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IMPORTANT NOTE 

We are pleased to provide to you some of the works of L. Ron 
Hubbard, presented in their original form, independent from and free of 
any authoritarian institution. With this book, you can become happier, 
more independent and more effective. 

Since 1983, the intention of Ron’s Org is to help people inter-
ested in learning and applying the different Dianetics and Scientology 
techniques available to regain their self-determination and be able to live 
in harmony with their own choices, and to do this without dogma or con-
trol of thought. 

____________________ 

IMPORTANT:  When reading this book, make sure you never go 
beyond a word that you do not fully understand. 

Have you ever had the experience of being at the bottom of a 
page and finding that you no longer knew what you had read? Well, 
that’s exactly what happens when you ignore misunderstood words. 

Very often we do not know that we have not fully understood a 
word or that we have only partially understood it. Confusion or inability 
to understand something is a sure indicator of a misunderstand word. 

So, if you feel confused or want to stop reading, there will be a 
word close to where you are in the reading that is not entirely clear to 
you. It is better to go back to the place where you first had problems and 
look for the word you didn’t understand well. Find the definition and 
clarify it in a good dictionary until you understand it. And now, read the 
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same section again. If all goes well, you will no longer have any difficul-
ties and you can continue to read with pleasure and interest. 

Contact Ron’s Org Grenchen if you have any questions; we will 
be happy to provide answers or guide you in a manner appropriate to 
your questions.  

Our website www.ronsorg.ch is at your disposal for more infor-
mation and for other books or articles of interest. 



7 

STRAIGHT WIRE 

A MANUAL OF OPERATION 

L. Ron Hubbard 

ARTICLE ONE 

Modern Straight Wire 

On the theory that someone may pick up this book and have only time 
to read a few lines, or have a constricted ability in amount of material 
assimilable, right here in a hurry I wish to give you the type of Straight 
Wire which is today producing phenomenal results on preclears. 

The Command: Recall  a moment of ______. 

Number of Times Command Used: Until the complete flattening of 
the preclear’s communication lag takes place, so that he can readily and 
at some length and quantity give replies without any difficulty. 

Communication: Always acknowledge with an "O.K." or an "all 
right" every answer which the preclear gives you. Always let the preclear 
originate any communication he wishes to originate, or comment on the 
process, and acknowledge his origin of communication or comment. In 
other words, do not override his effort to communicate to you as this will 
considerably reduce his tone rise. 
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Duplication: Make sure that you, the auditor, duplicate the command 
over, and over, and over until the comm lag is flat, and do not be de-
toured by any rationale of your own into any other process simply be-
cause you are unwilling to continue the duplication of the command. 

Application: In the blank space of the command can be placed any 
subject of any concern or consideration of the preclear whether theta or 
entheta. 

Example: The preclear is studious. The auditor then applies Straight 
Wire in this fashion: "Recall a moment of studiousness." The preclear 
does so and says that he has or describes the time. It will be observed that 
the first one may take a considerable length of time and that the length of 
time intervening between the question and the reply will vary from here 
on until the communication lag is entirely flat, which means that the 
process may have to be continued for half an hour, an hour, or many 
hours. The communication lag is known to be flat when the replies are 
readily given without pause or hesitation and without any comment on 
the preclear’s part. The moment the preclear says he has recalled a time 
or describes the time he has recalled, which is optional, the auditor says, 
"O.K." or "all right," acknowledging the fact that he has received the 
preclear’s communication, at which moment the auditor then places the 
exact question once more. An additional symptom of a flat process is that 
the preclear will no longer be studious. But, as preclears do not know 
how studious they are, it is best to run the process until the communica-
tion lag is flat. It is not necessary for the auditor to demand new times 
every time. The preclear can recall the same time if he desires to do so. 

 

 The reason we’ve used "studious" here instead of "tired" or "dead" is to keep the 
reader in present time. We want him to get the data not paralysis. 
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Observed Phenomenon: The time track phenomenon will be observed 
while delivering this Straight Wire question. It will manifest itself in this 
fashion. The first answers of the preclear will probably be relatively close 
to present time and then will be further back into the past, at which time 
they will begin to progress (at some time they will begin to progress for-
ward into the future) and will come close to present time again, when 
they will once more turn around and go into the past and then come into 
the future. In other words, the preclear will give the time a day or so ago 
when he was studious, then a time a year or so ago when he was studi-
ous, then a time when he was a child when he was studious, then a time 
when he was sixteen when he was studious, then a time last year when 
he was studious, then a time three days ago when he was studious, then 
a time two years ago when he was studious, then a time when he was 
three years old and he was studious, then a time when he was eight 
years old and he was studious, then a time yesterday when he was studi-
ous, and so forth. In other words, the preclear sweeps up and down the 
time track. The caution to be observed in this is, never leave the process 
when the preclear is recalling moments which are far into the past. Leave 
the process when the preclear is recalling times relatively close to present 
time. Otherwise you stick the preclear on the track. 

Goal of the Process: The goal of many processes is to raise the selfde-
terminism of the preclear. Memory is an automaticity which is not under 
the control of the preclear. By taking over the automaticities of memory 
and forgetting the preclear is capable of greater self-determinism. In view 
of the fact that all mass could be said to be memory, you will see at once 
that Straight Wire leads to the control of mass. 

Prerequisites to Session: Present must be an auditor, a preclear, a 
place to audit and time in which to audit. 
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When the Session has begun: The session is actually in progress and 
the process is ready to be administered only when the preclear is aware of 
the fact that an auditor is present, that he is present, that the auditing 
room is present and that an auditing session is in progress. Two-Way 
Communication or asking the preclear to locate objects in the room 
simply by noticing that they are there (a lower process than Two-Way 
Communication) should then be engaged upon until such time as the pre-
clear is aware of his surroundings and the condition. 

On what Preclear to use Straight Wire: Straight Wire can be used on 
any preclear who is aware of his surroundings, the auditor, and audit-
ing session and who has reality upon the goal of auditing. This is sig-
nalized by the preclear being in fairly good two-way communication with 
the auditor. Straight Wire should not be employed on preclears who are 
in very poor two-way communication. 

Subjects on which Straight Wire can be used: Straight Wire can be 
employed on any subject or condition. It will be discovered that the 
straight wire processes are probably the best resolution of Black Cases. 
The resolution of a black case is indeed contained rather succinctly in the 
auditing command, "Recall  a time when you were looking at 
blackness." The entire hide to serenity scale can be employed with 
considerable tone change in the preclear. The key to exteriorization lies 
in the auditing command: "Recall  a time when you were in or 
associated with a body." Peculiarities, physical deformities or 
conditions of any kind could be used on the above straight wire basis 
with success. 

I have given you this brief rundown on Modern Straight Wire, not be-
cause it is all there is to say on the subject, but because I wanted to give 
you the exact essentials present in Modern Straight Wire as rapidly and 
as efficiently as possible, so that they could be used without having to go 



11 

through a great deal of material. However, a person, to use Straight Wire, 
should know a great deal about Straight Wire. While he could simply use 
the essentials above and could produce a considerable change in a case 
on any subject, an auditor who is not skilled would be held up by the 
duplication factor. He would have a tendency, under, of course, very 
good alibis of his own, to desert the command itself before the process 
was flat. He would have a tendency to change the command to something 
else. He would have a tendency to go on excursive trips into the side 
roads of the process, since a great many comments, considerations and 
phenomena will come up while Straight Wire is in progress. The self-
discipline necessary to continue an auditing command over, and over, 
and over, and over is not a light discipline. In fact we could say that an 
auditor who has not himself had a great deal of duplication run would 
find himself very resistive to repeating this auditing command to a pre-
clear for a long period of time. However, this does not go to say that an 
auditor in terrible condition himself, knowing this fact, could not then grit 
his teeth and pitch in and go on and continue a two-way communication 
with the preclear, and go on and ask this auditing question over, and over, 
and over, and over until the preclear’s case was solved. Not only is this 
possible, but it has been done very often. And, in fact, we have a great 
deal of respect for auditors who, although they themselves are in rela-
tively poor condition, yet go on and produce tremendous advances in 
cases. We, of course, get more enthusiastic about auditors who are in 
good shape, producing good results, but we cannot but admire the stick-
to-itivity some auditors have in carrying through processes which are 
above their own case level. 

Now, just because we have a modern Straight Wire which is interest-
ingly exact in its application and very predictable in its results, is no rea-
son why we have to throw away all other processes. The Six Basic Steps, 
done as they are done today, are, of course, of great value and do not go 
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into the discard simply because we have a more effective, more exact and 
simpler Straight Wire. 

There is one particular caution which should be observed in adminis-
tering Straight Wire: that a preclear will very often give a no-comm-lag 
reaction to a process which is above his level. He will not get well on 
the process; he will not improve on the process, but also he does not 
comm-lag on the process. The process is being done more or less by 
some circuit. It is being done without any reality and it is not involving 
the preclear at all. One has to go far enough south so that the preclear 
develops a comm lag. Now, if you were to run Straight Wire on some 
preclear and simply get your answers every two or three seconds and 
keep getting answers for a long period of time, you would discover at 
length that the process was not improving the preclear. The reason the 
process is not improving the preclear is because the process is above the 
preclear and the preclear has no reality upon his recalls or his answers. In 
such a wise it would be very wise to start in below Two-Way Communi-
cation and get the preclear to spot objects in the room. Not walk over to 
them, or perform an 8-C, which is above Straight Wire on the tone scale, 
but simply to look around and find that there is a chair in the room, that 
there is a table, and so on. This done for a while orients the preclear and 
it is discovered that he will go into two-way communication with the 
auditor. Two-Way Communication, then, about the preclear’s everyday 
life should ensue, and after this, R2-20, PROBLEMS AND SOLUTIONS, 
should be run flat on the preclear, for the preclear who is very short on 
problems and who is incapable of arriving at solutions is not likely to 
give up any case problem and is not likely to arrive at any solution. So, 
we understand that there are actually three points below Straight Wire. 
Now, a preclear who would need Problems and Solutions run on him at 
great length is liable, oddly enough, not to comm-lag on Straight Wire 
and also not to improve upon it. In this wise, the preclear’s reality on the 
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question or the response is very low and he is simply being monitored by 
the auditor. The auditor is more or less running all of the preclear’s ma-
chinery, an oddity which we observe in some auditing sessions. Although 
the auditor is running the preclear’s machinery, neither the auditor nor 
the preclear is aware of it. The auditor isn’t aware of it because he would 
rather not be, and the preclear isn’t aware of it because he isn’t aware of 
very much anyhow. 

