like Einstein's "If you
get up to the speed of light you become bigger than the universe."
—Personality (14 Aug. 51)
Elbert, Uncle: Elbert Green Hubbard (1856-1915), a distant relation of
L. Ron Hubbard. Elbert was an American businessman, printer and
writer whose most successful publication was A Message to Garcia
(1899). See also Message to Garcia in this glossary. The middle one
happens to be by my Uncle Elbert. — The Purpose of Human Evaluation
(13 Aug. 51)
electric shock: the psychiatric practice of delivering an electric shock to the
head of a patient in a supposed effort to treat mental illness. There is no
therapeutic reason for shocking anyone and there are no authentic cases
on record of anyone having been cured of anything by shock. The reverse
is true. Electric shock causes often irreparable damage to the person in
the form of brain damage and impaired mental ability. Short-circuit the
whole thing right there; we don't have to go into psychiatry, I don't have
to tell them about electric shock, I don't have to tell them how Dianetics
is not hypnotism; that —in short, it saves so many words. — Self Analysis
(15 Aug. 51)
electron: a negatively charged particle that forms a part of all atoms. It
doesn't matter how many atoms you change into how many electrons, not
even the A-bomb has controverted the conservation of energy. — The Dy-
namics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
GLOSSARY
'em: (colloquial) them. "If we had this project in we could shoot 'em!" — The
Tone Scale (15 Aug. 51)
endocrine: of the endocrine system, the system of glands which produce one
or more internal secretions that, introduced directly into the bloodstream,
are carried to other parts of the body whose functions they regulate or
control. But there's a whole endocrine pattern that says, "Motion away,
retreat." —Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
engram: a recording of an experience containing pain, unconsciousness and
a real or fancied threat to survival. It is a recording in the reactive mind
of something which actually happened to an individual in the past and
which contained pain and unconsciousness, both of which are recorded
in the engram. It must, by definition, have impact or injury as part of its
content. These engrams are a complete recording, down to the last accu-
rate detail, of every perception present in a moment of partial or full
unconsciousness. See also reactive mind in this glossary. / don't try to
explain to them about engrams, secondaries, how crazy they are. —Self
Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
enturbulated: turbulent or agitated and disturbed. Well, here is a piece of
physical universe and here's an organism and the organism collides with
the physical universe —you get an enturbulated area there, the organism
pulls back and it says, "Well, well, I'm not supposed to run into fence
posts." —Conquest of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
epicurean: suited to the tastes of a person who knows much about fine
foods and drinks and enjoys them greatly. And it had to do with the pro-
curement and roasting—the fortuitous procurement—and the epicurian
roasting of a cat. —Personality (14 Aug. 51)
epistemology: a branch of philosophy that investigates the origin, nature,
methods and limits of human knowledge. I didn't much like being Alice
in Wonderland and I went on trying against all odds to believe that there
was some rationale in the field of epistemology, human thought and
human behavior. —The Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
ESP: abbreviation for extra sensory perception: perception or communication
outside of normal sensory activity, as in telepathy or clairvoyance. See
also clairvoyance in this glossary. There's spiritualism, clairvoyance, clair-
audience, ESP, and so on and so on. —The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
eted: a humorous variation of et, a dialectal form of eaten. When they get
down to apathy, they say, "Well, I'm so little—so little life and so much
physical universe that I must be simply a physical-universe item and I'm
edible so, I just might as well lie down and get 'eted'." —Motion and
Emotion (16 Aug. 51)
Eternal, by the: (colloquial) a variation of by God, a mild exclamation
expressing surprise, wonder, puzzlement, pleasure or the like. The Eter-
nal is another name for God. By the Eternal, there is a man whose form
should be cast in deathless bronze and a statue placed in every college of
the land. —The Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
ethic: having to do with ethics or morality; of or conforming to ethical stand-
ards. See also ethics in this glossary. What is his ethic level? —The Purpose
of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
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ethics: rationality toward the highest level of survival for the individual, the
future race, the group and mankind. Ethics is reason and the contempla-
tion of optimum survival. If you could look right across the line on this —
ethics. —Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
exchange: a central office in a telephone system, serving a certain area. "I"
thinks something, this goes into an impulse and if you've got an idea of
one of these big telephone exchanges down here. . . —Motion and the
Tone Scale (17 Aug. 51)
factor of safety: the ratio of the maximum stress that a structural part or
other piece of material can withstand to the maximum stress estimated
for it in the use for which it is designed. Used figuratively in this lec-
ture. . . . but he is living with margins and factors of safety all around
him which are anywheres from five to twenty times as much as he needs.
— The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
faith healing: a trying to cure disease by religious faith, praying, etc.
There's faith healing—there's —this thing just works in this tremendous
quantity of disrelated, discoordinated, most of it discredited, data about
this, but it's a funny thing that man keeps on talking about it and has
been talking about it evidently for fifty thousand years. — The ARC Tri-
angle (17 Aug. 51)
fascist: one who believes in or sympathizes with fascism, a system of govern-
ment characterized by rigid dictatorship, forcible suppression of opposition,
private economic enterprise under centralized governmental control,
warlike patriotism, racism, etc. Your fascist, inevitably, is carrying with
him poison for self-destruction, and so on. —Motion and Emotion (con-
tinued) (16 Aug. 51)
fella: (slang) fellow. You shake hands with a fella and his palm is always
moist, you're dealing with somebody from 0.9 to 1.6. —The ARC Triangle
(17 Aug. 51)
field: (physics) a space within which magnetic or electrical lines of force are
active. So they measured it and they found they did not have a multipoint
field. —Conquest of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
fire drill: a practice drill for a company of firefighters, the crew of a ship,
etc., to train them in their duties in case of a fire. Fire drill on most
ships is usually so bad it is a slang term for a confused mess. Now your
worst enemy comes along that wants to know anything and everything
that you're doing and wants to louse you up like fire drill, and all he
does is get a cross-reference on your subject. —Motion and the Tone Scale
(17 Aug. 51)
first sergeant: (US Marine Corps) the senior noncommissioned officer of a
company, squadron, etc., responsible for personnel and administration.
So I made —they made me a first sergeant. —Motion and Emotion (con-
tinued) (16 Aug. 51)
5 percent: (slang) the share of money obtained by a person who helps busi-
nessmen obtain government contracts or do other business with the
government. They had them a long time ago, but they were more interested
GLOSSARY
in 5 percent and building other things. —Conquest of the Physical Uni-
verse (14 Aug. 51)
fix: (colloquial) get even with; punish. And you tell him, "Good, straight,
frontal project—that'll fix 'em." —The Tone Scale (15 Aug. 51)
fix (someone) up: (informal) punish or injure (someone). "We're going to
really fix you up." —Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
fix up (something): arrange (something) so that it is purposely ignored or
forgotten by the police, especially by means of bribery. You ask her,
"Would you please go down to the traffic court and fix up this ticket for
me." -The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
flank: short for flank speed, the maximum possible speed of a ship. Used
figuratively in this lecture. But I mentioned that because up here in the
pituitary gland there is evidently a series of switches—just call them
that—and you just throw these switches and this says, "pancreas, pancreas
quarter speed, pancreas half speed, adrenals quarter speed, adrenals half
speed, adrenals all ahead flank." —Motion and Emotion (continued) (16
Aug. 51)
Ford: made by the Ford Motor Company: a US automobile manufacturer
founded in 1903 by American industrialist Henry Ford (1863-1947). It is
one of the largest automobile companies in the world. This 1.1 is mar-
ried to this guy and he's eternally coming home and he's saying, "You
know, I just made a million dollars today and I'm going to take you out
and I'm going to buy you a great big Ford car but I'm going to diamond
plate it from end to end." —Motion and Emotion (16 Aug. 51)
Forrestal, James: James Vincent Forrestal (1892-1949), US financier,
secretary of navy in 1944, secretary of defense 1947-1949. He committed
suicide in 1949 by jumping from the upper-story window of the hospital
where he was undergoing psychiatric treatment. James Forrestal was never
more pleasant than when he sent the hospital corpsman away from his
door so he could jump sixteen stories to the skylights below. — The Tone
Scale (15 Aug. 51)
Foundation: any one of the first organizations of Dianetics in the early
1950s. Well, I was telling them about this and I said, "Now, the thing to
do is to get several of these high-speed washing machine motors and put
them across in front of the Foundation." —The Purpose of Human
Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
Fourth International Communist Regime: a made-up name for a
regime. Wichita has just come under the new Fourth International Com-
munist Regime. — Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
Franklin, Ben: Benjamin Franklin (1706-1790), patriot, diplomat, author,
printer, scientist and inventor of the eighteenth century. One of the
works that he published, Poor Richard's Almanack, achieved enormous
success. See also Poor Richard's Almanack in this glossary. Old Ben
Franklin advanced that one on the stage; it almost startled the merchant
princes of America out of their nightcaps. — The Dynamics of Existence
(13 Aug. 51)
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Freud: Sigmund Freud (1856-1939), Austrian physician and founder of psy-
choanalysis. See also psychoanalysis in this glossary. Fellow by the
name of Freud, he had the idea that all you had to do was clear up some-
body's libido and he would begin living. —The Purpose of Human Evalu-
ation (13 Aug. 51)
Gallup: reference to the American Institute of Public Opinion; an organiza-
tion formed by Dr. George Gallup to poll public opinion. Gallup polls are
the best known of the public opinion surveys. These are done by trained
interviewers who interrogate a carefully selected but small cross section
of the population. I'm going to have Gallup look this up and find out if
there are any marriages left in America. —Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
galvanometer: an instrument for detecting and measuring small electric
currents. It's experimentation on the crudity of galvanometers and frogs.
—Motion and the Tone Scale (17 Aug. 51)
gamut: the entire range or extent of something. But the person has run this
whole gamut so often —has found out that nothing worked, has been
unable to fend off the pain of his environment, has had a great deal of it,
doesn't expect much from the physical universe —he knows he can't carry
forward very far and he's not going to be able to reach any goals and so he's
apathetic about what he does and so on. — The Tone Scale (15 Aug. 51)
gangland: (slang) the world of organized crime. He built high and mighty
and heavy all right there for about two years and he became so he knew
too much about what was going on in gangland and of course, he
couldn't be trusted. —The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
Garbage: humorous reference to Joseph Paul Goebbels (1897-1945), German
politician. He was the district leader of the Nazi party in Berlin (1926).
See also Hitler and Nazi Germany in this glossary. He will say, "And
me and Herring and Garbage are going to make a great Germany."
-The Tone Scale (15 Aug. 51)
Garcia: Calixto Garcia Iniguez (1836?-1898), Cuban lawyer, soldier and revo-
lutionist. He led the Cuban force in a battle in the Spanish-American War
(1898) and was appointed to represent Cuba in the negotiations with the
United States for Cuban independence (1898). See also Cuba and war
between Spain and the United States in this glossary. Garcia was
somewhere in the mountain fastnesses of Cuba. — The Purpose of Human
Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
gastrointestinal tract: the system of the body which consists of the stom-
ach and intestines. He has full autonomic mobilization for violent attack,
complete inhibition of craniosacral, thoracolumbar in full action, respira-
tion and pulse fast and deep, stasis of gastrointestinal tract, blood to periph-
eral vascular system. —Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
gee: (slang) an exclamation of surprise, wonder, etc. And I said, "Gee, that's
fascinating." —The Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
gee-whiz: (informal) an exclamation of surprise, objection, etc. "I" thinks:
"Gee-whiz, Great Dane, bite, bad situation, I'm in his yard, the gate's
right there —run." —Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
GLOSSARY
General Motors: a major American automobile manufacturer. He's all for
this—or he's the president of General Motors as far as that's concerned—
"And all workers are dogs!" — The Tone Scale (15 Aug. 51)
genetic: having to do with the protoplasm (essential living matter of cells)
line of father and mother to child, grown child to new child and so forth.
In other words, we've got a genetic, we've got a nutritional and we've got
an experience-educational —three sets of factors there which regulate
what the particular personality will be. —Personality (14 Aug. 51)
German Empire: the German nation which was formed in 1871 when the
many small German states were first united into a single political group.