Just as an automobile doesn’t much care who drives it, so do some 
low toned preclears not care who is running the circuits. 

A variation on Modern Straight Wire, a little older but still quite effec-
tive, is "Give me something you wouldn’t mind remember-
ing," and "Give me something you wouldn’t mind forget-
ting." These two commands are run independently of each other, not 
alternately, and each is flattened. These are very, very effective com-
mands. It is remarkable that "Give me something you wouldn’t mind 
forgetting" hits people who are dislocated so hard that a many-hour 
comm lag may ensue on the question. These people are afraid to forget 
anything. This is very, very effective auditing and is not discarded. It can 
be used a little lower on the scale than Modern Straight Wire, but it is 
slower. 

An auditor should test Straight Wire very rigorously in the recom-
mended form given above before forming any forthright opinions con-
cerning it. He should observe that running this Straight Wire on a very 
low toned preclear produces no comm lag and no betterment of the pre-
clear. This is the first thing he should learn about it. Then he should learn 
that run in its proper place on a preclear who is in two-way communica-
tion and is in fair condition, it produces remarkable, stable results which 
last for a very long time. It is not a trick process. It is a plow-horse sort of 
process, but once it has hauled the preclear up the scale it leaves him 
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there. A preclear’s continued stability for a long time after an auditing 
session is very desirable. The trick momentary flash results sometimes do 
not last. An auditor should also learn that he himself is capable of repeat-
ing one command over, and over, and over, and over, without varying it, 
without getting so bored with it that he himself goes out of the auditing 
session. Remember, when the auditor leaves the auditing session (al-
though he is still there giving auditing commands) it sometimes occurs 
that very little auditing gets done, since an auditing session of necessity 
has to have an auditor and a preclear present and auditing in progress. 

It will be startling to you to know that this process is a specific proc-
ess for a black case and does relieve the black case’s blackness. And, 
after and above the black case level this process is a specific for non-
exteriorization and will produce exteriorization if "Recall  a time 
when you were in or associated with a body" is employed 
over a long enough period of time. 

There is a great deal more to know about Straight Wire. There are a 
great deal of phenomena which occur in Straight Wire and there are 
many other data to be studied about Straight Wire. However, if the audi-
tor cares to study these, first let him learn thoroughly what we mean by 
Modern Straight Wire and that is laid out above with exactness. 
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ARTICLE TWO 

The History Of Straight Wire 

The old Dianetic auditor will have no difficulty in recalling the earli-
est days of Straight Wire. 

Once upon a time Straight Wire was one of the most intricate, tricky, 
intuitive processes known. There were auditors who were excellent at 
this, but they were alone in their skill. There were many, many auditors 
who never did make Straight Wire work. 

Straight Wire of the old Dianetic type, expertly done, many times pro-
duced such fascinating results that auditors would then specialize in it, 
but, because it has often failed, their specialization would be tempered 
with a restless search for some other process that would do the job with 
greater exactness. 

The genus of Straight Wire immediately followed the release of "The 
First Book," DIANETICS: THE MODERN SCIENCE OF MENTAL HEALTH, on 
May 9, 1950. I developed Straight Wire a little too late to get it into the 
text of that book, but taught the first ten students at 42 Aberdeen Road, 
Elizabeth, New Jersey, this process and actually got these students suffi-
ciently expert in the use of Straight Wire that they could straighten out 
present time problems on preclears with remarkable facility. 

Here is an example of the earliest form of Straight Wire: A preclear is 
observed to be possessed of a nervous affliction – the rapid blinking of 
one eye. The auditor asks him, "Who had that affliction?" and 
asks him this with sufficient communication and discussion so that the 
preclear at length actually spots a time when he observed this affliction 
in another than himself. Now, today with our understanding of Owner-
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ship Processing, as covered in the Congress of Eastern Scientologists on 
June third to sixth [1955] at the Shoreham Hotel in Washington, D.C., it 
becomes highly technical, for naturally the affliction, if it persisted, must 
be misowned. But, it would also be understood that the preclear himself 
might be the creator of the condition. If the preclear himself had created 
the eye twitch at some time in his past, recalling it in somebody else 
would simply reinforce the eye twitch; thus Straight Wire would not 
work. As, let us say crudely, this condition exists in about 50% of the 
cases on whom Straight Wire was used, we certainly would have, by the 
factors involving ownership, a misunderstanding of the process and a 
great many failures. 

In view of the fact that a thing persists only if it is misowned – if a 
person himself has created it and says somebody else has created it or if a 
person is saying he created something which somebody else actually cre-
ated – we get a persistence of the space or mass. If a person created the 
condition and then says that he himself created the condition, a vanish-
ment of the condition will occur. If somebody else, a specific person, 
created the condition and the preclear says that person created the condi-
tion, then again we get a vanishment. Only when we misown or miscall 
the creation of a condition do we get a persistence. Thus we can see that 
the earliest Straight Wire depended in a great measure upon calling the 
correct ownership; and recalling the correct ownership by recalling ob-
servation of the condition in somebody else would be then sufficient to 
bring about a diminishment of the condition. 

Thus, repeating, Straight Wire would not work on conditions which 
the person had himself created, as long as the auditing command was 
"Recall  a time when you saw that in somebody else." This 
would have to be supplemented by "Recall  a time when you de-
cided this was a good thing." And if those two auditing com-
mands had been used on any condition and if we had also known about 
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comm lag and duplication of the question, then Straight Wire would have 
been very successful. As a matter of fact it was quite successful and quite 
startling but had the above limitations. 

Now, the earliest type of Straight Wire was interesting in that it did 
not embrace the case that couldn’t remember. To handle this type of case 
we invented a variation, which was simply to ask the preclear to remem-
ber something, anything, and keep him remembering something or any-
thing until his confidence in his own memory rose to a point where he 
could remember and thus could experience the benefit of old-time 
Straight Wire. An example of this variation was to ask somebody if he 
could remember something that had happened today or something that he 
had had for breakfast, and keep on asking him for various things until he 
did have a solid reality on one recall or another. 

But this too was quite limited as to process, and in order to further im-
prove memories we came out with what is now known as the next-to-the-
last list of SELF ANALYSIS, which is "Recall  something real," 
"Recall  a time when you were in communication with 
someone," "Recall  a time when someone was in commu-
nication with you," "Recall  a time when you felt  some 
affinity for someone," "Recall  a time when someone felt  
some affinity for you," which process capitalized on the ARC tri-
angle which we came out with in July of 1950, which was much better 
described in the book NOTES ON THE LECTURES of November of 1950 and 
expanded considerably in SCIENCE OF SURVIVAL which was written in the 
spring of 1951 and released that summer, the above list appearing in SELF 

ANALYSIS, which was written in September of 1951. 

Succeeding this "next-to-the-last list of SELF ANALYSIS" was Valida-
tion Straight Wire, the theory of which was to validate all the good mo-
ments in the preclear’s past by having him recall them. An oddity imme-
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diately demonstrated itself, however, in the use of Validation Straight 
Wire to the effect that the preclear would recall just so many moments 
which were good and would then fall off into moments which were very 
bad indeed. This phenomenon had, by the way, been observed much ear-
lier as a comment on the running of pleasure moments, a process devel-
oped by Parker Morgan in Elizabeth in 1950. 

After Validation Straight Wire the whole subject of Straight Wire 
more or less fell into disrepute and decay, and a great deal of concentra-
tion was given to actual incidents on the whole track and an enormous 
amount of phenomena which had been dug up through my work in Wich-
ita. Only "next-to-the-last list of SELF ANALYSIS" continued to be used 
right up to the time when we developed "Something you wouldn’t 
mind remembering," "Something you wouldn’t mind for-
getting," in one of the clinical units of the summer of 1954. Immedi-
ately a great many limitations on Straight Wire were swept away and 
Straight Wire became a much more important process because it was 
getting much better results. Here for the first time we had entered into the 
idea that forgettingness was an actual attribute. In other words, it was a 
skill. A person forgot things so that he could have things. And, realizing 
that this was a skill and that it was on full automatic we, of course, had 
the reason why people were not able to remember. They were so anxious 
to forget. 

In the spring of 1955, in the tenth clinical unit, we discovered that 
"something you wouldn’t mind forgetting" was far, far more important 
than "something you wouldn’t mind remembering," and made several 
tests which demonstrated a considerable rise in tone as a result of using 
this single command: "Something you wouldn’t mind forget-
ting." However, because many more interesting things were showing 
up and occurring we did not give this really the attention it deserved, and 
actually to this moment the process is not as thoroughly tried as it might 
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be. It might very well occur that this process would succeed many other 
processes as something which would produce a long-continued and stable 
result. 

With the first clinical unit [October 5 – November 16, 1953], which 
was taught in Camden, New Jersey, we made a considerable codification 
of "automaticity" and "randomity," which had first been introduced in the 
Philadelphia lectures of December, 1952. The understanding of these two 
things demonstrated that the greatest automaticity in which anyone 
was engaged was remembering and forgetting. Thus, exercises on 
remembering and forgetting were, of course, very, very important. 

It should be understood, then, that no amount of engram running or 
present time processes would handle this highly specialized thing, auto-
matic remembering and automatic forgetting. And in view of the role 
remembering and forgetting play in everyday living we couldn’t consider 
the person very thoroughly processed unless we had taken his memory 
into account. Thus, whatever other processes are run on the individual, 
something should be done in order to bring this automatic memory factor 
under control. 

We have rather suspected of recent months that it is not necessary to 
have a great versatility of subject in remembering in order to restore 
memory. The mere act of remembering something is enough to take over 
the automaticity. In other words, there isn’t an automaticity for every 
subject you can remember; there is simply an automaticity on the subject 
of memory. Similarly on forgetting. One might think there was a forget-
ting automaticity on every type and subject known, but there is only one 
mechanism behind all of this and that is simply an automaticity of forget-
ting. 

Now, if you were to stabilize a preclear in present time and do all sorts 
of other things with him and yet neglect exercising his memory in any 
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degree it is probable that you would have left the sphere of recall un-
touched to his detriment and would have left him with this automaticity. 
And the automaticity of remembering and the automaticity of forgetting 
could, of course, push him on down again. So, we should say that any 
preclear who becomes stable should have had exercises in remembering 
and forgetting. 

The actual history of Straight Wire is of course a very old one, much 
older than Dianetics. We did not invent Straight Wire. We discovered 
and observed a great many mechanics about memory which had been 
neglected hitherto. But, we find that Straight Wire or memory exercises 
are actually very ancient and have been used for at least sixty-five years. 

There were many excursions and experiments made in Straight Wire 
in early Dianetic days. One of these was Repetitive Straight Wire. Simply 
asking a person to remember something over, and over, and over again. 
This naturally succeeded from the running of an engram. Running an 
engram through, and through, and through eventually erases it, so it was 
tried with Straight Wire and it was discovered that this was fairly effec-
tive, but again was not an answer. 

The old Dianetic auditor can probably remember early Straight Wire 
with affection and probably can remember a great many successes as a 
result of using it. And strictly as a nostalgic exercise, he should know 
now that with Ownership Processing as given in the Congress of East-
ern Scientologists, he could make old-time Straight Wire totally effective 
with the question "Can you recall  a time when somebody else 
had that condition?" "Can you recall  a time when you 
decided to have that condition?" on all those cases who are 
already in fairly good condition in the memory department. He would 
have to ask both of these questions of any case in order to get a result 
and he would have to ask both of these questions many, many times, 
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until the preclear had flattened his comm lag. This would be a rather 
crude form of Straight Wire, but it would at least be completing the cycle 
of action from olden times. 

Straight Wire is one of the most agreed upon things in Dianetics and 
Scientology. There may have been many people who questioned the ad-
visability of running engrams or running secondaries or scanning en-
grams or doing something else, but, nobody ever questioned very seri-
ously the efficacity of Straight Wire when it worked. It is, and has been 
broadly accepted as a near synonym for Dianetics and Scientology. 
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ARTICLE THREE 

The Theory Of Straight Wire 

Memory has played an intimate part in existence since the first 
Thetan. The creation of time and the creation of memory were concurrent 
incidents. Let us take a single particle. We find that with this single parti-
cle no time is possible, since the space occupied by the single particle 
would be indeterminate in placing the particle. Unless, of course, there 
were eight particles demarking the space itself, at which time you would 
now have nine particles, and it would be very simple to have time. But, 
with one particle we cannot have time. We have to have two particles to 
have time. And we have to have two particles to have memory. 

We have to have two particles to have memory because we would 
have to have a reference point for establishing where the moving particle 
had been if one had remained motionless. In other words, let us take a 
motionless particle and then let us have another particle move in relation-
ship to that motionless particle; we would then be able to tell that it had 
moved by remembering that it had been where it was originally. And 
then remembering successively the positions it had gone through until it 
arrived at its present time position. The moment that it moved further one 
would have a situation again of remembering what had been present time 
for it, but observing what was now its present time position. 

Memory is then, mechanically, the tracking of positions. Where 
Postulates or Considerations are concerned, however, we must first 
have the consideration that space, particles in time can exist and then that 
one can remember. This latter is more important than the mechanical 
facts of time. For if one continually makes the consideration that he can-
not remember, he is at once making the consideration that he cannot dis-
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cover the former position of earlier particles, and any advanced student 
who knows about Perfect Duplication, or if you care to read about that 
in THE CREATION OF HUMAN ABILITY, will find that it would now be next 
to impossible for the individual to cause the vanquishment of the particle. 
In other words, if the person cannot remember where the particle came 
from originally, he cannot establish its original position. And being un-
able to establish its original position he cannot get an exact duplication of 
it, which is to say a perfect duplicate of it, and so will get a persistence of 
the particle. Once one has forgotten its original position, which is the 
mechanical aspect of this, one is then no longer able to cause it to disap-
pear. 

In processing we very often run into a person who has "heavy facsimi-
les." In other words, these facsimiles are so heavy and so weighty that he 
can barely push them around. This is simply basically a postulate that 
these things are heavy, that energy is heavy, but next to that it is a con-
sideration that one cannot do anything to them. One cannot cause them to 
vanish – therefore, one cannot cause them to affect one less. 

Observing, then, that things tend to become more permanent and more 
solid the less one can remember where they came from (though this is not 
a total truth, you understand), we could consider that all objects are 
memory. Or more accurately, that all objects are mis-memory. If an 
object is there, one comment you could make about it is that everybody 
has forgotten when and where it was created. And having forgotten when 
and where it was created, it now persists. Thus, you might say that ob-
jects depend, or persistent spaces depend, entirely for their persistence 
upon forgettingness. Which is to say, mis-memory. 

Now, as memory applies to postulates and considerations as well as to 
spaces and masses, it becomes obvious that conditions, good conditions 
or bad, would tend to persist where they were mis-remembered. In other 
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words, if you knew exactly where all the particles of your car were cre-
ated and how many movements back they were created and who had cre-
ated them (the more important fact) and who had assembled them into a 
car you would not have any car. It would simply disappear. In other 
words, a perfect memory would bring about a vanishment of all objects 
and spaces. 

Well, at least that is the theory and the theory is borne out by the fact 
that it is only necessary to remember who created something to have it 
diminish in density, or, in case of a light mass of energy, such as an en-
gram, to vanish. 

In that Thetans become very possessed with the idea of making noth-
ing out of everything (their primary obsession), memory, an exact and 
persistent memory, becomes an obsession with the Thetan. He knows that 
when he no longer remembers the exact genus of all those things in his 
vicinity he will no longer be able to make them disappear. Therefore, a 
failure in memory causes a Thetan to be very frantic. 

Now, we needn’t go too deeply into just exactly why this is, but I will 
brush it in passing. All things like to be duplicated. A thetan has no 
mass, no space, no wavelength, and no time. Therefore to get a perfect 
perception of anything, he thinks the best choice would be to look at 
something which has no mass, no space, no wavelength, and no time. Of 
course, this is impossible. But, this is a Thetan being duplicated, and this, 
indeed, would be the most comfortable frame of mind for a Thetan – to 
have no persistence or non-persistence of any kind in its vicinity. Thus, 
when a Thetan begins to see more and more spaces (and he is not space) 
and when he begins to see more and more masses (and he is not mass) 
and when he begins to see more and more wave motion (and he is not 
wave motion) he conceives the fact that nothing is duplicating him, 
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which is to say that nothing is taking a look at his nothingness and be-
coming nothing. In other words, he’s losing control of things. 

Well, it just so happens that a Thetan knows that if he could remember 
the exact place everything had been generated, the exact time and the 
exact conditions and the exact person who did it, he would then get a 
disappearance. Thus, when a Thetan begins to object to life and considers 
that this idea of masses and spaces is foolish and should be discontinued 
(as the boys evidently believe in the nuclear physics department) they can 
only think in frantic terms of making nothing out of everything. 

It does not happen to be a healthy frame of mind for a Thetan to be 
obsessed with making nothing out of things. We see people around who, 
themselves, have considerable bulk but who are unable to make nothing 
out of things but who try all the time to do so anyway. For instance, you 
tell a joke; they say, well that’s nothing, and they’ve heard that before. 
You buy a new hat and they say they’ve always liked it. You invent a 
new dance step and they say it has been done before. They are, on a cov-
ert level, trying to make nothing out of something. These people already 
know they can’t make nothing out of masses and spaces. They are al-
ready obsessed with the idea that masses and spaces are dangerous to 
them and therefore, they do have to make nothing out of them. And these 
people at the same time will be obsessed with problems in memory and 
will probably develop a fantastic comm lag on the auditing question 
"Give me something you wouldn’t mind forgetting."  It 
does not follow that everybody who wants to improve his memory is 
obsessed with making nothing out of everything. But it does demonstrate 
how we get these obsessions on the subject of memory. Actually you 
could probably remember one-one hundredth of what you are able to 
remember and still get along. Certainly I know lots of places where peo-
ple would employ you if you could remember just one-thousandth of 
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what you are able to remember at this moment. The income tax bureau is 
one of them. 

Memory, strangely enough, has very little to do with intelligence. In-
telligence is the ability to pose and resolve problems relating to survival. 
Without some memory, one would have no track of time, but, an abso-
lutely perfect memory does not necessarily connote a perfect intelligence. 
If one’s memory were really perfect, he would have no objects or spaces 
with which to pose or resolve problems. So, therefore, a certain amount 
of mis-memory (or forgettingness) is necessary to have factors with 
which to play a game. 

When memory is entered as a factor into the posing and resolving of 
problems one then gets the phenomenon of time track. One conceives 
through "experience" the Identities, Similarities and Differences be-
tween the present time factors and the factors of the past. And here 
we have the key to aberration. 

Theoretically, a person could not be aberrated who was not living on a 
time track, since he would have no need of any kind to associate any 
spaces or objects of the present with any spaces or objects of the past. 
Now, naturally, no spaces or objects of the present are ever exactly iden-
tical to spaces or objects of the past. But, a person through mis-memory 
will eventually come into a situation where he does actually conceive a 
present time situation to be identical with a past situation. When he con-
ceives this automatically and with great ease he is then in a fair way to 
being aberrated. 