It ended after Germany's defeat in World War I (1914-1918) when the
German emperor fled to the Netherlands. See also World War I in this
glossary. It had to do with the fall of the German Empire. —Personality
(14 Aug. 51)
German Reich: reference to the Third Reich, the name given by the Nazis
to their government in Germany; Reich is German for "empire." Adolf
Hitler believed that he was creating a third German empire, a successor
to the Holy Roman Empire (a Germanic empire of central European
states which lasted from the ninth century until 1806) and the German
Empire formed in 1871. See also German Empire, Hitler and Nazi
Germany in this glossary. Now, if you boys stick together with me we're
going to take Czechoslovakia and Austria and we're going to make the Ger-
man Reich a great reich. —Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
Germany: a country in north-central Europe which came under the political
control of the Nazis in 1933, with Adolf Hitler as dictator from 1933 to
1945. See also Hitler and Nazi Germany in this glossary. Germany,
Italy —how many proof do you need? —The Tone Scale (15 Aug. 51)
get by: (colloquial) survive; manage. Now, this fellow —we're dealing with
bare necessity—and he says, "I'm going to need just that many bushels of
wheat, and I can get by and feed my family and my stock all right with the
other things that are around." —The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
Gettysburg, Battle of: a battle fought on July 1-3, 1863 near the town of
Gettysburg, Pennsylvania, in which troops of the Confederate States fought
a daring battle but were defeated by the Union Army. It is considered
the turning point of the American Civil War (1861-1865). See also
Union and Confederate in this glossary. He'll shove the handle of the
broom through this and that and he'll knock template off here, there, and
he just goes through the place, and if you were to take —if he's a very low
Tone Scale individual —if you were to take all the objects which he had
broken, bent or displaced during a year and strewed them up the aisle so
that you could see all this happenstance at one instant, it would look like
the Battle of Gettysburg. —Motion and Emotion (16 Aug. 51)
get-up-and-go: (colloquial) driving ambition; vigor; energy. And when he
gets down here he's still got a lot of get-up-and-go when he gets into the
army, but after he gets out he's just in a mood of antagonism. —Self
Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
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gimmigahoosis: a made-up word. And he finds out that the ruddy rod goes
across the gimmigahoosis and that the little cotterwhumpus has become
snopped. —Motion and Emotion (16 Aug. 51)
glandular: of or having to do with glands (any organs or specialized groups
of cells that separate certain elements from the blood and secrete them
in a form for the body to use, as adrenalin, or throw off, as urine or
sweat). See also adrenalin in this glossary. You step on the accelerator
system very simply and very easily: Via the pituitary glands, evidently, a
series of catalysts are thrown into the body in such a way as to produce
further catalysts, via the glandular system, which permit a great deal
more fuel to be burned. —Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
goddamn: strongly cursed or damned. "Oh, those goddamn machines —to
hell with them." —Motion and Emotion (16 Aug. 51)
God forbid: may God prevent (something from happening); I hope that will
not happen or is not true. If you didn't scrap tanks, you'd still be fighting
with World War I tanks —God forbid if tanks lasted forever. —Conquest
of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
God help: an exclamation of pity for the helpless condition of the persons
spoken of. Used humorously in the lecture. "If they do anything to the
Linotype operator, God help the reader!" —Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
God knows: (colloquial) only someone more powerful than man can possibly
know or realize (usually used to express the speaker's inability to under-
stand or foresee something). And that plane had hurtled down the run-
way at umpteen —God knows how many—miles an hour, and its controls
were still locked. — Conquest of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
God, my: (colloquial) an expression of surprise, shock or dismay. And then
all of a sudden you get a kickback from that, and "I" says, "My God!"
and "I'd better get out of here." —Motion and Emotion (continued) (16
Aug. 51)
God's sakes: (colloquial) a mild oath used to express impatient annoyance
or surprise, especially in questions or requests. She would say, "God's
sakes!" —The Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
gonna: (colloquial) going to. And you say to this fellow, "We got a big enthusi-
astic project and we're all gonna do this and that." —The Tone Scale (15
Aug. 51)
Gordon, Flash: the hero of an American science fiction comic strip created
in 1934 and later made into motion pictures. They're all about Flash
Gordon shooting Hopalong Cassidy or something. —The Tone Scale (15
Aug. 51)
gosh: (slang) an exclamation of surprise, wonder, etc. And old Doc White
said, "Yup. Gosh." —The Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
gradient scale: a scale of condition graduated from zero to infinity. On a
scale of reality, everything above zero or center would be more and more
GLOSSARY
real, approaching an infinite reality, and everything below zero or center
would be more and more unreal, approaching an infinite unreality. Abso-
lutes are considered to be unobtainable. So, the handling of truth, then,
becomes what you might call a gradient scale. —Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
grandpop: (colloquial) grandfather; a male ancestor; forefather. So man, by
the way, has had to go into a tremendous game conservation program in
order to restore the wildlife which his grandpop wiped out. —The
Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
Grant: Ulysses Simpson Grant (1822-1885), commander of the northern
armies in the American Civil War (1861-1865) and 18th president of the
United States. See also Union in this glossary. All done up with this
great banquet that they had the night before Grant's troops were to
march in, and so on. —Personality (14 Aug. 51)
Great Dane: a very large dog with short, smooth hair. Because he looks
down the street and he sees a Great Dane walking down the street and
he's —being only half-conscious he doesn't see any Great Dane there, so he
falls over the Great Dane and breaks his wrist. —Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
groove, on the: (slang) in perfect functioning order. It's going to be so
apparently on the groove that it's very difficult to distinguish. —The
ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
group: (US Air Force) a unit of two or more squadrons (a formation of six or
more aircraft). You know, a very short time ago I was reading statisti-
cally that this country could not support a seventy-group air force and
now they got a 163-group air force there postulated. —The Tone Scale
(15 Aug. 51)
gunnery sergeant: (US Marine Corps) a noncommissioned officer ranking
below a first sergeant. See also first sergeant in this glossary. By the
way, the little handy, jim-dandy mechanism is the gunnery sergeant.
—Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
halt, the: those who limp; cripples. As a matter of fact, as you look around
you, you'll find out this society is carrying the lame and the halt on every
hand and making a tremendous effort. —The Dynamics of Existence
(13 Aug. 51)
hanging fire: delaying firing. After the trigger is pulled, a gun sometimes
doesn't go off. This is called a "hang-fire" or delayed fire if it then goes
off late. Used figuratively in reference to something which is slow in
occurring or something which does not bring about the result one might
expect. . . . when it's dangerous to touch anything, but dangerous not to
touch anything, you have this fellow hanging fire in the "maybe" category
all up and down the bank. —Personality (14 Aug. 51)
Harvard: a private university at Cambridge, Massachusetts. Founded in
1636, it is the oldest college in the United States. And nobody found it
more peculiar than the professors at Harvard last year. —Conquest of the
Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
haywire: (slang) out of control; disordered; crazy. The communication
between "I" and the right foot goes haywire every once in a while. — The
ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
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HDA: an abbreviation for Hubbard Dianetics Auditor, a person who has been
trained to deliver auditing as described in Dianetics: The Modern Sci-
ence of Mental Health. And I thought we were all in agreement on this,
so I write a letter out to the field, to all the HDAs in the field and tell
them, "This book is available for $2.00." —Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
heart and soul, very: (informal) the real, true, genuine, essential part.
You're looking right now at the very heart and soul of aberration.
—Motion and the Tone Scale (17 Aug. 51)
heavy weather: problems; obstacles; difficulty. Man is a secondary intelli-
gence, you might say, trying to inspect a primary intelligence and he's
had awfully heavy weather of it. —Conquest of the Physical Universe
(14 Aug. 51)
heil Hitler: (German) hail Hitler: a familiar salutation to Adolf Hitler when
he acceded to supreme power in Germany in 1933. Often used derisively
of one adopting dictatorial methods or policies. See also Hitler in this
glossary. He's going to win against others or die trying. Heil Hitler!
—Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
hell, goes to: (colloquial) degenerates quickly and decisively. This system
goes to hell; the book ended right there. —The Tone Scale (15 Aug. 51)
hell, like: (informal) very much, very hard, very fast, etc. If he got to the top
of the stairs and found out that he was barred at the top of the stairs,
then he would probably turn around and come back down the stairs
again and snarl like hell at the lion and try to drive him away and get
on by the lion while the lion was distracted. —Motion and Emotion
(16 Aug. 51)
hell, the: (informal) an intensifier used to express surprise, anger, impa-
tience, etc. And he said, "What the hell are you talking about? You a
newspaper guy or something?" —Conquest of the Physical Universe
(14 Aug. 51)
hell with, to: (informal) an exclamation expressing disgusted rejection of
something. Oh, those goddamn machines —to hell with them. —Motion
and Emotion (16 Aug. 51)
Herring: humorous reference to Hermann Wilhelm Göring (1893-1946), a
German statesman who participated with Hitler in an abortive attempt
in Munich, Germany, to seize the government and then fled to Italy. He
returned in 1927 and became an active leader in the Nazi party. See also
Hitler and Nazi Germany in this glossary. He will say, "And me and
Herring and Garbage are going to make a great Germany...." —The
Tone Scale (15 Aug. 51)
high-toned: high on the Tone Scale. High-toned individuals think wholly
into the future. They are extroverted toward their environment. They
clearly observe the environment with full perception unclouded by
undistinguished fears about the environment. They think very little
about themselves but operate automatically in their own interests. They
enjoy existence. Their calculations are swift and accurate. They are very
GLOSSARY
self-confident. They know they know and do not even bother to assert
that they know. They control their environment. See also Tone Scale in
this glossary. People know about high-toned individuals and they know
about people who are low. —Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
Hippocratic oath: a code of ethics governing the profession and sworn to by
physicians upon taking a doctor's degree. The oath relates particularly
to the inviolability of secrecy concerning any communication made by a
patient in the course of consultation. From Hippocrates (460?-370? B.C.),
Greek physician, known as "the father of medicine." You take a doctor,
with the great ethical code, and so forth, that medicine is reputed to
have—and who knows, some may have it—you take a doctor who is true
to his Hippocratic oath. —The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
Hiroshima: a Japanese city on which the United States dropped the first
atomic bomb used in warfare, on 6 August 1945. See also A-bomb in
this glossary. Not until Hiroshima would anybody really believe it. — The
Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
hitch your wagon to a star: aim high; follow a great ambition or purpose.
And if you don't postulate high-flown goals — if you don't hitch your
wagon to a star—it's a cinch you're not going to get up to the top of the
pine tree, because it takes that much to get this much. —The Dynamics
of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
Hitler: Adolf Hitler (1889-1945), dictator of Germany from 1933 to 1945.
Hitler's military advances contributed to starting World War II. He is
known for killing millions of Jewish people in the belief that they would
contaminate the German people. See also Nazi Germany in this glos-
sary. And now let's take the angriest man you've probably listened to and
that is a fellow by the name of— well, the late Herr Schicklgruber of Ger-
many and other European points —in other words, Hitler. —Self Analysis
(15 Aug. 51)
Hollywood: a district of Los Angeles, California, where many motion pic-
tures and television films are made. The reason for sex is children,
Freud and people in Hollywood to the contrary. —The Dynamics of Exist-
ence (13 Aug. 51)
hook or crook, by: (informal) by honest ways or dishonest; in any way nec-
essary. And no man succeeds unless by hook or crook or threat he forces
or bribes other men to assist him, or mayhap God in his goodness per-
forms a miracle and sends him an angel of light for an assistant. — The
Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
horsepower: (informal) capacity to achieve or produce; strength or talent.
Horsepower is literally a unit for measuring the power of motors or
engines, equal to the force required to raise 550 pounds at the rate of
one foot per second. The group will always mistake a person who has
some horsepower at this level for a leader. —The Tone Scale (15 Aug. 51)
house of cards: any flimsy structure, plan, etc. From a game in which one
uses playing cards to build a house. And the more of those that he plants,
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the more ideals he is violating, you might say, the more fragile becomes
his own survival till the whole house of cards can cave in on him. —The
Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
Hubbard, Elbert: see Elbert, Uncle in this glossary. I first decided that
this book would probably be put out for $2.75 and then I was reading
how Elbert Hubbard used to publish and I was not slow to take a tip
from him. — Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
hypnotism: the practice of putting a person into a trance for the purpose of
planting suggestions. Hypnotism reduces self-determinism by entering
the commands of another below the awareness level of an individual's
mind. And a fellow by the name of Charcot, 1832, was experimenting
with hypnotism. —The Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
"I": the awareness of awareness center. Organisms are aware of their envi-
ronment. Higher organisms are aware, also, of this very awareness. The
"I" of the human being may be said to be the center or monitor of this
awareness of awareness. Tremendous number of channels from the "I"—
the awareness of awareness of the mind —looking out into the physical
universe through all of these channels and registering everything per-
ceived second, by second, by second, by second. —Personality (14 Aug. 51)
id: the Latin word for "it." In psychoanalysis, "id" is the part of the psyche
(soul) which is thought of as being made up of unconscious desires,
instincts, drives, etc. See also psychoanalysis in this glossary. And if
the awareness of awareness, that is, the (quote) "I" (unquote) of the indi-
vidual, the id, is unable—or has conceived itself to be unable —to control
the majority of motions in its immediate vicinity, then it is aberrated.