One could not go so far as to say that no experience at all is necessary 
to the living of life. But, one could go so far as to say that a total reliance 
upon experience or hearsay or second-hand observation in life brings a 
person into a very frightening state of mind. 
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Therefore, mis-memory could be of this kind. One sees a certain num-
ber of factors before him. One misremembers some factors that happened 
to him earlier sufficiently to conceive that these earlier factors are now 
identical with the factors he faces. When he has managed this he has es-
sentially no time. In other words, Identity does not give him Past. He 
says the factors I face right now ARE the factors which confronted me 
five years ago. But he does not conceive this articulately. He conceives 
this on a mis-memory basis. He "feels" that the present factors have a 
significance which is due to nothing but themselves, but it’s actually due 
to a combination of past factors. This essentially is about all there is to 
aberration. Aberration is "No Time." It does not conceive that there is 
any earlier position for any particle. 

Thus, we have the interesting fact that a perfect memory to an extreme 
and absolute that has never existed would bring about a situation of No 
Universe, No Form, No Mass, No Space. And that a completely imper-
fect memory, which again has never existed, would bring about a total 
collapse of all time, and would bring all factors into the present. Now, 
somewhere between these two lies the game called sanity. It is in the 
effort to attain this game called sanity that the auditor exercises the mem-
ory of the preclear. He must exercise the memory in such a way as to 
uncover a great many similarities which the preclear thought were identi-
ties. 

Now, here is the subject of valence. By valence we mean personality. 
Theoretically a person could have his own valence. But, more familiarly 
the term is used to denote the borrowing of the personality of another. A 
preclear "in his father’s valence" is acting as though he were his father. 
The word "valence" means in Latin, strength (valentia). We use it in Di-
anetics and Scientology as meaning personality, but it has not escaped the 
value of strength. A person takes at will the valences of a commanding 
nature or valences of a very obedient nature in order to answer up to vari-
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ous situations. One person may routinely use several valences. In order to 
handle women he takes the valence of his father, in order to handle stu-
dents he takes the valence of a bulldog. In order to get drunk he takes the 
valence of a horse. There may or may not be any sense to the valence 
beyond the fact that it was a strong valence in a situation relating to the 
subject. In other words, he has mental image pictures unconsciously ex-
perienced by him which have as their dominant or obedient personality 
things related to the subject which he then identifies with the subject. 
Many a psychotic is in the valence of a bedpost. Others are in the valence 
of God. But these are totally stuck valences; any sane person routinely 
uses in his modus operandi of existence a vast category of valences. To 
say that somebody is capable of two or three valences would be a mis-
nomer. A person takes many valences. Now, it is not necessary to pick up 
these valences or these personalities or "strengths" or "weaknesses" in 
our expanded understanding of the word in order to handle existence. A 
Thetan is perfectly capable of mocking up a beingness or valence suffi-
cient to the situation simply compounded from the elements of the situa-
tion. If he does this easily he is very intelligent. He has a good imagina-
tion. Or you might say a good valencination. Only when he has a tremen-
dous successful valence in the past which has enormous command value 
or enormous obedience value and then when he forgets this and con-
ceives that it is all in the present does he assume anything like a fixed 
valence. He then is, you might say, "himself." The "himself" or "herself" 
is simply a valence which is moderately commanding, moderately obedi-
ent and which is "dreamed up" or "taken out of past experience." 

The automaticities of memory are dependent upon this valence situa-
tion. By automaticity we mean anything that goes on running outside the 
control of the individual. This in its severest definition would seem to 
indicate that everything was automatic except those things upon which 
the person had his immediate attention. And this is not too far from 
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wrong. It is not bad to have things automatic, it is bad to have placed 
things on automatic which are detrimental to one’s happiness and life. 
The more automaticities exist around the individual the less living that 
individual is likely to do. 

This is quite interesting to observe, off the subject a little, in a busi-
ness office which is determined to modernize with all the latest machin-
ery and equipment. It is the theory that the introduction of all these auto-
maticities will bring down the number of people on staff and will bring 
up the volume of work. Now, there is a make-or-break point beyond 
which the introduction of automaticities is detrimental to the business 
itself and will actually cut down the amount of outgoing communication. 
In fact, in a great many overly machined business offices the greatest 
amount of work done is by the repairmen, keeping the machinery in ac-
tion. But, without a certain amount of automaticity in an office, it is true 
that very little work gets done. 

Harm comes from this factor of automaticity only when people have 
forgotten that something has been put on automatic, for when a thing is 
put on automatic, which is to say, when it is put in a situation where it is 
intended to run without any observation of any kind from anybody and 
without any knowledge on the part of anybody that it is running, we sud-
denly find a sphere of deteriorization, and we cannot trace it. We do not 
know what has broken down since we did not know what was there and 
had been placed on automatic. 

Here memory plays an interesting role. The first requisite to putting 
something on automatic is to forget that it has been placed on automatic. 
And that in the severest Scientological use of the word is what we mean 
by a full automaticity. Something is going on and we do not know its 
cause. We do not know its cause because we have forgotten that we have 
placed it there. Or, we have forgotten that anyone placed it there. We do 
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not even know that anything IS there. But, something is happening in that 
sphere. 

Now, although this relates to many parts of life we are apt to special-
ize on the psychosomatic character of this manifestation. We have forgot-
ten or maybe never did know who put a bad leg into this body. A bad leg 
is in this body. We try, by moving it around or by manipulation, to 
change the bad leg and find out that we get an additional persistence to 
the bad leg. Only by discovering the ownership of the decision or idea or 
mass of the bad leg would we get a complete vanquishment of the bad 
leg. Now, if we went just a little bit further and remembered also who 
made the leg in the first place, and remembered this fully to the extent of 
remembering who made all the particles that went together and made the 
leg and who made all of the organizations of food which fed the leg, we 
would have no leg. So, we see that we could carry memory through to a 
complete vanquishment. 

But, automaticity and memory do not happen to be limited entirely 
and completely to just one factor – psychosomatic illness. In fact, a per-
son who would work memory simply to get somebody over a psychoso-
matic illness has himself a very bad identification. Life does not consist 
of psychosomatic illnesses. As a matter of fact, the Scientology auditor 
who tells preclears that he is going to get them over their psychosomatic 
illness has already created a new automaticity, as far as the preclear is 
concerned. 

Now, the Preclear isn’t going to go do it; the Auditor, by some nec-
romancy, is going to do it and we’re likely to get a failure on the part of 
the auditor to remedy that psychosomatic illness. As a matter of fact, an 
auditor has no business at all promising anybody that he will ever do 
anything about a psychosomatic illness. Not, of course, because he can’t, 
because of all the professionals in the world, the auditor is probably the 
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one most likely to knock out a psychosomatic illness. But an auditor who 
says he’s going to knock out a psychosomatic illness and goes in the di-
rection of knocking such things out is limiting himself so woefully that 
it’s hardly worth while knowing how to audit. When preclears start tell-
ing us that they want to get rid of such and such a psychosomatic illness 
we are apt to gaze at them with a questioning eye since the person has an 
insufficiency of problems or he wouldn’t have the psychosomatic illness, 
and if we took it away he would just get another one unless we also 
remedied PROBLEMS. And all we can see out of this statement of the 
preclear is that this preclear has his attention fixed on something and he 
ought to have his attention unfixed off of it. Well, if he has his attention 
this thoroughly fixed on a psychosomatic illness he probably, on a gradi-
ent scale, has his attention fixed on a great many other and unpleasant 
things. And as a result we have a problem here in an individual who is 
stuck all over the track. He’s identifying, he’s misremembering, he is in, 
to say the least, an interesting state. And even if we did get him over the 
psychosomatic illness we probably, if we limited the auditing to this, 
would not have made him happy. So what we tell such a preclear is, 
"Well, I may or may not do something about the psychosomatic illness, 
but I will certainly make you feel happier about it." Usually he is fairly 
satisfied with such an answer. 

The earliest coining of the memory exercises known as "Straight 
Wire" came from the formula of cause and effect. In 1950 in the early 
HDA Lectures we described this as the act of stringing a line between 
present time and some incident in the past, and stringing that line directly 
and without any detours. In other words, we conceived the auditor was 
stringing a straight wire of memory between the actual genus of a condi-
tion and present time, thus demonstrating that there was a difference of 
time and space in the condition then and the condition now, and that the 
preclear conceding this difference would then rid himself of the condition 
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or at least be able to handle it. This essentially was the overcoming of 
automaticities or the locating of automaticities. The preclear had some 
engram that had a command value over him and it was necessary to lo-
cate the source of that situation in order to bring it under the preclear’s 
control. The term "Straight Wire" was used to differentiate between 
Dianetic memory exercises and those which had been used by psycho-
therapy in the past. And a great need for such differentiation was neces-
sary, because there’s many a Dianetic auditor who permitted "free asso-
ciation" and other unworkable techniques to go on in the guise of audit-
ing. Hence the term "Straight Wire," and that term seems to be an apt one 
since it stuck with auditors all during these years. 

The motto of Straight Wire could be said to be, discover the actual 
genus of any condition and you will place the condition under the 
control of the preclear. 
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ARTICLE FOUR 

Straight Wire and Present Time 

One of the earliest observations of Straight Wire which we made was 
on no less a preclear than Burke Belknap (then studying to be an HDA) 
in the small reception room at 42 Aberdeen Road in Elizabeth, New Jer-
sey. Burke had come in complaining of a headache and in an offhand 
way I said, "I’ll handle that" and asked him to remember who had a 
headache. He promptly came up with a memory of someone else having a 
headache and then someone else having a headache and finally of some-
one who complained about headaches and abruptly his headache was 
gone. Well, this was very triumphant, but I did not have enough sense to 
quit at that exact moment but started to run him through the incident he 
had last recalled, and instantly his headache was back. 

Now, we are telling you this for more reason than nostalgia. This was 
the first time we observed the difference between Straight Wire and en-
gram running to the degree that: Straight Wire did not run out the engram 
but only got it out of present time. Naturally, in theory, we had had this 
around for some time. But, here was an exact example of this very thing 
occurring. In other words, you could remember something and feel good, 
and then could run immediately into the engram and feel terrible all over 
again. Now, this immediately and instantly gives us the reason why psy-
chotherapy was unworkable before Dianetics. One would get the preclear 
into present time (and of course the preclear is always in present time but 
the engrams are there also, so it is more accurate to say, get the engrams 
out of present time) and then have the engram get into present time again 
and have the preclear in the same state as before. In other words, as long 
as and as often as we wanted to get these mental image pictures of pain 
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and unconsciousness into and out of present time we would have a 
change accordingly in the preclear. Theoretically we could throw birth 
into present time and out of present time, into present time and out of 
present time, and have the preclear as rapidly have and not have the 
symptoms of birth. Now when we realize that our machinery as a body-
plus-Thetan is being continually monitored by the environment and that 
the machinery which throws engrams into present time is also monitor-
able by the environment and by others in it, we see that simply throwing 
the engrams out of present time and keeping the preclear in present time 
would apparently be inadequate processing. Here evidently we would 
make a preclear well and would then make him unwell just to the degree 
that we took out of present time and put into present time the engram 
causing that unwellness. 

Now, in view of the fact that an engram contains pain and uncon-
sciousness, it is very likely to become an automaticity. Thus, we are play-
ing tag with an unknown genus whenever we are playing tag with en-
grams. A preclear does not like to look at things which suddenly make 
him feel like his head is being torn half off. Thus, he will continue to 
keep out of existence for himself, and to refuse control over, all engrams. 

By old Dianetic standards, then, Straight Wire was merely a patch-up 
process. It did not do too much for the preclear but made him momentar-
ily comfortable. It did this simply by slipping out of present time, en-
grams. Engrams were held in present time by the preclear’s making a 
bridge between present time and the engram, of locks, which is to say 
conscious moments which lay on top of the engram. In other words, we 
could have a sort of a picture of a dark, Lying-in-wait engram, which had 
happened or had been created at some early date, which had been keyed 
in by a conscious incident a little bit later, which had been bridged by a 
repetition of similarities until at last the preclear conceived an identity 



35 

between the moment of the engram’s occurrence and present time. By 
this bridge of locks we would then have an engram being present time. 

So much for the early attitude. What is the attitude about this now? 
There is no real change. It’s just that the preclear can be brought to 
control a mass of energy as heavy as an engram by the gradient scale 
of controlling lighter masses. 

Here we have essentially the idea of the person who lifts a calf every 
day until the calf becomes a bull. Then we have a person who is able to 
lift a huge animal. Now, I don’t know that anybody ever tried this, but 
theoretically it would actually occur. Certainly, it is much more likely 
that this gradient scale of lifting would more workably apply to locks and 
engrams than to pure bull. 

By Straight Wire, on modern standards, we get the preclear to handle 
the light key-ins. Over and over and over, new incidents or the same in-
cidents until at last he is able to handle the actual genus of the situation, 
at which time the condition, of course, will vanish. 

The great oddity is that a preclear is so wary of a heavy, hidden mass 
like an engram, that when it comes into present time automatically he 
will not or cannot throw it out of present time. And this is the main thing 
which is wrong with the preclear. A heavy mental image from the past 
comes into present time, then the preclear cannot throw it out of present 
time. If he is unable to throw it out of present time it will stay in present 
time, which is to say, ride along with the preclear. 

One of the goals of Modern Straight Wire is to get the preclear to 
throw the engram out of present time or into present time at will. In other 
words, to teach him that he doesn’t necessarily have to vanquish all en-
ergy masses – that he can handle these energy masses and get them up to 
him or away from him at will. 
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A clear, by definition, is somebody who does not have any engrams in 
present time with him. By actual practice a clear would have to be a sta-
ble Thetan exterior since the body itself is composed of energy masses 
which unfortunately contain engrams. 

We are no longer trying to rid present time of all engrams. We are 
simply trying to bring about an ability on the part of the preclear to han-
dle energy masses in the past or in present time at will. And by a gradient 
scale to cure his fright of being confronted with a picture and his compul-
sion and necessity to obey that picture. 
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ARTICLE FIVE 

Straight Wire And Pictures 

With the advent of communication processing a new method of han-
dling pictures arose. Within minutes after the first discovery that commu-
nication alone would vanquish masses we found that communication 
would handle pictures themselves. In view of the fact that pictures have 
been more or less a common denominator of investigation since the earli-
est Dianetic days, we became very interested in this startling new method 
of handling the bank. 

Whenever a person of the usual Mark I Homo Sapiens type is asked to 
remember something, he gets a picture along with it. This, no matter what 
names or description you place upon it, is simply a picture which has 
been taken of an event in the past, said picture now being in the present. 
This automatic feed mechanism has gone relatively unnoticed but occa-
sionally described back through the centuries. It seems that this should be 
considered very usual. However, it was not until Dianetics that anyone 
made any kind of a thorough study of these pictures. 

In the first place, of what were these pictures composed? It was an old 
saw in mysticism that mental energy was one thing and physical energy 
was another thing. I suppose this was stated many times out of hopeful-
ness rather than fact. Today enough data has come to hand to establish 
that this mental energy, such as is contained in a picture, and the energy 
of earth or of the electric light company, are different only in wavelength. 
The proof of this is that a person, by remedying havingness, can increase 
his weight if he only pulls the havingness in, and can decrease his actual 
weight by throwing the havingness away. Of course, a preclear has to be 
in fairly good condition and has to be able to throw away or possess hav-
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ingness at will in order to do this, but in actual experiment weight has 
been changed many pounds either way by this. And, believe me, if you 
can weigh mental energy on a set of Toledo scales you certainly have 
something very intimate to the energy of the electric light company, and 
you don’t have anything different than the energy of the electric light 
company, save only in characteristic. 

These mental image pictures, then, are actually composed of energy. 
They have mass, they exist in space, and they follow some very, very 
definite routines of behavior, the most interesting of which to us just now 
is the fact that they appear when somebody thinks of something. He 
thinks of a certain dog, he gets a picture of the dog. When a person is 
rather far gone, when he thinks of the dog he gets the picture of a house. 
When he thinks of a house he gets a picture of a cactus. This person’s 
pictures are not associated with his own thoughts, but are occurring on a 
total automaticity. 

But, what do we have in the first place but an automaticity? An indi-
vidual thinks of a dog and he gets a picture of that dog. This carried on 
long enough would bring it about where he would think of one dog and 
get the picture of another dog. And a little bit further, he would merely 
think the thought and get a picture without any relationship between the 
thought and the picture. 

Well, if these pictures are actually more or less the same stuff as is 
sold to you for five cents a kilowatt hour by the power company, then 
you could suppose that they would have some effect on the human body, 
and so they do. Pictures are continually being taken by the body or the 
Thetan or the Thetan’s machinery or the body machinery. You never saw 
such a complete cinematographic plant in your life as the Thetan-plus-
body, Mark I, Homo Sapiens. Something even takes pictures when he is 
deeply unconscious and during an operation. 
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Not only does a person take pictures of anything and everything just 
as you right this moment are taking a picture of this page (if you don’t 
believe it, close your eyes and take a look at the page again) (oh, you 
didn’t know you were taking pictures all the time?), but also these pic-
tures then react back on the individual more or less as the incident itself 
reacted on the individual. Thus, if a person had a bang on the thumb from 
a hammer, he is certain to have taken a picture of this. Later on this pic-
ture gets into present time and his thumb hurts. It is a picture which is 
impinged upon his beingness so as to reproduce some of the qualities in 
the picture. 

One of the oldest obedience stunts on the track was to convince the 
Thetan that he ought to "obey the picture." In fact, according to the O-
Meter, people within the last many generations have taught their children 
to "obey the picture." In other words, made use of these mental image 
pictures in order to produce a higher level of obedience on the part of a 
child. Certainly it might or might not have produced a higher level of 
obedience, but it did produce a much higher level of conscience and it is 
in itself practically the anatomy of conscience. Overt act-motivator se-
quence is itself only the action and reaction of these pictures. A person 
takes a picture and then the picture turns on him. 

Thus, the handling of these pictures becomes very important if one’s 
going to change the characteristics of an individual. One of the first 
things, then, that an individual ought to be able to do is to handle these 
pictures. An individual can’t handle these pictures? He’s in bad shape. 

Now, let’s take this thing we call a Black Five. This poor fellow is so 
far gone he can’t even see pictures any more. He only sees blackness in 
front of him. Well, this blackness may be some kind of a screen; it may 
be anything; but at least it prevents him from seeing pictures, and he’s 
very often keeping himself from being victimized by all these pictures by 
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having a continuous black screen in front of him. That the pictures reach 
through the black screen and do influence him anyhow, he hopefully 
overlooks. However, remember that this blackness itself is only a pic-
ture, and so we don’t have a special category of (1) people who get pic-
tures, and (2) people who get blackness. We have only one category. We 
get people who have pictures of various things and people who have pic-
tures of special things. And this is simply a Gradient Scale of how easily 
does the individual handle these pictures that get into present time. When 
he handles present time returned pictures very poorly more and more 
pictures get stacked up in present time and pretty soon he is a fairly 
"massive" case. 

Hence you can appreciate our excitement when we found a new way 
of handling pictures. There have since been developed, as we became 
more versed in handling special problems, additional ways, such as Own-
ership Processing. But to this moment we know of no better routine way 
of handling pictures than a combination of Straight Wire and the data 
which we are going to give you here. 