—Motion and Emotion (16 Aug. 51)
Illinois: a state in the Midwestern United States. But here he will say, "It is
commonly believed in science, and has many times been investigated by
the professor of psychology at the University of Illinois, that cats possess,
it is said, nine lives." — Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
impulse: (physiology) a stimulus passed on by a muscle or nerve, which
causes or prevents activity. The second you get an occlusion there's a
blockage of the motor controls and the impulse toward an object is inter-
rupted and an impulse away from it begins. —Personality (14 Aug. 51)
incident: an experience, simple or complex, related by the same subject,
location, perception or people that takes place in a short and finite time
period such as minutes, hours or days. Now, it so happens that if you dis-
cover one of these incidents where the individual was—had been very
severely injured, you'll find this individual —the emotional tone of the
incident in the deepest and severest injuries was uniformly apathy. — The
Tone Scale (15 Aug. 51)
Indians: members of any of the peoples living in America when Europeans
first came there. Also called American Indian. The Indians tell a story
about the pack rat. —The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
International Harvester: a tractor manufactured by International Har-
vester, one of the largest manufacturing concerns in the world, best
GLOSSARY
known for farm implements. So, but is there some kind of a system here
by which you can sell an International Harvester, a house, a gold brick,
a golf game, anything—can you get some agreement and cooperation
from an apathy? —The Tone Scale (15 Aug. 51)
invalidation: refuting or degrading or discrediting or denying something
someone else considers to be fact. And it contains about a thousand
questions in various categories and types of Validation mest Straight-
wire which resolve valence problems, invalidation cases, occluded cases
and even resolves cases that are afraid of the weather. — Self Analysis
(15 Aug. 51)
Inyokern: a town in eastern California. Location of a naval ordnance (mili-
tary weapons of all kinds with their equipment, ammunition, etc.)
research station. I know right now the —under the impetus of such people as
Captain Cal Laning, down in Inyokern in California, the Navy is striving to
get to the moon. —Conquest of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
IQ: abbreviation for Intelligence Quotient: a number intended to indicate a
person's level of intelligence. Intelligence quotient (IQ) ratings are a
measure of an individual's capacity for learning something new; they are
a scale based upon how old in years a person has become compared to
how "old" he is mentally. That's the only reason cops, being the IQ cops
are, succeed. -The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
island universe: any galaxy beyond our own galaxy. If it is that minute —if
it is that minute —it is so far above the range of ultra-light that it's some
unimaginable distance, something like "how far away is an island
universe?" —The Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
Italy: a country in southern Europe which in 1922 came under the control of
fascism. Benito Mussolini (1883-1945), as the fascist dictator of Italy
from 1922 to 1945 received backing and support from Nazi Germany
and participated with Germany and Japan in the large-scale war which
came to be called World War II (1939-1945). See also fascist, Germany
and Nazi Germany in this glossary. Germany, Italy—how many proof
do you need? —The Tone Scale (15 Aug. 51)
jackleg: makeshift; temporary. Now, another human being is another object
which is capable of self-determined motion and just as a very good jack-
leg test. .. —Motion and Emotion (16 Aug. 51)
jaywalking: walking in or across a street carelessly, without obeying traffic
rules and signals. But a man can watch somebody walk out into the road
and be hit and then suddenly say, "No jaywalking for me! Completely
aside from tickets, it's not healthy." —Conquest of the Physical Universe
(14 Aug. 51)
J. Edgar: J. Edgar Hoover (1895-1972), director of the US Federal Bureau
of Investigation (1924-1972), a United States government agency estab-
lished to investigate violations of federal laws and safeguard national
security. . . . J. Edgar and the rest of my pals—old J. Edgar—they think
they're —they think they're doing such tremendously brilliant and clever
things. -The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
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jeez: (slang) an exclamation of surprise, dismay, emphasis, etc. / cultivated a
method of talking like that, and—jeez, I even scared myself! —Motion
and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
Jefferson, Thomas: (1743-1826) third president of the United States. Jeffer-
son wrote and presented the first draft of the Declaration of Independence
in 1776. He made many statements about the equality of man. / looked up
in Thomas Jefferson to make sure that I was right about this, but he said,
"All men are created with equal rights." —Personality (14 Aug. 51)
jim-dandy: (slang) remarkable, wonderful, superior, etc. /'// tell you their
sure-fire, little jim-dandy assurance that this —this is saying, "Run!" and
the top kick says, "Forward!" and they all go forward and they all get shot—
simple mechanism. —Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
Johnny-out-of-step: (informal) a person who is out of harmony, not keeping
up. He's become Johnny-out-of-step and he is not going to be able to do as
much to the physical universe as before those vast dreams were burst.
—
Conquest of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
Justinian: (a.d. 483-565) emperor of the Eastern Roman Empire (a surviv-
ing portion of the earlier Roman Empire) from 527 until his death. He
was known chiefly for his codification of Roman law and construction of
many churches, one of which, St. Sophia at Constantinople, is considered
one of the wonders of the world. ... a very great man by the name of Jus-
tinian who was awfully good at dogma but—purity of—very bad at
humanities —till his general went over there and wiped out the popula-
tion that was keeping the erosion from taking place in North Africa.
—
Conquest of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
Kansas: a state in the central United States, a large part of which is prairie
(a large area of level or slightly rolling grasslands). It is the United
States' leading producer of wheat and also produces corn. Its climate is
characterized by seasonal extremes in temperatures, blizzards, torna-
does and severe thunderstorms. This was Kansas, so the hail took that
one. —The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
kick: (colloquial) pleasure; especially pleasurable excitement. A person who
is a 1.1 gets a big kick out of the fact that he's inflicting some fear on
somebody. — The Tone Scale (15 Aug. 51)
kickback: (colloquial) sharp, violent. The body is being continually fur-
nished the glandular substances necessary to make the guy get away
from there anyhow, because you get a kickback reaction. —Motion and
Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
kilowatt: a unit measuring electrical power which is equal to 1000 watts or
1.34 horsepower. There's a thought impulse which is sufficient to wiggle
that and then you get a buildup here possibly on the order of a photoelec-
tric relay system whereby you take a thousandth of a watt and you can
build it up to a kilowatt. —Motion and the Tone Scale (17 Aug. 51)
kingbolt: same as kingpin: a main or large bolt in a mechanical structure.
In an automobile steering system it is the pivot point to which is
GLOSSARY
attached the axle on which the wheel rotates. You knew that you had a
soft tire day before yesterday; you saw the nail in the tire; you knew you
had this tire and you knew that the kingbolts on the front end were prac-
tically ready to fall out. — The Tone Scale (15 Aug. 51)
kiss (something) goodbye: (slang) accept or infer the fact that (something)
is irrevocably gone. Now, if you get a person pretty low on the Tone Scale
and you put him on that machine, you can just kiss that machine goodbye.
—Motion and Emotion (16 Aug. 51)
Laning, Captain Cal: Caleb Barrett Laning (1906- ), who worked at the
Naval Research Laboratory at the time of this lecture. I know right now
the —under the impetus of such people as Captain Cal Laning, down in
Inyokern in California, the Navy is striving to get to the moon.
— Conquest of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
last rose of summer: reference to the poem "The Last Rose of Summer" by
Irish poet, Thomas Moore (1779-1852). One section of the poem reads:
" "Tis the last rose of summer, left blooming alone; all her lovely compan-
ions are faded and gone." The guy looks like the last rose of summer.
-The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
law of acceleration: one of the three laws of motion and interaction formu-
lated by Sir Isaac Newton (1642-1727), English scientist and mathema-
tician. See laws of motion and interaction in this glossary. And all of
a sudden we realized that science and the engineer himself had gone
completely slap-happy from the days of Newton, and they said, "Oh, look!
The law of interaction, the law of acceleration, the law of inertia." —The
Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
law of average: the idea that you can't win all the time or lose all the time.
Of course, I may lose my bet, but according to the law of average, I will
not. —The Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
law of inertia: one of the three laws of motion and interaction formulated
by Sir Isaac Newton (1642-1727), English scientist and mathematician.
See laws of motion and interaction in this glossary. And all of a sud-
den we realized that science and the engineer himself had gone com-
pletely slap-happy from the days of Newton, and they said, "Oh, look!
The law of interaction, the law of acceleration, the law of inertia." —The
Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
law of interaction: reference to one of the three laws of motion and interac-
tion formulated by Sir Isaac Newton. See laws of motion and interac-
tion in this glossary. And all of a sudden we realized that science and
the engineer himself had gone completely slap-happy from the days of
Newton, and they said, "Oh, look! The law of interaction, the law of accel-
eration, the law of inertia." —The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
laws of motion and interaction: three laws formulated by Sir Isaac New-
ton. These laws are intended to describe how all moving bodies on the
Earth react: (1) a body at rest remains at rest and a body in motion
remains in motion unless acted on by an external force; (2) the motion
of a body changes in proportion to the size of the force applied to it;
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(3) every action produces an equal but opposite reaction. See also New-
ton in this glossary. [Definition of law of acceleration: one of the three
laws of motion and interaction formulated by Sir Isaac Newton (1642—
1727), English scientist and mathematician.]
lay (someone) ten to one: (slang) bet (someone) ten to one; i.e., if proved
wrong about the outcome (of something), pay ten for every one wagered.
"And I will lay you ten to one that after you have answered the questions
and explained how to find the information and why you want it, the
clerk will go out and get one of the other clerks to help him try to 'find
Garcia' and then come back and tell you there is no such man." —The
Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
leading order of hens: (slang) in any organization or society, the hierarchy
of status requiring that those below show respect for those above, etc.
The term comes from the behavior of chickens that shows such a strati-
fication of privilege. A variation of pecking order. Yeah, there's the lead-
ing order of hens. —Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
lead-pipe cinch: (slang) a doubly sure or doubly easy thing. Lead pipe
refers to a Midwestern and Western US form of galvanized iron pipe
(which looks as if it were lead). For saddling and cinching (fixing a sad-
dle securely) the sort of horse that expands its belly, a short length of
this so-called lead pipe was slipped under the saddle strap and turned
like a tourniquet, the work assisted by a few knee jabs in the belly. Thus
the horse was forced to deflate and the saddle was cinched tight, that
horse now being double (lead-pipe) cinched. You get somebody down to
0.5, they're almost lead-pipe cinch as an eventual suicide one way or the
other. —The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
Lee Enfield rifle: a type of rifle invented by Scottish-born American James
Paris Lee (1831-1904). The Lee Enfield rifle was adopted in 1904 by
Great Britain for both infantry and cavalry. "Even if there is one, we'll
pay attention to it, sure; we'll put it in good hands for safekeeping and
we'll develop physics and chemistry, gunpowder and other useful items
such as Lee Enfield rifles." —The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
libido: (psychoanalysis) sexual instinct or sexual drive. Fellow by the name
of Freud, he had the idea that all you had to do was clear up somebody's
libido and he would begin living. —The Purpose of Human Evaluation
(13 Aug. 51)
licked: (colloquial) overcome; vanquished; controlled. They had that licked a
couple years ago. — Conquest of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
lie detector: a device used on persons suspected of lying, to record certain
changes in body functions that are thought to occur when the subject
tells lies in answering questions. Is there a way of knowing whether or
not a man is telling the truth without subjecting him to a lie detector,
which has a limited usefulness and to which he very often objects? —The
Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
life energy: life force, divine energy, elan vital, or, by any other name, the
energy peculiar to life which acts upon the physical universe and ani-
mates it and changes it. Somewhere in here is life energy. — The Purpose
of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
GLOSSARY
life, on your: (informal) you can be sure; certainly. Variation of you bet your
life. On your life, he will not. —The Purpose of Human Evaluation
(13 Aug. 51)
Linotype: (trademark) of a method of typesetting in which one line of type
is cast in one piece from molten lead. Hence its name (and pronuncia-
tion), line-o'-type. Developed in the 1880s, it has been generally used for
newspapers and periodical publications and quite extensively for books
until the arrival of photographic and electronic systems in the mid-
1970s. And I didn't really realize it today when the Linotype operator
had been keeping up with me. —Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
loahhn: a made-up word. The pack rat was told by the Indian god, Old Man,
that he had better get some loahhn. —The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
look-a-here: an everyday-speech expression meaning simply "look here."
And they'll pick this person up by the scruff of the neck and say now,
"Look-a-here, now." —Conquest of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
loopy: (slang) crazy. And they figure out, "Well, this damn fool, he's really
loopy." -The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
Lord help you: a phrase expressing a warning, plea, etc. But Lord help you
if you put him in charge of a crew and machinery, because the machinery
will really break down. —Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
Los Alamogordos: a humorously made-up name for a city, from Los Alamos,
a town in central New Mexico that is the site of an atomic research cen-
ter, and Alamogordo Air Base, an air force base in New Mexico that was
the site of the first man-made atomic explosion on 16 July 1945. That
reminds me, by the way, of a story of the boys out at Los Alamogordos
and up at MIT were very upset about the atom bomb. —Motion and
Emotion (16 Aug. 51)
low-toned: low on the Tone Scale. See also high-toned and Tone Scale in
this glossary. The low-toned individual doesn't take a high-toned com-
munication. — The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
Lucretius: (98?-55 b.c.) Roman poet who was the author of the unfinished
On the Nature of Things, a didactic poem in six books, setting forth in
outline a complete science of the universe. The purpose of the work was
to prove, by investigating the nature of the world in which man lives,
that all things—including man—operate according to their own laws and
are not in any way influenced by supernatural powers. Plato could come
along and do a good job on it, Lucretius—people all along the line. —The
Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
Ma Bell: nickname for the Bell System, a major telephone company in the
US, owned by American Telephone and Telegraph Company. And they've
got some of those —they've got one of those at Ma Bell that would —is
capable actually of handling all of the long-distance calls in the country.
—Personality (14 Aug. 51)
Magi: the priests of an ancient Persian (of ancient Persia, now Iran, a coun-
try in southwest Asia) religion, famous as astrologers and supposed to
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have supernatural powers. My wife would tear her hair out by the hand-
fuls when she would get bills for books —bill for $150 "A Discourse on the
Mystical and Spiritual Principles of the Magi." —The Purpose of Human
Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
Malay: short for Malay Peninsula, a peninsula in Southeast Asia, south of
Thailand. Down in the Malay —when I was a kid I ran into one.
—Motion and the Tone Scale (17 Aug. 51)
malconcentrated: a coined word from mal, a prefix meaning "bad or badly,
wrong, ill" and concentrated, meaning "having all one's thoughts or
efforts gathered." He can be driven down away from it, he can be disas-
sociated from it to some degree and he can be badly "malconcentrated"
on his subject, but to drive him completely off of it is to drive him insane.
— Conquest of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
Marine Corps: a branch of the US armed forces trained for land, sea and
aerial combat. Just modeled after typical top kicks in the Marine Corps,
that was all. —Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
Marine Reserves: the part of the Marine Corps' fighting force not in active
service. See also Marine Corps in this glossary. Fellow came up to me
and he says, "The Marine Reserves are organizing a twentieth regiment."
—Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
Mars: (astronomy) the fourth major planet from the sun. See also perihe-
lion, like Mars at in this glossary. "In all this Cuban business, there is
one man stands out on the horizon of my memory like Mars at
perihelion." —The Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
Maryland: a small state in the eastern United States. This was recently
gone over very thoroughly in Maryland. — Conquest of the Physical Uni-
verse (14 Aug. 51)
materialistic: characterized by materialism: the belief that all action,
thought and feeling can be explained by the movements and changes of
matter. It isn't necessary, then, to go what is commonly called completely
materialistic in order to look over this survival level. —The Dynamics of
Existence (13 Aug. 51)
mayhap: (archaic) perhaps; maybe. And no man succeeds unless by hook or
crook or threat he forces or bribes other men to assist him, or mayhap
God in his goodness performs a miracle and sends him an angel of light
for an assistant. —The Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
Mayo Clinic: an internationally known clinic in the state of Minnesota,
United States. It was originally opened by William Mayo (1819-1911) as
a small clinic and subsequently developed by his sons, William James
(1861-1939) and Charles (1865-1939), American surgeons. When he gets
sick he will get sick along the operational I-require-lots-of-treatment, I'm-
leaving-for-Mayo's-Clinic order. —Motion and Emotion (continued) (16
Aug. 51)
McCormick: a reaping machine invented (1831) and manufactured by
Cyrus Hall McCormick (1809-1884). In 1902 the various McCormick
GLOSSARY
companies were combined to form the present International Harvester
Company. See also International Harvester in this glossary. And you
know in the McCormick, as a matter of fact, they don't have this guard.
-The Tone Scale (15 Aug. 51)
McKinley: William McKinley (1843-1901), twenty-fifth president of the
United States (1896-1900); US president during the Spanish-American
War. See also war between Spain and the United States in this glos-
sary. "The point that I wish to make is this: McKinley gave Rowan a let-
ter to be delivered to Garcia." —The Purpose of Human Evaluation
(13 Aug. 51)
Medal of Honor: (military) the highest US military decoration, awarded by
Congress for gallantry at the risk of life above and beyond the call of
duty; established 1862. A very funny part of this fellow is that he's the
kind of a fellow that's liable to get the Medal of Honor or something of
the sort. —Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
Mediterranean: short for Mediterranean Sea, large sea surrounded by
Europe, Africa and Asia. Somebody was talking—French engineer few
decades ago — was talking about shifting the Mediterranean into the mid-
dle of the Sahara. —Conquest of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
mental image picture: a mental copy of one's perceptions sometime in the
past; three-dimensional color pictures with sound and smell and all
other perceptions, plus the conclusions or speculations of the individual.
For example, if a person was in a car accident, he would retain "pictures"
of that experience in his mind, complete with recordings of the sights,
physical sensations, smells, sounds, etc., that occurred during that inci-
dent. For further information on mental image pictures and how the
mind works, read Dianetics: The Modern Science of Mental Health by
L. Ron Hubbard. [Definition of bank: the mental image picture collec-
tion of the preclear. . . .]
merchant prince: a very wealthy or influential merchant. Old Ben Frank-
lin advanced that one on the stage; it almost startled the merchant
princes of America out of their nightcaps. — The Dynamics of Existence
(13 Aug. 51)
Message to Garcia: an inspirational essay written by Elbert Hubbard
(1856-1915) in 1899 and published as an editorial in one of his maga-
zines, The Philistine. It is said to have sold forty million copies and
became enormously popular among businessmen who distributed copies
to their employees. See also Elbert, Uncle and Garcia in this glossary.
And by that time, Andrew Carnegie and a few of the boys had stepped in
and they began to order this little pamphlet until finally there were mil-
lions and millions of these little bits—Message to Garcia—distributed
throughout America in this fashion. — The Purpose of Human Evalu-
ation (13 Aug. 51)
mest: a word coined from the initial letters of matter, energy, space and
time, which are the component parts (elements) of the physical universe.
Also used as an adjective to mean physical—as in "mest universe,"
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meaning the "physical universe." Now, man can take mountains and
make molehills out of them and he can divert rivers and he can really
twist this mest around. —Conquest of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
mimicry: the act of copying closely; imitating. Now, a man—a man has
another gimmick, very interesting one, called mimicry. —Conquest of the
Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
Minnesota: a state in the north central part of the United States. The gover-
nor of Minnesota or Wisconsin or someplace up there had —issued an
order one day. —Conquest of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
mischief, like the: (colloquial) with great force, cunning. Mischief is a
euphemism for devil, as in like the devil. The high Tone Scales are just
trying like the mischief to defeat the low Tone Scale people. —The
Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
misemotional: a coined word in Dianetics, often used loosely to refer to any-
thing that is unpleasant emotion, such as antagonism, anger, fear, grief,
apathy or a death feeling. The full meaning of misemotion is an emotion
or emotional reaction that is inappropriate to the present time situation.
It is taken from mis- (wrong) + emotion. To say that a person was mis-
emotional would indicate that the person did not display the emotion
called for by the actual circumstances of the situation. Being misemo-
tional would be synonymous with being irrational. One can fairly judge
the rationality of any individual by the correctness of the emotion he
displays in a given set of circumstances. To be joyful and happy when
circumstances call for joy and happiness would be rational. To display
grief without sufficient present time cause would be irrational. You've
got misadjudication and then you've got a misemotional appliance to it.
—Motion and Emotion (16 Aug. 51)
MIT: abbreviation for Massachusetts Institute of Technology, a leading tech-
nical university with schools of architecture, engineering and science. It
is located in Cambridge, Massachusetts. That reminds me, by the way, of
a story of the boys out at Los Alamogordos and up at MIT were very
upset about the atom bomb. —Motion and Emotion (16 Aug. 51)
Modern Science of Mental Health, The: short for Dianetics: The Modern
Science of Mental Health, the basic text on Dianetics techniques, written
by L. Ron Hubbard and first published in 1950. See also Dianetics in
this glossary. For instance, this first book, The Modern Science of Mental
Health, would not be accepted by the publisher unless it had to do with
mental health. —The Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
modus operandi: (Latin) mode of operation; way of doing or accomplishing
something; procedure. And let's take the modus operandi of survival.
—Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
molecule: the smallest particle of an element or compound that can exist in
the free state and still retain the characteristics of the element or com-
pound. And this describes how—oh, accurately, just as though the fellow
had been right there watching it—it describes how the mind thinks up a
thought or sees something or feels something or hears something and
GLOSSARY
then stores it in a hole in a punched protein molecule. — The Purpose of
Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
money, into the big: (slang) getting plenty of money; becoming prosperous
or rich. A variation of in the money. And he had started into the big
money in 1930. —The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
monocell: an organism composed of a single cell. Yes, it might have gotten up
to that terrific complexity called the monocell and that's a terrifically
complex thing. —The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
motor: of, manifested by or involving muscular movements. See also motor
strip in this glossary. The one is simply the control system through the
motor controls. —Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
motor strip: the mind's control system through the motor controls. There
are two panels on each side of the skull, one on top of the other, and they
control opposite sides of the body. One of the panels on each side is
where the thoughts register (called the "sensory strip"), and the other
panel is where the muscle control is set up. It's putting another "I" inter-
posing here, so that the motor strip will react to somebody else but this
"I." —Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
muff: (psychiatry) a cloth wrapped tightly over the mouth and nostrils of
noisy patients in insane asylums, to keep down the noise and keep the
patients quiet. They took off all the restraints, they took off all these
muffs and they opened a lot of cell doors that hadn't been opened before.
— Conquest of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
National Casualty: short for National Casualty Company, an insurance
company in the United States with headquarters in St. Louis, Missouri.
Casualty insurance is a type of insurance which protects a person from
lawsuits filed by persons he has injured or whose property he has
injured. It also will provide payments to the insured person for accidents
which happen to himself or to his property. Maybe it sometimes takes as
long as three years, but if anybody is knocking together life insurance
statistics and he doesn't pay attention to this one, his statistics won't be
very correct, all due respect to National Casualty. —Conquest of the
Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
natural selection: see Darwin in this glossary. What's wrong with it,
though, is his theory of natural selection. — The Dynamics of Existence
(13 Aug. 51)
navy junior: a person of the lowest grade of rating in the navy, held broadly
by those under 18 years old. I was a navy junior. —Motion and Emotion
(continued) (16 Aug. 51)
Nazi Germany: reference to Germany when it was under the control of the
National Socialist German Workers' Party beginning in 1933. The party
seized political control of the country under the leadership of Adolf Hit-
ler and systematically eliminated opposition, and put into effect its pro-
gram of nationalism, racism, rearmament, aggression, etc. In alliance
with Italy and, later, Japan, Nazi-controlled Germany entered into a
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large-scale war with many other nations of the world, which came to be
called World War II (1939-1945). Upon Germany's surrender (1945), its
standard of living collapsed and there was widespread suffering. The
word Nazi comes from the German word Nationalsozialist (national
socialist). One gets into the shape Nazi Germany is in today. —The
Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
Nebraska: a state in the central United States. Now, if he's used words on
which—if there's been an earlier agreement on what the physical uni-
verse was—because there might have been a disagreement on that; one
might have been from North Carolina and the other might have been
from Nebraska ... -The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
necessity level: a person's ability to rise above his aberrations when his
action is required to handle an immediate and serious threat to his sur-
vival. See also aberration in this glossary. But if it starts falling out
into the "maybe" range, he can't get up to the point where necessity level
says "I've got to," and yet he can't quite leave it alone, he's anxious about
microphones. —Personality (14 Aug. 51)
ne'er-do-well: a person who never does anything worthwhile; one who can-
not make a living, get things done, etc. Nothing is said about the
employer who grows old before his time and in a vain attempt to get
frowzy ne'er-do-wells to do intelligent work, and his long patient striving
after help that does nothing but loaf when his back is turned. —The Pur-
pose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
ne plus ultra ultra ultra: a coined phrase used in this lecture to mean
"above or beyond the ultimate" from the Latin ne plus ultra: the utmost
limit, or the highest point of perfection. That was the ne plus ultra ultra
ultra of all the theories of memory storage and human energy. —The
Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
nerve trunk: the main body or stem of a nerve as distinguished from its
branches. So it's only a thousandth of a watt of thought permits the sen-
sory little finger to move and possibly some mechanism in here builds up
so that you've got maybe a watt of current which transfers down through
the nerve trunks and out to the fellow's index finger and the fellow's
index finger moves. —Motion and the Tone Scale (17 Aug. 51)
neurological: having to do with the nervous system, its structure and dis-
eases. There is your neurological levels, and so on. — The ARC Triangle
(17 Aug. 51)
neurons: the main units that make up the nerves. They consist of cell bodies
with threadlike parts that carry signals to and from the cells. Atomic
and molecular phenomena did not describe an energy which would store
in the neurons and act as memory. —The Purpose of Human Evaluation
(13 Aug. 51)
New Mexico: a state in the southwest United States. They were going to
bring everybody down to the desert down there in New Mexico and they
GLOSSARY
were going to touch a button and go boom!  —Motion and Emotion
(16 Aug. 51)
Newton: Sir Isaac Newton (1642-1727), English mathematician and natural
philosopher. See also laws of motion and interaction in this glossary.
And all of a sudden we realized that science and the engineer himself
had gone completely slap-happy from the days of Newton, and they said,
"Oh, look! The law of interaction, the law of acceleration, the law of
inertia." —The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
New York Central Railroad: a US railroad company formed in 1853 which
by 1930 was one of the leading railroads connecting the cities of the east
coast with those of the Middle West. The New York Central Railroad
ordered—after they had seen this in one of Hubbard's magazines —they
ordered a hundred thousand copies of it and distributed it to their
employees . . . —The Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
New Yorker magazine: an American weekly magazine founded in 1925
which specializes in short fiction, cartoons, verse, reviews and commen-
tary. Now in boredom, have you ever read the New Yorker magazine?
-The Tone Scale (15 Aug. 51)
Niagara Falls: a large waterfall on the Niagara River between the state of
New York in the United States and Ontario in Canada. The river is
nearly a mile across at the falls and flows approximately 15 million
cubic feet of water per minute over straight drops ranging from 158 to
167 feet. Used figuratively in this lecture. He figured out if the human
mind were done in terms of modern electronics—you built a machine
with vacuum tubes and electricity which could do a lot of the things the
human mind could do —it would require enough electricity to light the
city of New York; it would require Niagara Falls to cool it and it would
require, if vacuum tubes were one cent apiece, a million dollars' worth of
vacuum tubes. —Motion and the Tone Scale (17 Aug. 51)
nickel: a coin of the United States or Canada made of an alloy of nickel and
copper and equal to five cents. He considers that this item is vital to his
survival—you know, a nickel for a candy bar. —Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
1984: a satirical novel by George Orwell (1903-1950), written in 1949. Set in
the society of the future, it is the story of a man and a girl who rebel. In
this terrifying society there is no place for truth, for historical records
are destroyed and propaganda replaces information. Thought and love
are punished, while privacy is impossible. Placards everywhere say: "Big
Brother is watching you." (Big Brother is the name of the dictator in this
novel and has come to refer to any ruler or government that invades the
privacy of its citizens.) This, of course, I'm talking about in the far dis-
tant future—1965, something of this sort—and—did you read 1984?
—Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
95: short for 95 degrees Fahrenheit (according to the Fahrenheit scale for
measuring temperature, on which 32 degrees marks the freezing point
of water and 212 degrees the boiling point.) It was about 95 down there
at Quantico in the Virginia sun. —Motion and Emotion (continued)
(16 Aug. 51)
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non sequitur: (Latin) a remark having no bearing on what has just been
said. Literally it means it does not follow. Now, this person talks to you
in slight non sequiturs, slight ones, almost continually. — The ARC Tri-
angle (17 Aug. 51)
North Carolina: a state in the southeast United States on the Atlantic
coast. Now, if he's used words on which —if there's been an earlier agree-
ment on what the physical universe was —because there might have been
a disagreement on that; one might have been from North Carolina and the
other might have been from Nebraska ... —The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
North Korean: a person of North Korea, a country in eastern Asia. A war
was fought in the early 1950s between communist North Korea and the
United Nations. The war began in 1950, when North Korea invaded
South Korea. The United Nations declared North Korea the aggressor
and sent troops, mostly from United States forces, to aid the South
Korean army. In 1953, with neither side having a prospect of victory, a
truce was signed. See also communist in this glossary. Even if you had
an American and Russian and even if they were army officers—even
then—highly antagonistic toward each other, if one of Orson Welles' men
from Mars suddenly showed up, I'm afraid you'd find the North Koreans
and the South Koreans and the UN and the Russians and the commu-
nists all joining hands to shoot the devil out of that foreign species if it
were considered to be a menace to man. — The Dynamics of Existence
(13 Aug. 51)
note: short for promissory note, a written promise to pay a stated sum of
money, issued by a bank, that must be paid on demand. A banker, for
instance, is subjected to a continual running fire of "I want a nice little
short-term note here of—well, I can use five thousand dollars," trying to
select out of the mass of people that are coming in front of his desk, one
right after the other, the person who will pay it back. — The Purpose of
Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
nuclear physics: the branch of physics (the science of relationships between
matter and energy) which deals with atoms, their nuclear structure and
the behavior of nuclear particles. Nuclear means pertaining to the
nucleus or central core of an atom. Now it's possible —it's possible that
with this new branch of nuclear physics we might be able to locate the
energy of life. —The Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
obit: (informal) an obituary, a notice of the death of a person, usually with a
brief biographical sketch, as in a newspaper. Call up Bill and Suzie and
Agnes and the other names in the obit column. —Conquest of the Physi-
cal Universe (14 Aug. 51)
occluded: not available to conscious recall. In other words, it would be
occluded. —Personality (14 Aug. 51)
occluded case: an individual whose memories are usually largely occluded
and whose fields of awareness are black or very dark. See also
occluded in this glossary. And it contains about a thousand questions
in various categories and types of Validation mest Straightwire which
resolve valence problems, invalidation cases, occluded cases and even
resolves cases that are afraid of the weather. —Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
GLOSSARY
old boy: (chiefly British) an adult male, used in informal direct address. An
American goes over there and tries to lighten up their railroad carriages
so their trains will go somewhat faster than ten miles an hour, and
they'll say, "I say, old boy, our reputation for solidity is at stake." —The
Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
old school: a group of people who cling to traditional or conservative ideas,
methods, etc. Oh, the boys —the old boys with the tooth-and-claw idea
that "everybody hates everybody really, and everybody's on the defensive
and that's why we have to force everybody into being social animals,"—
you know, the old school. — The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
oyster, world is (one's): the person referred to is doing very well, is pros-
perous, is happy, has great prospects, etc. They say the world is the
young man's oyster. —Conquest of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
pack rat: any of a group of large North American rats, with a hairy tail,
that carries away and hides food, clothing, tools, etc., often leaving
something else, as if in exchange. The Indians tell a story about the pack
rat. -The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
pancreas: a large, elongated gland situated behind the stomach and secret-
ing a digestive juice into the small intestine: groups of cells in the pan-
creas produce the hormone insulin (a protein hormone which helps the
body use sugar and other carbohydrates). But I mentioned that because
up here in the pituitary gland there is evidently a series of switches—just
call them that—and you just throw these switches and this says, "pan-
creas, pancreas quarter speed, pancreas half speed, adrenals quarter
speed, adrenals half speed, adrenals all ahead flank." —Motion and
Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
paranoid: having the irrational belief that everyone is against one. It's a
wonder that life isn't more paranoid than it is because in the days — the
very early days of life when there was nothing but plankton and algae,
puff of wind come up and a few billion cells would die right there —just
a puff of wind. —Conquest of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
parting of the company: ceasing association or friendship. And scientists
got mad at religion and religion decided that science was very wrong for
being mad and they did a little bit of a parting of the company. — The
Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
Pearly Gates: (colloquial) the gates of heaven. If you met them up at the
Pearly Gates you'd say, "What happened to you?" —The Tone Scale
(15 Aug. 51)
peg: (informal) identify. Right there, you can peg him on the line with a
glance at his health record. —The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
Pekingese: any of a breed of very small dogs, originally of China, with long
silky hair and a pug nose. It is a mischievous, intelligent animal and in
spite of its small size, is quick-tempered and loves to fight. He raises
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canary birds, he raises cats, Pekingese, he raises trees, he raises—he'll
raise ornamental shrubs —all sorts of things that have nothing to do
directly with his survival, apparently. —The Dynamics of Existence (13
Aug. 51)
penicillin: any of several antibiotic compounds widely used to prevent and
treat bacterial infection and other diseases. It is obtained from certain
molds or produced synthetically. Used humorously in this lecture.
"That's what's curing the new penicillins, isn't it?" —Self Analysis (15
Aug. 51)
perihelion, like Mars at: very clearly. Perihelion is the point nearest the
sun in the orbit of a planet. When Mars is at its perihelion it can be
viewed very clearly because Earth is between Mars and the sun. See
also Mars in this glossary. "In all this Cuban business, there is one man
stands out on the horizon of my memory like Mars at perihelion." —The
Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
peripheral: (anatomy) near the surface or outside of; external. He has full
autonomic mobilization for violent attack, complete inhibition of cra-
niosacral, thoracolumbar in full action, respiration and pulse fast and
deep, stasis of gastrointestinal tract, blood to peripheral vascular system.
—Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
pestiferous: annoying; bothersome. "The old woman's pretty pestiferous."
-The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
Philadelphia: a city and port in southeastern Pennsylvania. This was in
Philadelphia. —The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
photoelectric: of or pertaining to a device that produces or increases the
strength of an electric current when light shines on it. These are used
for example in automatic control systems for doors, lighting, etc. There's
a thought impulse which is sufficient to wiggle that and then you get
a buildup here possibly on the order of a photoelectric relay system
whereby you take a thousandth of a watt and you can build it up to a
kilowatt. —Motion and the Tone Scale (17 Aug. 51)
physical universe: the universe of matter, energy, space and time. It would
be the universe of the planets, their rocks, rivers and oceans, the uni-
verse of stars and galaxies, the universe of burning suns and time. Man
has been attacking, conquering the physical universe; he hasn't been
spending much time trying to recover all the data he could from any
other level. —The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
physiological: having to do with the organic functions or processes in an
organism or in any of its parts. I'm going to knock you all anaten now by
a very simple process of simply reading to you the physiological scale on
this. —Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
pig in the poke: (slang) something accepted or agreed to without careful
examination; an unknown risk. From an old practice in England of pigs
(three or four months old) being sold in a poke (a small bag). Sometimes
a peasant would try to sell a runt or cat in the bag to an unwary cus-
tomer who didn't check to see what was in the bag. Now, every time you
GLOSSARY
bring in somebody, if you had the feeling like you were hiring a pig in the
poke, you put him on the job, three months later you happen to wonder
if that job — if that fellow's doing well and you find out the whole job is
collapsed and it's stopped a whole assembly line down the way here.
— The Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
pitching, in there: (slang) making an effort; working diligently; refusing to
be defeated. "This person should be in there pitching." —Conquest of the
Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
pituitary gland: a small roundish organ at the base of the brain which pro-
duces various special substances which influence the growth and devel-
opment of the body. You step on the accelerator system very simply and
very easily: Via the pituitary glands, evidently, a series of catalysts are
thrown into the body in such a way as to produce further catalysts, via
the glandular system, which permit a great deal more fuel to be burned.
—Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
Plains of Abraham: a high plain adjoining the city of Quebec, Canada. See
also Quebec in this glossary. And here he was on the Plains of Abraham
and he looks at all these abutments—oh, all kinds of defense works,
earthworks, everything else —these enormous gates, these tall castles,
and, "Uh — we'll — we'll wait till the rest of the supplies come across the
river." —Motion and Emotion (16 Aug. 51)
Plato: (ca. 427-347 b.c.) Greek philosopher and educator, born in Athens. In
387 b.c., founded a school of philosophy known as the Academy which
became the first university known in history. Plato could come along
and do a good job on it, Lucretius —people all along the line. — The
Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
plutonium: a radioactive chemical element, used in nuclear weapons and
reactors. The only thing—the only reason you get atomic fission with
plutonium is the fact that too much plutonium mixed together goes boom!
—Motion and Emotion (16 Aug. 51)
Political Dianetics: a branch of Dianetics which embraces the field of
group activity and organization to establish the optimum conditions and
processes of leadership and intergroup relations. / was going to lecture
on Political Dianetics. — Conquest of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
P-192: a made-up name for a pursuit plane, an armed airplane designed for
speed and maneuverability in fighting enemy aircraft. But theoretically,
if you set up a tuning fork or a P-192 —that's the new pursuit ship that
they're going to build in 1988 —this new pursuit ship will create standing
waves which will wipe out Wichita, not just scare it to death. —Motion
and Emotion (16 Aug. 51)
Poor Richard's Almanack: the composite name given to the almanacs
issued from 1732 to 1757 by Benjamin Franklin. They were written
under the pen name Richard Saunders and contained humor, informa-
tion and proverbial wisdom, such as:
"Early to bed and early to rise,
Makes a man healthy, wealthy and wise."
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See also Franklin, Ben in this glossary. Ben Franklin was writing Poor
Richard's Almanack, and one day he came up with this thing and he
started to beat the drum and said, "Honesty is the best policy." —The
Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
possum, playing: (colloquial) pretending to be asleep, dead, unaware, etc.
Opossums lie still as if paralyzed or pretending to be dead when they
are attacked. Opossum, so forth—playing possum. —Self Analysis (15
Aug. 51)
postulate: (1) assume (a thing) to be true, especially as a basis for reason-
ing. An engineer—an engineering approach to the theory of evolution
immediately demonstrates to you that the chances against the happy and
fortuitous developments of the organism as postulated in the theory of
natural selection are utterly impossible. —The Dynamics of Existence (13
Aug. 51) (2) something taken for granted or assumed as a basis for rea-
soning; a fundamental principle. But certainly, using this postulate, we
can start making headway and making it swiftly. —The Dynamics of
Existence (13 Aug. 51)
preclear: a person not yet Clear, hence pre-Clear; generally, a person being
audited, who is thus on the road to Clear; a person who, through audit-
ing, is finding out more about himself and life. A Clear is an unaber-
rated person. He is rational in that he forms the best possible solutions
he can on the data he has and from his viewpoint. It is a state of mental
well-being never before achieved by man. See also auditing in this glos-
sary. And he very often forgets that he is life, too, and all too often will
postulate the activity of everyone and the course of everyone by his own —
just like many a preclear will give you a whole new theory of Dianetics
solely on his own case. —Conquest of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
prefrontal lobes: the portion of the brain directly behind the forehead. In a
prefrontal lobotomy (a brain operation used by psychiatry supposedly for
the purpose of relieving symptoms of mental illness) they are separated
from the rest of the brain by cutting the connecting nerve fibers. "If I
cut the prefrontal lobes out of this human being . . ." —The Dynamics of
Existence (13 Aug. 51)
processing: same as auditing. See auditing in this glossary. Yes, because
there are several therapies; one of them is — there are three: education,
environment and Dianetic processing will accomplish about the three
things. —Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
Prohibition: a period in the United States (1920-1933) in which the manu-
facture, transportation, and sale of alcoholic liquors for beverage pur-
poses were forbidden (prohibited) by Federal law. Most of the smuggling
and distribution of illicit liquor was controlled by organized crime. He
had become a gangster's doctor, a doctor to gangsters—Prohibition, lots
of money. —The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
protein: an organic compound containing nitrogen occurring in plant and
animal tissue and forming an essential part of the food of animals. And
this describes how—oh, accurately, just as though the fellow had been
right there watching it —it describes how the mind thinks up a thought
GLOSSARY
or sees something or feels something or hears something and then stores
it in a hole in a punched protein molecule. — The Purpose of Human
Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
psychiatric: of or having to do with psychiatry: the supposed medical prac-
tice or science of diagnosing and treating mental disorders. This is a big
psychiatric textbook house, this Hermitage House. —The Purpose of
Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
psychiatrist: a physician engaged in psychiatry. See also psychiatric in
this glossary. The psychiatrist would have gotten nothing in return if he
failed because there is no penalty for this type of failure. — The Dynamics
of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
psycho: short for psychotic. See psychotic in this glossary. Boy, the last
thing in the world this guy ought to be doing is associating with psychos,
because look at the behavior patterns he was getting. —Motion and the
Tone Scale (17 Aug. 51)
psychoanalysis: a system of mental therapy developed in 1894 by Sigmund
Freud (1856-1939), Austrian physician and neurologist. It depended
upon the following practices for its effects: The patient was made to talk
about and recall his childhood for years while the practitioner brought
about a transfer of the patient's personality to his own and searched for
hidden sexual incidents believed by Freud to be the only cause of aberra-
tion. The practitioner read sexual significances into all statements and
evaluated them for the patient along sexual lines. Each of these points
later proved to be based upon false premises and incomplete research,
accounting for their lack of result and the subsequent failure of the sub-
ject and its offshoots. Freud in a rather heartbroken little memorial
written about 1920 said, "Psychoanalysis, Terminable or Interminable?"
— The Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
"Psychoanalysis, Terminable or Interminable": reference to a number
of papers written by Sigmund Freud and collected into several volumes.
Volume V is titled Analysis, Terminable and Interminable. Freud in a
rather heartbroken little memorial written about 1920 said, "Psycho-
analysis, Terminable or Interminable?" —The Purpose of Human Evalu-
ation (13 Aug. 51)
psychologist: one who practices psychology. See also psychology in this
glossary. Psychologists, working with and observing dogs and watching
dogs go on stimulus-response on pain, erroneously conceived the fact that
a man was trained only by pain. —Conquest of the Physical Universe
(14 Aug. 51)
psychology: the study of the human brain and stimulus-response mechanisms.