Before we go very deeply into this, you should realize that pictures are 
not bad, and that blackness is not totally bad. Pictures are used by the 
Thetan to assist his memory. They are not necessary to his memory, but 
he begins to play with the idea of taking pictures of everything and re-
membering by pictures as a sort of a game. It is an interesting game. 
Gives him something to look at. Gives him some mass and makes him 
happy – up to the point when he collects pictures of great unhappiness; 
then these moments of unhappiness stay with him simply because he has 
pictures of them and really for no other reason. As far as blackness is 
concerned, blackness is usually the protective coating between the pre-
clear and the pictures. Not unusual for a preclear to have a machine, ei-
ther of his own or belonging to his body, which black-coats every picture 
that shows up before he looks at it. This keeps him from getting stunned 
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by these pictures. This, by the way, is somewhat different than having 
blackness in continual and total restimulation. Both of these conditions 
regarding blackness exist: the machine that makes blackness, and having 
a black picture in restimulation. There is also simply the blackness of 
looking around inside of a head, and as yet, the modernness of science 
has not installed electric lighting inside skulls. 

We also get the condition, where these pictures are concerned, of the 
Thetan’s machinery taking pictures and then trying to show them to the 
Thetan while the Thetan is inside the head. This is a very interesting con-
dition because the machinery cannot reach the Thetan, but reaches the 
head of the body instead, and if this machinery is very powerful, which it 
usually is, the body becomes very uncomfortable solely by reason of hav-
ing pictures shoved up against it by machinery which is foreign to it. 

So we get a lot of conditions which are germane to pictures. But these 
pictures are not all bad, and the whole subject of pictures is not a bad 
subject. 

And again, before we go any further, you should realize that it is not 
absolutely necessary for the auditor to handle pictures in the fashion we 
are going to outline now in order to have Straight Wire as given in an 
earlier article work. But, this is the fillip which really handles pictures 
and is called "Hellos and O.K.’S to Pictures." 

The technique has limitations. It is limited by the fact that the auditor 
can audit Straight Wire on preclears lower on the scale than those who 
can handle pictures with hellos and O.K.’s. In other words, a rather low 
toned preclear can simply be run on Straight Wire as given earlier, but 
when he comes upscale and starts to get pictures this process can then be 
applied. 

The anatomy of the process is simple indeed. Every time the preclear 
remembers something the auditor asks him, "Did you get a pic-
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ture?" If the preclear did, which is usually the case, the auditor tells 
him, "Throw a shower of hellos at it ." The preclear does. The 
auditor then says, "Have it  throw a shower of O.K.’s at you." 
The preclear does. The auditor then says, "Is the picture stil l  
there?" If the preclear says it is the auditor simply has the preclear 
complete the cycle of two-way communication with, "Have the pic-
ture send a shower of hellos at you," and when the preclear 
does, the auditor says, "Throw a shower of O.K.’s at the pic-
ture," which the preclear does. Again the auditor asks him, "Is the 
picture stil l  there?" If it is, the auditor simply repeats the four 
commands given above, which is to say, he has the preclear throw a 
shower of hellos at the picture, has the picture throw a shower of O.K.’s 
to the preclear, has the picture send a shower of hellos to the preclear, 
and the preclear send a shower of O.K.’s to the picture. Actually the 
auditor can have the preclear do this over and over until the picture is 
gone, for that is the single and solitary goal of the process: to make the 
picture disappear. It will be discovered that early in processing the audi-
tor will have to make the preclear complete several two-way cycles of 
communication with the picture before it vanishes, but, as processing 
continues and as the preclear becomes more and more capable, that fewer 
and fewer two-way exchanges are necessary to make the picture vanish. 
And at length all the auditor has to say is, "Throw it away," and the 
preclear will be able to do so. Of course, the case which can simply throw 
the picture away in the first place and get it back at will does not need to 
use communication processing on this, a fact which most auditors over-
look – they neglect to test the preclear to find out whether or not the pre-
clear can throw these pictures away. Now, in the case of blackness this is 
rather foolish, to ask the preclear to throw hellos at the blackness, since 
these screens are very resistive, indeed. In the case of blackness one 
would simply use Straight Wire with the question, "Recall  a time 
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when you were looking at blackness" over and over and over 
until the blackness was gone. If the blackness doesn’t go, then it’s a ma-
chine which is making the blackness, but this is found to be handleable 
too by the same process, if it is carried on long enough. And even if that 
did not work, machine processing would. 

Very well. We have here, by throwing showers of hellos and O.K.’s 
back and forth between the preclear and the picture, a method of van-
quishing the picture. But, if you as an auditor assume that all pictures 
are bad and ought to be thrown away, you will have in your hands in 
a very short space of time a very unhappy preclear. If he is fairly up-
scale he will tell you why he is unhappy. If he’s fairly well downscale he 
will simply hug it bitterly to his bosom. The fact is, you are getting rid of 
his pictures, and his pictures are not a bad phenomenon, totally. Thus, 
you were robbing him continually. Now, the old Dianetic auditor who is 
trained only to make pictures vanish or a person who is obsessed with the 
idea of making nothing out of everything, is liable to neglect this vital 
little step, and if this vital little step is neglected this entire process will 
wind the preclear up in an unhappy state of mind. So, after the picture has 
been vanquished by either throwing it away or by throwing hellos and 
O.K.’s back and forth between the preclear and it, the auditor must ask 
the preclear to get the picture back. This is, of course, part of the auto-
maticity cycle. The picture got there automatically; well, the preclear had 
better take over that automaticity – for all automaticities are conquered 
by having the preclear do what is being done automatically, or by simply 
sighting the genus of the automaticity. 

Thus, having completed this two-way cycle of hellos and O.K.’s, the 
auditor now says, "Get the picture back." This usually startles the 
preclear, for at first the preclear will be very victorious at having gotten 
rid of this automatic function of pictures. But the preclear, one way or 
another, will get the picture back. He may get back some other facet of 
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the scene. He may get back a picture different from the first one, but what 
you want is that same picture. Of course, don’t badger and hound your 
preclear until he goes out of communication with you to get the same 
picture back. You can tolerate a certain amount of looseness at this stage 
of the processing, but what you really want is the same picture back 
again. Now, having gotten the preclear to get the picture back, you now 
have him throw once more showers of hellos at it, have it throw showers 
of O.K.’s at him, have it throw showers of hellos to him, and he throw 
showers of O.K.’s to it, until it vanishes again. And when it is vanished, 
you ask the preclear to get the picture back. Now, before you have han-
dled this picture very much you will find usually that the preclear can 
simply bring the picture up and throw it away at will, at which moment 
you go on to the next auditing question on Straight Wire, which is, "Re-
call  a time when – " or "Recall  a moment of  – " whatever 
you were asking before. And once more you ask him, "Did you get a 
picture?" You handle it in this fashion. You have him throw hellos 
and O.K.’s back and forth. You have him throw it away, get it back –  
you have him handle it, in other words. After a while you will find the 
preclear will be able to get all sorts of pictures at will and throw them 
away at will. You will also find that some of his automatic machinery 
starts to break down. If this starts to happen, why just continue him on 
the process. You may have to drill him for a short time on mocking up 
pictures. If you knock out his automatic machinery which is giving him 
pictures – doing the mock-ups for him – you have made it necessary for 
you to give him the assurance that he can make pictures, which will again 
make him happy. Very often a preclear who is unable to make pictures 
but is getting everything automatically will recover his ability to create 
pictures once he brings this automaticity under control. 

"Hellos and O.K.’S to Pictures" is a very valuable process. A pre-
clear will work up a gradient scale to where he can throw some hellos 
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and O.K.’s to engrams that pop up and will then be able to bring engrams 
into present time or throw them out of present time at will. And when he 
can do this he has no further worries or upsets about energy masses. 

You will understand that this process of communication is entirely in-
dependent of locating the genus of the picture. The actual knockout of the 
machinery making the pictures could be accomplished by having the pre-
clear state that this or that created or owned the machine, including him-
self, until the machine was gone. But, this is not a very good process. It is 
robbing the preclear of something on which he has no reality. However, 
we expect future developments will embrace something which gives us a 
superior process along ownership lines. 

Remember, now, that our goal is not to make the preclear get rid of 
every picture that pops up. Our goal is to make him capable of handling 
those pictures which pop up, throwing them away and getting them back 
at will. 

This process is also used with the technique "Tell me something 
you wouldn’t mind remembering," "Tell  me something 
you wouldn’t mind forgetting," and was originally employed as 
part of this process. 
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ARTICLE SIX 

Psychoanalysis and Straight Wire 

When Sigmund Freud and Breuer first began working on the theory 
that if an individual could recall enough he could be well, they were 
working primarily on the assumption that there was something wrong, 
which they now had to make right, and that the wrongness was a hidden 
or buried memory. 

It is notable to remark today that Scientology does not try to find 
something wrong in order to make that wrongness right. This introduces 
a via on the line, introduces an assumption into the case which is not jus-
tified. All we assume is that an individual can be more able than he is and 
we take it from there. We are not looking for hidden memories. 

Another thing which Freud assumed was that guilt underlay these hid-
den memories as their primary propulsive mechanism. This was not nec-
essarily true, for you will discover that anyone, no matter how innocent, 
who has been struck, if he has been struck hard enough, will begin to 
believe that he must have been guilty of something. In other words, he 
gets a reason why he has been punished, which may or may not have any 
actuality in fact. In other words, any sudden blow or duress can be ex-
pected to have as its consequence the feeling that one has been guilty. In 
order to stay a reasonable or rational being an individual has to assume 
that there must be a reason for everything. This is not necessarily true at 
all. Thus, guilt comes about merely from a blow or duress. I imagine if 
you put a man in prison long enough he would be absolutely certain at 
the end of that time that he had committed the crime for which he was 
incarcerated. I suppose that if you questioned a man long enough about 
his guilt, if this questioning were under duress, he would begin to feel he 
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was guilty of the crime of which he was being accused, which accounts 
for many of the confessions which are brought forth by third-degree 
methods. Even the police have begun to question these, having discov-
ered all too often that the person was really innocent although he now 
believed he was completely guilty. Thus, we have the fact that physical 
pain and unconsciousness in a memory would produce a hidingness in 
the memory, since a person would not want to confront a painful picture, 
and would bring about a feeling of guilt. All this is resolved simply by 
making the individual capable of handling energy pictures or energy 
masses or spaces regardless of their size, shape or threat. 