It states that "Man, to be happy, must adjust to his environment." In
other words, man, to be happy, must be a total effect. Somebody down-
stairs a little while ago was saying this is the thing that people went into
psychology classes in college to learn and were terribly disappointed
never to have found out. —The Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
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psychopath: (psychology) a person whose behavior is largely amoral (with-
out morals) and asocial (not social) and who is characterized by irre-
sponsibility, lack of remorse or shame, perverse or impulsive (often
criminal) behavior, and other serious personality defects, generally with-
out psychotic attacks or symptoms. It was very interesting during the
last twenty years, every time I have mentioned this in a group of psychia-
trists or psychopaths or anything, these people have looked at me sol-
emnly and they've said, "Well, you know, that would be impossible for a
man to think about how he thinks." —Conquest of the Physical Universe
(14 Aug. 51)
psychosis: any severe form of mental disorder; insanity. "7s there anything
wrong with this in the treatment of psychosis?" —Conquest of the Physi-
cal Universe (14 Aug. 51)
psychotic: an individual who is out of contact to a thorough extent with his
present time environment and who does not compute into the future. He
may be an acute psychotic wherein he becomes psychotic for only a few
minutes at a time and only occasionally in certain environments (as in
rages or apathies) or he may be a chronic psychotic, or in a continual
disconnection with the future and present. Psychotics who are dramati-
cally harmful to others are considered dangerous enough to be put away.
Psychotics who are harmful on a less dramatic basis are no less harmful
to their environment and are no less psychotic. If you remember that in
treating a psychotic, by the way, you auditors, you can really start laying
stuff out. — Conquest of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
Quantico: the US Marine Corps base and development and education com-
mand at Quantico, Virginia, in the eastern US. It was about 95 down
there at Quantico in the Virginia sun. —Motion and Emotion (continued)
(16 Aug. 51)
Quebec: a city in eastern Canada. It was under the rule of the British in the
late eighteenth century, when it was attacked by Benedict Arnold. See
also Arnold, Benedict in this glossary. Benedict Arnold, in the early
part of his career when he was of great service to the revolting colonies,
got up to Quebec. —Motion and Emotion (16 Aug. 51)
qui vive, on the: on the lookout; on the alert. From the French qui vive,
(long) live who? (i.e., whose side are you on?). Used as a sentry's chal-
lenge. "But you get up into this upper bracket up here of the Tone Scale
and you find that he's pretty conscious, he's pretty alert, he's on the ball,
he's on the qui vive, he's the kind of fellow you wish you could hire."
—Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
rack and ruin, go to: decay, decline or become destroyed. That machine is
going to go to rack and ruin simply because it is a dangerous object if it's
moving. —Motion and Emotion (16 Aug. 51)
reactive mind: that portion of a person's mind which works on a totally
stimulus-response basis, which is not under his volitional control and
which exerts force and the power of command over his awareness, pur-
poses, thoughts, body and actions. It seems that the reactive mind or the
unconsciousness section of the mind, and so forth, has about twenty
duplicate files. —Personality (14 Aug. 51)
GLOSSARY
reason why, (one) will know the: (one) will suffer, be punished, etc. Now,
you'd better line yourself up with the rest of the life forms around
you and you'd better tackle this thing or you'll know the reason why.
—
Conquest of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
rectahedron: a coined term for a geometrical figure. It was a —it's a rec-
tangular—it's a "rectahedron" with a lot of black and symbols on it.
—
Conquest of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
red flag: (colloquial) something serving as a warning of trouble or danger
ahead. A fellow who starts to disarrange data which it isn't even necessary
to disarrange, boy, that's a red flag. —The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
reich: see German Reich in this glossary. "Now, if you boys stick together
with me we're going to take Czechoslovakia and Austria and we're going
to make the German Reich a great reich." —Motion and Emotion (con-
tinued) (16 Aug. 51)
Republican: having to do with the Republican Party, one of the two major
political parties in the US, organized in 1854, originally as a political
party against slavery and later as favoring an extension of the powers of
the national government. But because very few people are very thor-
oughly lined up with this goal, particularly in this present society —
maybe if we get a Republican administration there might be more lined up
but I doubt that, too. —Conquest of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
Rhine: Joseph Banks Rhine (1895-1980), American psychologist. As head of
the laboratory of parapsychology at Duke University, in Durham, North
Carolina, he investigated extrasensory perception and tried to find sci-
entific explanations for "supernatural" occurrences, e.g., telepathy, etc.
Rhine, out at Durham, has awful arguments with fellows up here at San
Francisco. —The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
riot gun: a small firearm, especially a shotgun, used to disperse rioters
rather than inflict serious injury. The cops go threshing around Chicago
finding this guy who just broke out and shot a guard —he said he'd never
be taken alive—and he had the guard's riot gun. —The ARC Triangle
(17 Aug. 51)
Robin Hood's barn, go around: arrive at the right conclusion by very
roundabout methods. From the fact that Robin Hood had no barn, his
granary was the cornfields of the neighborhood. To go around his barn
was to make a circuitous route around the neighboring fields. No, the
banker has had to go around Robin Hood's barn about this and he
says—and by the way, he's been stung so often through an inability to
know, that he's had to go around Robin Hood's barn as his test—he says,
"How much collateral you've got?" —The Purpose of Human Evaluation
(13 Aug. 51)
Rock Creek Park: the largest park in Washington, DC. It runs along Rock
Creek and contains natural woodlands. They had marched it —down in
Rock Creek Park — they had inarched down along a line where there was
a precipice on this side and he couldn't get them away from it. —Motion
and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
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roily coaster: a railway for amusement consisting of inclined tracks along
which small cars roll, abruptly dip, turn, etc. Used figuratively in this
lecture. But the child's life, emotionally, is a sort of a roily coaster—zing-
zing-zing. — Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
Rome: the capital of Italy and seat of the Roman Catholic Church. Somebody
tried to change a few doctrines down in Rome and—some scientist—and
they burned him. —The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
Roosevelt, Franklin Delano: (1882-1945) thirty-second president of the
US from 1933 to 1945. And what with everything else, Franklin Delano
Roosevelt came along and put an end to Prohibition and the big money
in gangsterism, and there, but for him, went a doctor. — The Dynamics of
Existence (13 Aug. 51)
Ross: a Scientologist at the time of this lecture. So, before this happened,
however, Ross and I were discussing it and he says, "Wait till we find out
what happens to the Linotype operator." —Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
Rowan: Lieutenant Andrew Summers Rowan (1857-1943), about whom a
tale (A Message to Garcia) was written by Elbert Hubbard in 1899. See
also Elbert, Uncle in this glossary. "Someone said to the president,
'There is a fellow by the name of Rowan will find Garcia for you, if any-
body can.'" —The Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
Roycroft: reference to Roycroft Press, a shop founded (1895) by Elbert
Hubbard. The shop was named after seventeenth-century English
printer Thomas Roycroft (printer of Oriental languages). See also
Elbert, Uncle in this glossary. As a matter of fact, he'd been running
Roycroft for some time, a whole town of people. —The Purpose of Human
Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
rubbing it in: emphasizing or reminding a person constantly of an unpleas-
ant fact. That was kind of rubbing it in. —Conquest of the Physical Uni-
verse (14 Aug. 51)
ruddy rod: a made-up term. He's all set and he knows that this arm comes
out here and cuts off the piece of steel in front of him, and the ruddy rod
comes over here and this one goes there and something else comes down
here and the hole is punched with this thing over here—he knows all
these things are taking place. —Motion and Emotion (16 Aug. 51)
rule of thumb: general or approximate principle, procedure or rule based on
experience or practice as opposed to a specific, scientific calculation or
estimate. 1.5s tend toward being square and that is just one of these
rules of thumb that you can't take too seriously, but it's something to
alert to. -The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
running fire: a rapid succession, as of remarks, questions, etc. A banker, for
instance, is subjected to a continual running fire of "I want a nice little
short-term note here of—well, I can use five thousand dollars," trying to
select out of the mass of people that are coming in front of his desk, one
right after the other, the person who will pay it back. — The Purpose of
Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
GLOSSARY
rye: whiskey made from rye, a hardy annual cereal grass grown in cold
regions as a cover and forage crop and for its grain. "Now, if an individ-
ual gets much less than half-conscious — well, what happens to a fellow if
you put a quart of rye in his brisket and send him off down the road in a
car?" -Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
Sahara: a very large desert region in North Africa. Somebody was talking—
French engineer few decades ago— was talking about shifting the Medi-
terranean into the middle of the Sahara. —Conquest of the Physical
Universe (14 Aug. 51)
Saint Elizabeth's: reference to Saint Elizabeth's Hospital, a government
supported psychiatric hospital in Washington, DC. He was head of Saint
Elizabeth's, where they sent the Naval officers after they'd received their
fifth contradiction from the Navy Department. —The Purpose of Human
Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
Salvation Army: an international organization, organized on semimilitary
lines, that is known chiefly for its charitable works in cities among the
poor, the homeless and people dependent on drugs and alcohol. But the
Salvation Army or the lawyer or somebody will come along and pick him up
by the scruff of the neck. —Conquest of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
San Francisco: a seaport in western California, on San Francisco Bay. Tests
on psychic abilities were conducted in the area beginning in the 1930s.
Rhine, out at Durham, has awful arguments with fellows up here at San
Francisco. -The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
Saskatchewan: a province of south central Canada. And we'll probably be at
war at that time with north Saskatchewan or something of the sort.
—Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
scat, as quick as: (informal) quickly; very fast (possibly from the term
ss'cat, a hiss followed by the word cat used in driving away cats).
Because if—no matter how dangerous that cat may seem, why, a fellow
gets hungry enough and the perceptics agree in other quarters, he'll take
mister cat and spit him and roast him just as quick as scat! —Personality
(14 Aug. 51)
Schicklgruber, Herr: another name for Adolf Hitler. Hitler's father, Alois
(born 1837), was illegitimate and for a time bore his mother's name,
Schicklgruber, but by 1876 he had established his claim to the surname
Hitler. Adolf (born 1889) never used any other name, and the name
Schicklgruber was revived only by his political opponents in Germany
and Austria in the 1930s. Herr is a German title corresponding to Mister
or Sir. See also Hitler in this glossary. And now let's take the angriest
man you've probably listened to and that is a fellow by the name of—
well, the late Herr Schicklgruber of Germany and other European points
— in other words, Hitler. — Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
schizophrenia: (psychiatry) a major mental disorder typically characterized
by a separation of the thought processes and the emotions, a distortion
of reality accompanied by delusions and hallucinations, a fragmentation
of the personality, motor (involving muscular movement) disturbances,
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bizarre behavior, etc. The word schizophrenia means "scissors" or "two"
plus "head"—a two-head, in other words. That's getting arthritis or schizo-
phrenia. —Personality (14 Aug. 51)
Science of Survival: a book by L. Ron Hubbard, published in 1951, which
covers the different aspects of the Tone Scale and how this technology
can be used in processing and in life. See also Tone Scale in this glos-
sary. Twelve copies Science of Survival. —Motion and the Tone Scale
(17 Aug. 51)
Seattle: a major city and seaport in west central Washington State, in the
United States. I said, "You know, Manning's Coffee Shop up in Seattle
has a coffee roaster right out in the window, and they blow this big fan
across the coffee roaster out into the street." —The Purpose of Human
Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
secondary: a mental image picture of a moment of severe and shocking loss
or threat of loss which contains misemotion such as anger, fear, grief,
apathy or "deathfulness." It may contain unconsciousness. It is called a
secondary because it itself depends upon an earlier engram with similar
data but real pain. See also mental image picture in this glossary. I
don't try to explain to them about engrams, secondaries, how crazy they
are. —Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
secretary of defense: the official in charge of the department of the US
Federal government responsible for ensuring that the military capacity of
the US is adequate to safeguard the national security. If you can do this,
you can get them down the Tone Scale to a point of apathy where they
will follow orders very good and they won't worry and they'll go out on
the battlefield and lie down for dear old secretary of defense or some-
thing. —Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
Self Analysis: a practical self-improvement handbook written in 1951 by
L. Ron Hubbard. It contains auditing processes which may be used by
oneself or audited on another person. See also auditing in this glossary.
This book is Self Analysis. —Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
self-determinism: a condition of determining the actions of self; the ability
to direct oneself. The urge toward self-determinism is so strong in a man
that it takes two or three years in the army to break it down. — Conquest
of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
sensory strip: a part of the mind's control and monitoring system where the
thoughts register. See also motor strip in this glossary. See, now this
would be intensity and it'd be broken down into the sensory strip, so that
you got a watt coming in here, by the time it gets to here maybe goes
down to a millionth of a watt and it's over here to "I"—little impulse.