In performing a psychoanalysis, emphasis was then laid upon memory 
and upon things about which society expected people to feel guilty. In 
this alone we have the reason why psychoanalysis is such a long drawn-
out affair and why it leaves a person in such a careful frame of mind. 

The psychoanalytic patient was expected to talk long enough – with-
out much acknowledgment from the analyst – to disclose hidden memo-
ries. The actual hidden memories were, of course, moments of pain and 
unconsciousness, and if the psychoanalyst had ever gotten a patient into 
one of these moments of pain and unconsciousness he wouldn’t have 
known what to do about it. But this was outside the theory if well inside 
the practice. 

In the process of trying to recover hidden memories the analyst was 
continually in combat with the automatic forgettingness of the patient. By 
asking a person to recall and recall and recall and recall and think about 
the past, the analyst often got the individual back down the time track and 
didn’t get him up again. In the first place, the analyst, not being very able 
in the field of duplication seldom gave a repetitive question which 
would have freed the patient from one line of action. 
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Further, the analyst was insufficiently observant and inquiring. He 
may or may not have noticed this phenomenon of energy pictures but, 
being trained in a rather mystic school, he probably did not believe that 
these energy pictures possessed any energy and so could not do the pa-
tient any harm. 

But, let us suppose that we were actually trying to uncover hidden 
memories for the preclear. If this were the case, then, we would have to 
get his forgettingness off of automatic and into his control. 

If you wish to reform the entire field of psychoanalysis, which is not 
any particular mission for the Scientologist, as Scientology is not psycho-
therapy, you yet could do so by the publication of this material: Have the 
patient relax and become aware of the fact that you, the analyst, are there, 
that he is there, that the room is there and that you are about to do some 
psychoanalysis. 

Enter into a discussion with the patient concerning his trials and tribu-
lations in the present-time world, permitting the patient to originate 
communications and become relaxed about talking with the analyst. 

Now that these steps have been accomplished, ask the patient this 
question, and use no other question aside from incidental and momentary 
discussions and acknowledgments, no other: "Tell me something 
you wouldn’t mind forgetting." 

No matter how long the patient took to answer this question, do not 
abandon it and do not go away from the question. But, at last, still main-
taining pleasant relations with the patient, obtain an answer to this ques-
tion. 

Having obtained the patient’s statement that he has at last found some-
thing that he is very certain he wouldn’t mind forgetting, the analyst 
should then say, "Very well," as an acknowledgment of the fact that the 
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question has been answered. And the analyst should never at any future 
time omit to acknowledge with a "Very well" or some such statement the 
fact that the patient has completed the analyst’s command. 

Having received an answer to this question, the analyst must now re-
peat the very same question and again must get an answer to this question 
and again must acknowledge the fact that an answer has been received. 

The analyst should not go into discussions of the material and should 
not tell the patient what the material means, for the analyst should be well 
aware of the fact that if the patient has already reached this depth in his 
psyche he must perforce be capable of reaching much deeper depths and 
that better information will always be forthcoming. 

Even though the analyst finds himself becoming inattentive or upset 
by the repetition of the same question over and over he must continue 
this. He must, each time the patient has complied and the analyst has ac-
knowledged, ask again, "Tell me something else you wouldn’t 
mind forgetting." 

This should be the sum total of the analysis and this program should 
be continued as long as the patient is being analyzed, whether that be four 
times a week for a year or four times a week for two years. No other in-
terchange or material should be discussed or addressed than these things 
the patient would not mind forgetting. 

If an analyst were to follow this program and if he were capable of re-
peating this question or duplicating so often and so long, he would dis-
cover that his patient had come into more possession about his life and 
his beingness than any other program could have accomplished, and that 
it will no longer be necessary for the analyst to evaluate for or make deci-
sions for the patient. 
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We recommend that this process be coached to analysts in the hope 
that the field of psychoanalysis could be made into a successful psycho-
therapy, for Scientology is not a psychotherapy and does not intend to 
take the place of any existing psychotherapy. 
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ARTICLE SEVEN 

How to Do Straight Wire 

There is a happy medium of two-way communication which must be 
present in all processing, whether that processing be Opening Procedure 
by Duplication or Straight Wire. 

Enough Two-Way Communication will keep the preclear aware of 
being audited and aware of the auditor’s interest. An insufficient 
amount of Two-Way Communication may cause the preclear to feel 
a lack of participation in his case, which will cause that case to sag or 
bog. Too much Two-Way Communication will simply get in the road 
of the process. An auditor must be aware of these factors and have a 
feeling for the right amount of two-way communication whenever he is 
processing a preclear. 

One of the most delicate subjects in all auditing and one of the most 
delicate skills in auditing consists of knowing how much Two-Way 
Communication to enter upon as an auditor with the preclear. 

Straight Wire requires this as in any other process. However, many er-
rors can be made in Straight Wire with two-way communication which 
would have peculiarly detrimental effects. The preclear, you must under-
stand, is indulging in recalling his past, and we can forgive preclears for 
being excited about remembering various pleasant parts or various un-
pleasant parts of the past. We can also forgive the preclear for trying to 
justify some of the actions he has suddenly recalled having entered upon 
in his past. Thus, we can understand that it is necessary for the preclear to 
be permitted to communicate about what he is doing; otherwise he will 
feel suppressed and straitjacketed by the auditor who refuses to let him 
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talk. But, the preclear who just goes on talking endlessly about what 
he is recalling is not doing himself any good. He is not doing the 
process, he is talking about the process. Thus, to some slight degree he 
must be checked on this excessive comm lag. The auditor should be very 
definitely aware of what comm lag is before he does very much auditing. 
He must also be aware of what acknowledgment is before he does very 
much auditing. 

Comm lag – communication lag – is the interval of time between 
the moment of the auditor’s asking the question and the reply to that 
exact question by the preclear. A near reply is not a reply. A reply to 
some related question is not a reply. The interval between may be occu-
pied by argument from the preclear, talk from the preclear or silence from 
the preclear. It does not matter what goes on between the asking of the 
question and the answer to the question; the interval is communication 
lag. In other words, communication is not taking place during this inter-
val. 

A communication lag is flat when it is consistent. A person may 
have a habitual lag of ten seconds. He may answer everything after a ten-
second pause. If a person then answers after a ten-second pause on a par-
ticular process it could be said that his communication lag was flat, since 
his communication lag is always ten seconds. We say that a question is 
flat when the communication lag has been similar for three successive 
questions. Now, that is a flat question. The communication lag might be 
five seconds, five seconds and five seconds. We would still say with 
some justice that the question lag was flat. However, the process lag 
would not be flat until the actual normal exchange lag was present. The 
question would no longer influence the communication factors of the 
preclear when the process is flat. Usually, because these processes are 
very beneficial, it occurs that the individual under processing talks very 
rapidly after a process is flat. His basic lag has changed. 
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There is another kind of communication lag with an automaticity of 
communication which an auditor should understand. When the question 
has excited a machine into answer it is quite common for the answers to 
come very rapidly, often too rapidly for the preclear to articulate. When 
this occurs the auditor is advancing against a communication speed 
which is as artificial as a communication LAG, and it will be discovered 
after the question is answered several times that this communication 
speed will drop into a normal and will then expand out into a communi-
cation lag. 

Acknowledgment is a very necessary study. An auditor must al-
ways acknowledge what the preclear has said. This may enter a com-
pulsiveness into auditing for the auditor, but it is nevertheless true that a 
preclear will keep on talking until he knows he has been acknowledged. 
Some people would require a sledgehammer in the face to know that they 
had been acknowledged. One auditor stood in front of a preclear and 
waggled his finger close to the preclear’s nose for several seconds and 
said very loudly, "Good!" and the preclear knew she had been acknowl-
edged. It very often happens that the auditor is saying O.K. but is not 
acknowledging the preclear because the preclear does not understand or 
even hear the auditor saying O.K. Thus, occasionally an auditor should 
ask, "I just said O.K. Did you hear that?" And the preclear 
will sometimes look rather sheepish and realize that he has not known 
that his statement was acknowledged. 

Very often the crankiness or upset of old people or children simply 
stems from the fact that nobody acknowledges them. They begin to say 
something and then can’t stop saying it, and will keep on saying it until it 
has been acknowledged by someone that they have said it. They would 
have to know that that statement had been acknowledged before they 
could "come off’ the statement. You could say that a thing persists until it 
is acknowledged. This, by the way, is quite applicable to machinery. Ma-
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chinery keeps putting up pictures until the pictures are acknowledged, 
and the Thetan seldom acknowledges these pictures, and so we get into a 
dwindling spiral of automaticity which ends up in blackness. It is not a 
cure, however, to simply have the preclear say "O.K." to all the machin-
ery. 

The auditor should also understand the Axioms as contained in THE 

CREATION OF HUMAN ABILITY, particularly the Conditions of Existence 
which are outlined in the Axioms. These are quite important. Particularly 
important are those axioms devoted to "isness" and "not-isness." We find 
that a person very often not-ises his pictures or not-ises his memory. In 
other words, he meets his memory or pictures with force. He pushes force 
against force and then we have accumulation of force, and this is not par-
ticularly good. The apparency, or isness, condition of existence comes 
about, of course, through alter-isness. Where we try to change a mass for 
a long time we eventually get a mass which is persisting and that persis-
tence is isness. So, we see that changing masses with anything less 
than life or memory or communication or postulate brings us into a 
condition of persistence of a condition. The auditor who knows this 
well knows that if he were to try to change with not-isness or alter-isness 
a deformed shoulder he would find that the condition of the deformed 
shoulder was persisting greater than ever. 