—Motion and the Tone Scale (17 Aug. 51)
sequitur: (Latin) in the manner of something which follows logically from
what conies before it. "Yes, as a mat—uh — what are you trying to pull
around here?" It'll just follow sequitur. —The Tone Scale (15 Aug. 51)
sergeancy: the position, rank or duties of a sergeant. See also sergeant in
this glossary. The army during the last war finally found out that 1.5s
GLOSSARY
weren't automatically to be appointed to sergeancies. —Motion and Emo-
tion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
sergeant: (US Marine Corps) a noncommissioned officer of a grade higher
than corporal (the lowest noncommissioned officer). You take something
like —you give this fellow an order and you say, "When you get out to the
field out there, why, I'd like you to tell Sergeant Hoax to send the ruddy
rod back." —Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
shan't: (colloquial) contraction of shall not. "Shan't I bring you the book
and let you look it up for yourself ?" —The Purpose of Human Evaluation
(13 Aug. 51)
shilly-shallying: being indecisive; hesitating; vacillating. One can't go shilly-
shallying around and saying, "Well, let me see." —The Dynamics of
Existence (13 Aug. 51)
shooting dice: gambling. From the practice of casting or tossing dice in a
betting game. Used figuratively in this lecture. I can show you that
rather rapidly: Farmer goes out here—some fellow foolish enough to be a
farmer—starts shooting dice with the universe at large, planting his corn
and his wheat, government on one side and the devil on the other. — The
Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
Singapore: a seaport and the capital city of the island of Singapore, which is
off the southern tip of the Malay Peninsula in southeastern Asia. See
also Malay in this glossary. I walked down a street and—just north of
Singapore—I walked down the street and a friend that was with me
pointed to me and he says, "There," he says, "is a —is a slayer, (it's a dif-
ferent word than that) but I said, "A what?" —Motion and the Tone Scale
(17 Aug. 51)
sinusitis: inflammation of one or more sinuses in the skull. (Sinuses are the
cavities in the skull connecting with the nostrils.) That includes arthri-
tis, sinusitis, any one of these items. —The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
skipjack: a game played with a toy made of the wishbone of a fowl which is
contrived so that it can be made to skip automatically. It is woven in and
out of philosophy to such a degree that hardly any book of philosophy
does not mention some way or other the energy of life and then runs away
very happily and plays skipjack or beanbag, but doesn't have anything
more to do with this. —The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
slap-happy: cheerfully irresponsible. And all of a sudden we realized that
science and the engineer himself had gone completely slap-happy from
the days of Newton, and they said, "Oh, look! The law of interaction, the
law of acceleration, the law of inertia." —The Dynamics of Existence
(13 Aug. 51)
snop: a made-up word for a thing. And he goes down the—he either fixes it
with another snop or he goes down the aisle and finds the fellow who's
supposed to repair the machines and he comes back to the machine . . .
—Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
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snopped: stricken sharply and smartly; broken in this way. And he finds out
that the ruddy rod goes across the gimmigahoosis and that the little cot-
terwhumpus has become snopped. —Motion and Emotion (16 Aug. 51)
socialism: a theory or policy of social organization which aims at or advo-
cates the ownership and control of the means of production, capital,
land, property, etc., by the community as a whole, and their administra-
tion or distribution in the interests of all. "And this incapacity for inde-
pendent action, this moral stupidity, this infirmity of the will, this
unwillingness to cheerfully catch hold and lift —these are the things that
put pure socialism so far into the future." —The Purpose of Human
Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
SOCONY: abbreviation for Standard Oil Company of New York. "Sending
my copy of chart to John at SOCONY." —Motion and the Tone Scale
(17 Aug. 51)
some are more equal than others: humorous reference to the phrase, "All
animals are equal, but some animals are more equal than others," the
pigs' slogan from the satirical fable, Animal Farm (1945) by George
Orwell (1903-1950). In the novel some farm animals get tired of their
servitude to man and start a revolution to run the farm as they want.
They are betrayed by their leaders, the pigs, into a worse servitude. The
book is a satire on the development of the Russian revolution under
Stalin (a communist who became premier of the Soviet Union in 1941).
All men are a long way from equal, but some are more equal than others.
—Personality (14 Aug. 51)
soul mate: a person with whom one has a strong affinity. And he looks at
you and he says, "Soul mate!" — The Tone Scale (15 Aug. 51)
Soundscriber: a recording machine made by the Soundscriber Company. At
the time of this lecture the sound was recorded on small platters
(records). So, I took the platters on the Soundscriber down to—or Don
picked them up and took them down to his girl at the office. —Self
Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
South Korean: a person of South Korea, a country in eastern Asia, formed
in 1948 after the division of the former country of Korea. See also
North Korean in this glossary. Even if you had an American and Rus-
sian and even if they were army officers—even then —highly antagonistic
toward each other, if one of Orson Welles' men from Mars suddenly
showed up, I'm afraid you'd find the North Koreans and the South Ko-
reans and the UN and the Russians and the communists all joining
hands to shoot the devil out of that foreign species if it were considered to
be a menace to man. —The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
spark plug: a device producing an electrical spark to fire the fuel mixture in
an internal combustion engine. But to get a fuel mixture it's all very well
to say it's a carbon-oxygen motor, but it's a carbon-oxygen motor plus the
spark plug. —Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
spin (one) in: (slang) cause (one) to go into a state of mental confusion. That
was all it took to break the beautiful crystal of his day and spin him in.
-The Tone Scale (15 Aug. 51)
GLOSSARY
spiritualism: the doctrine that the dead survive as spirits which can com-
municate with the living, especially with the help of a third party. They
think hypnotism has something to do with spiritualism or something.
—Motion and the Tone Scale (17 Aug. 51)
sponge, chucked in the: (colloquial) a variation of threw in the sponge,
admitted defeat; gave up. From the practice by a boxer's second (a per-
son who advises a boxer) of throwing a sponge into the ring to concede
defeat. So they tore it up and they performed it again and they found the
same answer and they chucked in the sponge and said, "Obviously, it
can't be so, so we haven't observed it!" But that's poor science, so they
wrote it up anyway to explain why they hadn't observed it. — Conquest of
the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
spooky: (colloquial) nervous, apprehensive, fearful, jumpy, etc. If those men
are pretty spooky and pretty low on the Tone Scale, I tell you, you can
advance the most beautiful, the most wonderful reasons under the sun
and they will still remain antagonistic towards you. — The ARC Triangle
(17 Aug. 51)
square off: move into a position of defense or attack; prepare to fight, espe-
cially with the fists. First thing you know, they'll square off. — The ARC
Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
stack, blew (one's): (slang) lost (one's) temper or became uncontrollably
angry; displayed (one's) fury as by shouting. This understatement practi-
cally blew my stack. —The Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
staff: something that supports or sustains. Right at this moment you have a
staff of life which depends upon lower and higher forms of life form —
organisms. —Conquest of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
Stalingrad: former name of Volgagrad, a city on the Volga River in the
Soviet Union. Stalingrad was the site of a crucial battle against the
invading German army in World War II (Aug. 1942 to Feb. 1943).
Although the city was practically destroyed, Russia's defense finally
forced the Germans to retreat and then surrender. The battle was the
turning point in Germany's military power in the war and is considered
one of the great turning points in military history. Boom!—they destroy
everything—they say, "Now Austria, now Czechoslovakia, now let's knock
apart Stalingrad."—The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
standing wave: (physics) a kind of wave characterized by lack of vibration
at certain points, between which are regions where maximum vibration
occurs periodically. It is produced by the interference of two similar
waves traveling at the same time in opposite directions, as in the vibra-
tion of a violin string. But theoretically, if you set up a tuning fork or a
P-192 —that's the new pursuit ship that they're going to build in 1988 —
this new pursuit ship will create standing waves which will wipe out
Wichita, not just scare it to death. —Motion and Emotion (16 Aug. 51)
stasis: a stoppage or stagnation of the flow of any of the fluids of the body.
He has full autonomic mobilization for violent attack, complete inhibi-
tion of craniosacral, thoracolumbar in full action, respiration and pulse
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fast and deep, stasis of gastrointestinal tract, blood to peripheral vascu-
lar system. —Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
State Department: the department of the executive branch of the US gov-
ernment in charge of relations with foreign countries. The fellow was
talking in an English accent undoubtedly because he was from the State
Department. —Motion and Emotion (16 Aug. 51)
stet: fixed, unalterable. From the printer's term stet, meaning "let it stand."
But from 2.0 on down, there is just this stet reaction, an emotional
response to any dangerous situation, any situation. —Motion and Emo-
tion (16 Aug. 51)
stimulus: (physiology, psychology) any action or agent that causes or changes
an activity in an organism or organ, etc. The system is simply this: "I"
receives a stimulus from somewhere in the body; he does a computation
according to past experience or education or genetic memory—he does a
computation on this —this system (it's hard to keep from personifying the
awareness of awareness unit, "I")—and in comes —in it comes from this —
these two switchboards. —Motion and the Tone Scale (17 Aug. 51)
stimulus-response: of or having to do with a certain stimulus (something
that rouses a person or thing to activity or energy or that produces a
reaction in an organ or tissue of the body) automatically giving a certain
response. Psychologists, working with and observing dogs and watching
dogs go on stimulus-response on pain, erroneously conceived the fact that
a man was trained only by pain. — Conquest of the Physical Universe
(14 Aug. 51)
"stinctive": a humorous contraction of the word instinctive making it a play
on the word stink: be offensive or hateful. You know, communism has a
number of instinctive tactics, being kind of "stinctive" anyway, and one of
those is built sort of empirically upon the fact that a bunch of Swedes
went down into Russia and whopped them about 900 and put a czar in.
-The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
stroboscope: an instrument for studying the motion of objects as by means
of a light that flashes on and off at a rapid, steady rate. When the flash-
ing rate matches the rate at which the lighted object rotates, vibrates,
etc., the motion appears to be stopped. So he's—gets a sort of a strobo-
scope effect. —Motion and Emotion (16 Aug. 51)
sucker: (informal) a person easily cheated, deceived or imposed upon. He'd
been sitting there and the night before at the officers' club, he had been
telling three of us how —what a cush job he had and what a lot of suck-
ers we were and he was really rubbing it in. —Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
sun, under the: on Earth; in the world. If those men are pretty spooky and
pretty low on the Tone Scale, I tell you, you can advance the most beauti-
ful, the most wonderful reasons under the sun and they will still remain
antagonistic towards you. —The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
supersonic: greater than the speed of sound waves through air. Haven't
been trying very hard, but it appears that the vibration level of a human
GLOSSARY
being is—I have practically no data for this; I'm trying to get some
instruments to measure it —it's apparently along about the supersonic
range. —The Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
suppressor: an exterior force which reduces the changes of the survival of
any form. This Tone Scale is a representation of the fact that a life form
has as good a chance of surviving as it has been able to better the sup-
pressors in its environment. —The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug 51)
sweatshop: a shop where employees work long hours at low wages under
poor working conditions. We have recently been hearing such maudlin
sympathy expressed for the downtrodden denizens of the sweatshop and
the homeless wanderer searching for honest employment, and with it all
often go hard words for the men in power. — The Purpose of Human
Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
Swede: a native of Sweden. You know, communism has a number of instinc-
tive tactics, being kind of "stinctive" anyway, and one of those is built sort
of empirically upon the fact that a bunch of Swedes went down into Rus-
sia and whopped them about 900 and put a czar in. — The ARC Triangle
(17 Aug. 51)
swoop, at one fell: all at once or all together, as if by one blow. I'm not try-
ing to tell you that it—all at one fell swoop it was suddenly discovered.
— The Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
sympathetic: (physics) noting or pertaining to vibrations, sounds, etc., pro-
duced by a body as the direct result of similar vibrations in a different
body. In other words, actually, you could get a human being acting in
sympathetic vibration on the supersonic range. —The Purpose of Human
Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
takes up his bed and walks: reference to a story from the Bible in which
Jesus told a man with palsy (paralysis in some part of the body, often
with a shaking or trembling that cannot be controlled) to take up his
bed and walk and, to the awe of the other people there, he did. We can't,
for instance, take a dead man and bring out a couple of cubic centimeters of
life and chuck them down in the gullet and he takes up his bed and walks;
we can't do that yet. — The Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
teeth, kicking (one) in the: giving (one) an abrupt, often humiliating set-
back. And the physical universe has a very unhappy method of suddenly
turning around and kicking you in the teeth if you don't think right
about it. —The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
template: a pattern or gauge, usually of thin board or metal, used as a guide
for cutting metal or stone or wood, etc. He'll shove the handle of the
broom through this and that and he'll knock —template off here, there,
and he just goes through the place, and if you were to take —if he's a very
low Tone Scale individual —if you were to take all the objects which he
had broken, bent or displaced during a year and strewed them up the
aisle so that you could see all this happenstance at one instant, it would
look like the Battle of Gettysburg. —Motion and Emotion (16 Aug. 51)
tenement: a rundown and often overcrowded apartment house, especially in
a poor section of a large city. For instance, you can't build an apartment
house without knocking down the tenement that stood there before. — The
Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
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1021: (mathematics) ten to the twenty-first power; ten multiplied by itself
twenty-one times. The power is a small figure or symbol placed at the
upper right of another figure or symbol to show how many times the latter
is to be multiplied by itself. (Example: 102 = 10 x 10) ... that's a big
number; if I started writing that number, it would practically cover that
board, column after column—1021 binary digits of neurons and they stored
at the rate of 10,000 specific memories per molecule. —The Purpose of
Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
theta—mest theory: the theory which states that theta, or life, is impinged
upon the physical universe and that these two things together, theta and
mest interacting, give us life forms. See also mest in this glossary. Mat-
ter of fact, this was called, by the way—I'm giving you now—the theta-
mest theory. — Conquest of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
3rd dynamic: see dynamics in this glossary. "This morning I'm going to
talk about the 3rd Dynamic, political Dianetics." —Conquest of the
Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
Thompson, Commander: Joseph Thompson (1874-1943), a commander in
the US Navy Medical Corps who studied with Sigmund Freud in Vienna
and was a friend of L. Ron Hubbard when Ron was a boy. Nineteen-
thirty, I had known a fellow by the name of Commander Thompson.
— The Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
thoracolumbar system: that part of the autonomic nervous system (also
called the sympathetic system) consisting of the nerves that arise from
the thorax (abdominal cavity) and lumbar (lower spinal column) regions
of the spinal cord. It does such things as stimulate the heartbeat, dilate
the pupil of the eye and slow down the activity of glands, digestive and
reproductive organs. At tone 4.0 there's the "full control of the autonomic
by the cortex, both craniosacral and thoracolumbar systems of autonomic
functioning at optimum under direction of cortex." —Motion and Emotion
(continued) (16 Aug. 51)
time track: the consecutive record of mental image pictures which accumu-
late through a person's life or lives. It is very exactly dated. The time
track is the entire sequence of "now" incidents, complete with all sense
messages, picked up by a person during his whole existence. See also
mental image picture in this glossary. So, we have in the mind what is
called a time track that's all these perceptics. —Personality (14 Aug. 51)
Tone Scale: a scale, in Dianetics, which shows the emotional tones of a per-
son. These, ranged from the highest to the lowest, are, in part, serenity,
enthusiasm (as we proceed downward), conservatism, boredom, antago-
nism, anger, covert hostility, fear, grief, apathy. An arbitrary numerical
value is given to each level on the scale. There are many aspects of the
Tone Scale and using it makes possible the prediction of human behavior.
For further information on the Tone Scale, read the book Self Analysis
by L. Ron Hubbard. Evidently the Tone Scale that we talk about, evidently
its vibration level is in—just in the supersonic range. —The Purpose of
Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
GLOSSARY
tooth-and-claw: characterized by hard, ferocious or determined fighting.
They said it was all dog-eat-dog and tooth-and-claw and the reason ani-
mals survived as the fittest was because they could eat each other up.
— Conquest of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
top kick: (slang) a first sergeant. See also first sergeant and sergeant in
this glossary. And if you diabolically follow, just as a mimicry pattern
without any understanding—I'd known a lot of marine sergeants, a lot of
marine top kicks, tough boys, and seen them handle people—and you just
follow a pattern and you just do what they did. —Motion and Emotion
(continued) (16 Aug. 51)
track: short for time track, the time span on which lies the consecutive
record of events from the beginning (of something) to present time. Little
things like this back along the track. — The Purpose of Human Evalu-
ation (13 Aug. 51)
tug of war: an athletic contest between two teams at opposite ends of a rope,
each team trying to drag the other over a line. And we get this tug of
war. —Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
turn state's evidence: give evidence against one's accomplice or accomplices
(persons who knowingly help another in an unlawful act) in a crime,
usually in exchange for a reduced sentence. The cop always expects the
criminal—he gives the criminal a chance, by the way—he'll give a crimi-
nal a chance to turn state's evidence: "We'll save you your trip to the
death house if you'll turn state's evidence on your pals." —The ARC Tri-
angle (17 Aug. 51)
ultra-light: a coined term for light which is beyond the perception of a human
being. The wavelengths of light which the eye can detect are measured
in millionths of an inch. If it is that minute —if it is that minute —it is so
far above the range of ultra-light that it's some unimaginable distance,
something like "how far away is an island universe?" —The Purpose of
Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
umbrage, take: take offense; feel insulted or resentful. If you were to take
umbrage at this, this continual hammer and pound of invalidation,
invalidation . . . —The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
umpteen: (slang) a great number of; very many. And that plane had hurtled
down the runway at umpteen — God knows how many— miles an hour,
and its controls were still locked. — Conquest of the Physical Universe
(14 Aug. 51)
UN: abbreviation for United Nations: an international organization with
headquarters in New York City, formed to promote international peace,
security and cooperation under the terms of the charter signed by fifty-
one founding countries in San Francisco in 1945. Even if you had an
American and Russian and even if they were army officers—even then —
highly antagonistic toward each other, if one of Orson Welles' men from
Mars suddenly showed up, I'm afraid you'd find the North Koreans and
the South Koreans and the UN and the Russians and the communists all
joining hands to shoot the devil out of that foreign species if it were con-
sidered to be a menace to man. —The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)

193
194

SPECIAL COURSE IN HUMAN EVALUATION LECTURE TRANSCRIPTS
unctuous: making a false show of deep or sincere feeling, as in trying to
persuade; too smooth in speech, manners, etc. You will find out that
from 2.0 down the individual is liable to fawn upon you —be too agree-
able, unctuous, so forth. —The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
Union: the northern states during the American Civil War (1861-1865). The
war was fought between the northern states (Union) and southern states
(Confederacy) in which the Confederacy sought to establish itself as a
separate nation. It was written by a Confederate in the last issue of the
paper printed before Vicksburg fell to the Union. —Personality (14 Aug. 51)
union: short for labor union, an organization of wage earners formed for the
purpose of protecting the members' interests with respect to wages and
working conditions. A 0.5, for instance, can be talked to by a union
leader at a great rate. —Motion and the Tone Scale (17 Aug. 51)
unition: the action of uniting; the fact or condition of being united; union,
conjunction, junction. These three parts, when flowing smoothly in con-
junction with each other, produce a nice harmonious unition with mest,
the physical universe. —The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
University of Illinois: a state-controlled university with its main campus
located in eastern Illinois, about 125 miles from Chicago. But here he
will say, "It is commonly believed in science, and has many times been
investigated by the professor of psychology at the University of Illinois,
that cats possess, it is said, nine lives." —Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
USS: abbreviation for United States Ship, often used before the names of US
naval ships, e.g., USS Missouri. Anyway, it says, "You will report aboard
the USS (Blank) as soon as possible to take the post of engineering
officer." — Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
valence: a personality. The term is used to denote the borrowing of the per-
sonality of another. A valence is a substitute for self taken on after the
fact of lost confidence in self. A preclear "in his father's valence" is act-
ing as though he were his father. See also preclear in this glossary. The
personality of an individual actually is composed of concentration on one
particular valence, good structure on something or other. —Personality
(14 Aug. 51)
Validation mest Straightwire: an auditing technique which is done by
straightwiring (recalling, from present time, with some perception or at
least a concept, a past incident) times when prosurvival objects, ener-
gies, spaces and times are in harmonious proximity or at least not
threatening to depart from the preclear, and when contrasurvival
objects, energies, spaces and times are entirely absent or, if in view at
all, have no bearing on the preclear. See also preclear in this glossary.
And it contains about a thousand questions in various categories and
types of Validation mest Straightwire which resolve valence problems,
invalidation cases, occluded cases and even resolves cases that are afraid
of the weather. —Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
vascular system: the system consisting of the vessels for conveying blood
within the body. He has full autonomic mobilization for violent attack,
GLOSSARY
complete inhibition of craniosacral, thoracolumbar in full action, respi-
ration and pulse fast and deep, stasis of gastrointestinal tract, blood to
peripheral vascular system. —Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
vector: a physical quantity with both magnitude and direction, such as a
force or velocity. Now, if we draw a vector anywhere here —let's draw a
vector here for one organism to this point—we find out his potential of
survival measured in time is not as good as an organism which is there
on the Tone Scale. —The Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
Vicksburg, Siege of: one of the principal battles of the American Civil War
from 14 May 1863 to 4 July 1863. Vicksburg is a large port on the Mis-
sissippi River in the state of Mississippi. In April 1863, Union gunboats
and supply ships ran past the Confederate gun batteries in the dead of
night and established a base on the river below the city. Vicksburg was
attacked and held under siege until 4 July, when the city surrendered.
As it was the last great Confederate stronghold on the Mississippi River,
the Siege of Vicksburg was a major victory for the Union. See also Con-
federate and Union in this glossary. As a matter of fact, I read a most
beautiful story about the Siege of Vicksburg. —Personality (14 Aug. 51)
Vienna: the capital of Austria. The development of psychoanalysis and psy-
chiatry has been associated with its name. Commander Thompson had
studied under Freud in Vienna. — The Purpose of Human Evaluation
(13 Aug. 51)
Viennese: of Vienna. See Vienna in this glossary. The latest theory on this
was a Viennese theory (all these things come from Vienna, particularly
when they don't work). —The Purpose of Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
Virginia: a state in the eastern United States on the Atlantic coast. It was
about 95 down there at Quantico in the Virginia sun. —Motion and
Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
war between Spain and the United States: reference to the Spanish-
American War fought between Spain and the United States in 1898.
Accounts of Spanish mistreatment of Cuban natives had aroused much
resentment in the US. The war began as an intervention by the United
States on behalf of Cuba, and the US won the war easily. When war
broke out between Spain and the United States, it was necessary to com-
municate quickly with the leader of the insurgents. — The Purpose of
Human Evaluation (13 Aug. 51)
Washington: short for Washington, DC: the capital of the United States. DC
is an abbreviation for District of Columbia which is a federal district
that occupies the same area as Washington, DC and is under the control
of the federal government directly rather than being a part of any of the
states. Why, this angry person doesn't happen to be very angry at the
moment; he's sitting there and snarling a little bit about the government
and so on, and he says, "You know, I'd like to go down to Washington and
show those people a thing or two." —The Tone Scale (15 Aug. 51)
watt: a unit of electrical power. Named after James Watt (1736-1819), Scot-
tish engineer and inventor. One chap measured the brain and he figured
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out that as far as electrical energy was concerned, the brain was running
on 2.4 watts. —Personality (14 Aug. 51)
wavelength: the relative distance from crest to crest in any flow of energy.
And this Viennese had done the whole job all the way through except one
thing: he'd never looked over into atomic and molecular phenomena and
found out what wavelength was. — The Purpose of Human Evaluation
(13 Aug. 51)
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Welles, Orson: (1915-1985) American actor, director and producer. Pro-
duced a radio dramatization in 1938 of English novelist and journalist,
H.G. Wells' (1866-1946) The War of the Worlds. It was done in the form
of a news broadcast and caused widespread panic in the United States
at the time when people thought that Martians had actually invaded the
Earth. Even if you had an American and Russian and even if they were
army officers—even then—highly antagonistic toward each other, if one
of Orson Welles' men from Mars suddenly showed up, I'm afraid you'd
find the North Koreans and the South Koreans and the UN and the
Russians and the communists all joining hands to shoot the devil out of
that foreign species if it were considered to be a menace to man. — The
Dynamics of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
welsh: (slang) default on or evade an obligation, especially paying a gam-
bling debt. The term comes from a bigoted stereotype of the Welsh
reflected in an English nursery rhyme which begins:
"Taffy was a Welshman, Taffy was a thief;
"Taffy came to my house and stole a piece of beef."
But there's still an out; it still depends in these tests on his judgment so
that he can still welsh out of it. — Self Analysis (15 Aug. 51)
white coats, men in the: mental hospital attendants (from the white coats
they wear). We say, "Go downstairs and call the little men in the white
coats." -The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
White, Dr. William Alanson: (1870-1937) American neurologist, psychia-
trist and superintendent of St. Elizabeth's Hospital in Washington, DC,
who also served as a professor at George Washington University. See
also Saint Elizabeth's in this glossary. Took it around and showed it to
Dr. William Alanson White. —The Purpose of Human Evaluation
(13 Aug. 51)
White Russians: the Russians who fought against the bolsheviks (commu-
nists) in the Russian Revolution (1917). And the czar, after he had been
reigning for a year or two, took a Russian name —they became White
Russians. —The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
whopped: (colloquial) defeated soundly. You know, communism has a num-
ber of instinctive tactics, being kind of "stinctive" anyway, and one of those
GLOSSARY
is built sort of empirically upon the fact that a bunch of Swedes went
down into Russia and whopped them about 900 and put a czar in. —The
ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
Wichita: a city in southern Kansas. In 1951 it was the location of the
Hubbard Dianetics Foundation where these lectures were given. Let's
take the people in this room and the people in Wichita. — The Dynamics
of Existence (13 Aug. 51)
Willow Run: the location of a Ford Motor Company plant in southeastern
Michigan at the time of this lecture. The plant produced automobiles
and farm machinery and during World War II it produced bombers. And
he takes a look at it and he says, "Our plant at Willow Run was—yes, we
had a good plant." -The ARC Triangle (17 Aug. 51)
Willys Jeep: a famous automotive four-wheel drive vehicle built throughout
World War II. It was developed to transport command and reconnais-
sance personnel as well as light cargo. It was the Ford jeep, I mean the
Willys Jeep that he had. —Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
windup: (informal) the place or situation arrived at as a result of a given
course of action. They'll go on through the motions and everything else,
but the final windup is they'll destroy their equipment one way or the
other. —Motion and Emotion (continued) (16 Aug. 51)
wing: an administrative and tactical unit of the US Air Force consisting of
two or more groups, a headquarters and various support units. See also
group in this glossary. And because Russia is this and Russia is that
and we've got to really get in there and we've got to have a 950-wing air
force, and . .." -The Tone Scale (15 Aug. 51)
Winterbottom: humorous reference to Joe Winter, a doctor who was involved
in and misused Dianetics in the early 1950s. It's like a Doctor—forgotten
his name —Winterbottom, something of the sort, who—he evaluated Dia-
netics. — Conquest of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
Wisconsin: a state in the north central United States. The governor of Min-
nesota or Wisconsin or someplace up there had —issued an order one day.
— Conquest of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
World War I: the war (1914-1918) between the Allies (Great Britain, France,
Russia, the US, Italy, Japan, etc.) and the Central Powers (Germany,
Austria-Hungary, etc.). If you didn't scrap tanks, you'd still be fighting
with World War I tanks —God forbid if tanks lasted forever. —Conquest
of the Physical Universe (14 Aug. 51)
yak: (slang) idle talk or chatter. You've heard that kind of yak? —Self Analysis
(15 Aug. 51)
Young, Rodger: a young American war hero portrayed in a song by Roger
Loesser (1910-1969), first introduced in 1945. The song was written at
the request of the infantry to glorify that service. Rodger was a twenty-
five year old soldier in the Solomon Islands who sacrificed his life to save
his comrades during an attack on some Japanese soldiers. You know,
Rodger Young, and he gives up his life for a company. —The Dynamics of
Existence (13 Aug. 51)
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