Such a well informed and skilled auditor might use, with great 
profit, an additional command – making two straight wire com-
mands in all. The additional command would be "Recall a mo-
ment of prevented ______." 

Example: The process would then be "Recall a moment of 
studiousness." And when this command seems flat, "Recall a 
moment of prevented studiousness." The latter command 
takes out the not-isness of the preclear. 
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Actually the best results are obtained by using these two com-
mands, supplying whatever is necessary in the blank. One is run 
fairly flat. Then the other is run until it is fairly flat. Then the first is 
run again. When it is again flat, run the second and so on – as new 
material thus is developed. 

The duplication of questions is something that is very hard for an 
auditor who has not had much processing to do. He will get discursive, 
he will go off away from this necessity to duplicate it over and over and 
over. Thus, many processes are rendered null and void by an auditor fail-
ing to complete the process. He cannot stand the idea of duplicating, do-
ing the same thing again and again and again, because he apparently is 
stacking his time track up. Actually he is not doing so and if he did it 
long enough, if he simply would go ahead and audit and ask the same 
question over and over and over again long enough, he would get a drill 
for himself which would cure him of his inability to duplicate. The big-
gest stumbling block to auditing is the obsessive change factor on the part 
of some auditors. Actually, when an auditor has an obsessive change 
factor he seldom makes a good auditor, because his obsession to change 
gets into his auditing. He has an obsession to change the preclear so he 
starts to force the preclear into changes which the preclear does not par-
ticularly want. The preclear may want changes but not necessarily the 
kind the auditor wants. The auditor precomputes the case, in other words, 
and decides in which direction he’s going to change this preclear. That’s 
all right and an auditor can do it, but when an auditor obsessively has to 
change the preclear we discover that the auditor at the same time will 
change the process. In other words, both of these are inabilities to dupli-
cate. An auditor can also err in the opposite direction. He can use the 
process so long and so consistently and so far beyond its doing the pre-
clear any good that the whole idea of auditing is defeated. For more data 
on this look at the new Auditor’s Code, which is printed in THE CREA-
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TION OF HUMAN ABILITY AND IN DIANETICS, 1955! These enjoin the audi-
tor to run the process as long as it produces change. When it no longer 
produces change don’t run it. However, an auditor who changes the proc-
ess and says to himself, "Well I changed this process because it was no 
longer producing change," when in reality it was, and the auditor couldn’t 
stand the duplication any longer, is, of course, reasoning himself out of 
good results for the preclear. 

The auditor should understand that the discovery of the actual creator 
or genus of anything will bring about its vanishment. This is also done by 
communication only. Ownership Processing can be used very effectively 
on preclears and in Straight Wire, but actually using communication as 
given in an earlier article is a superior activity. Ownership Processing is 
run by having the preclear state that this owns the condition or that owns 
the condition, and just have him keep stating that this or that or the other 
thing, and including himself, and his machinery and the body’s machin-
ery owns or made the condition, or the pictures own or made the condi-
tion until the condition vanishes. One has sighted the actual owner often 
enough. However, if one went on sighting the wrong owner often enough 
the picture or condition would strengthen. In other words, you would be 
mis-owning it. All masses, spaces, conditions depend on mis-ownership 
for their persistence. In the absence of mis-ownership – we own up to the 
ownership of everything that we did and know the ownership of every-
thing that everybody else did, or has – why everything would disappear. 
Ownership Processing is declaring the proper owner. It’s a very amusing 
process. 

Ownership Processing is best done using an O-Meter or any type of 
physiogalvanometer. Here we see at once that the principal ownership is 
the response that we get on the meter. We get greater masses when we 
get mis-ownership. We get more reaction when we get mis-ownership. 
All the needle of a lie detector or any such instrument registers is mis-
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ownership. When mis-ownership is present the needle registers and when 
it is not present the needle doesn’t register. Thus, a lie detector does not 
detect a lie; it merely detects the mis-ownership of the picture of the inci-
dent. A criminal who says that he didn’t do a thing when he did will of 
course make the picture of the incident become stronger; thus, it will reg-
ister. Similarly, the criminal could say, "I did it," when somebody else 
did and you would get an additional lie or the same reaction. If the pre-
clear says that he caused the picture when something else caused the pic-
ture the picture will become stronger and the needle of the meter will 
register. This is about all there is to electropsychometric auditing. 

One of the most notably lacking qualities in the unsuccessful auditor 
is charity. I am reminded of a section in the new testament which I mis-
quote, because it sounds better, to the effect, "Though I speak with the 
tongues of angels or of men, though I have not charity, I am as sounding 
brass or the tinkling of the temple bell." An auditor who has no charity, 
who is continually critical of the preclear, who is trying to change the 
preclear because the preclear is so bad, seldom achieves very great results 
with the preclear because he’s out of ARC with the preclear. Mercy, 
charity, kindness are qualities which are not low scale. They are the high-
est and kingliest qualities there are. And an auditor should never forget 
them. 
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ARTICLE EIGHT 

Scientology and Straight Wire 

It is a great temptation to call anything a psychotherapy which uses 
memory. Because psychotherapy has devoted itself to memory in the 
past. This is a fluke or a freak. Psychotherapy should devote itself to ab-
erration. 

Because Scientology has a process known as Straight Wire, which 
uses memory, it might be very easy to conclude that Scientology was 
then a psychotherapy. And this, of course, would be true if the goals of 
Scientology were those of psychotherapy. 

The goals of psychotherapy are to eradicate unsocial or aberrated be-
havior in an individual. 

The goals of Scientology are to create better abilities in the individual. 

Scientology is far more closely related to education and its goals than 
it is to psychotherapy, but because of the factors which Scientology han-
dles it is perforce not only intimately related to but is basic religion. 

If you find anything disturbing about that association – Scientology 
and religion – we might cockily ask, "If religion treats of the human soul 
has there ever been a religion before Scientology?" – since there was 
precious little information available about the human soul until we took 
our textbooks in hand. 

Naturally when you know the broad principles of anything, such as 
memory and forgettingness (these being two different items), you can 
apply them to almost anything you want to. And, as we have stated in an 
earlier article, you certainly could take an elementary form of Straight 
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Wire and apply it to the field of psychoanalysis and let the analyst go on 
and do much of the things he does. As a matter of fact, if I were a Scien-
tologist practicing in an area which contained some psychoanalysts I 
would definitely make it my business to associate myself with these peo-
ple, and train them to give the same question as given in an earlier article, 
over and over, to duplicate, to acknowledge and to get some good works 
out of their patients. This is a very simple thing to train somebody in a 
sharp discipline and it would not be out of order for a Scientologist to 
take this under his wing because, Lord knows, the analyst has a hard time 
in the society and has a hard time with his patients. Furthermore, it is not 
unusual for the field of psychotherapy to turn to the church when it is 
blocked. And we hope it is not unusual for the church to try to make the 
world a better place to live in. 

But, when you are using Scientology as a Scientologist, and you’re 
employing Straight Wire, you had better realize that your best results 
come about by returning self-determinism to the preclear. Which is to 
say, make him better able to handle and control himself and his environ-
ment. In fact, you will not be able to achieve any results of any lasting 
quality or of note unless you do this for the preclear. Therefore, the de-
gree to which you suppress his self-determinism by finding things wrong 
with him will depress as well the results of auditing. As a Scientologist 
you should concentrate on increasing the abilities of a person. 

In the field of education memory is of the essence. Unless we could 
handle memory well we could not educate people well. Automatic forget-
tingness sets in on a student almost as fast as the textbook is closed. This 
is because he is on a forced draft of memory. He is expected to remember 
everything. Until the day comes when he can forget and remember at will 
he will be no better than the book from which he has studied. Thus, as a 
Scientologist you could explain this to an educator and use your skills 
and technologies to train this educator into the elementary steps of 
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Straight Wire. The delivery of the question, the giving of the acknowl-
edgment, the duplication of the question. You could train the educator 
into this as a necessary step to education, since every student he has who 
is failing, is failing not because of a real antipathy toward the subject, but 
because the automatic characters of his memory are not properly engaged 
and in gear. Before we would spend years and great quantities of wealth 
upon the education of a young man, we would certainly see that he was 
in shape to remember or forget his material at will. We would also see 
to it, even as importantly, that he was able to pose and resolve prob-
lems related to any subject. Were he able to do these two things he 
would always be an honor student. Why should we waste time as educa-
tors, and as a nation obsessed with education, in handling minds which 
cannot remember and forget, which cannot pose and resolve problems? 
Were we to practice this on an educational level and if we were to be 
careful at all times with all students to bring them into a state of ability 
with regard to memory and problems and solutions, before we gave them 
things to have memory and forgettingness about, and problems and solu-
tions, we could probably place eight or nine foreign languages and eight-
een or twenty new majors in any standard educational span and do it with 
success. Therefore, education would be far more effective and would 
have much greater duration with the individual, and as a result we would 
have a much higher culture. 

In the field of business efficiency, memory, forgettingness and the 
posing and resolving of problems are the difference between an ineffec-
tive slavey and a powerful executive. With these processes, almost any 
second-rate file clerk could be moved into a valuable asset, and certainly 
the moving of a business executive from the lower brackets of ability in 
memory, forgettingness and posing and resolving problems to an upper 
bracket might mean the make or break of that business. 
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While Straight Wire does not, in any way, supplant any of the other of 
the Six Basic Processes, you can be very certain that it can stand by itself 
as a process. It is very important to know this, for it is the easiest process 
to teach anyone, and it is the easiest way to obtain stable results. 

If you were to essay to teach those people who had the handling of 
other people in their charge the elements of Straight Wire, exactly how to 
do it as a drill, not to burden them in any degree with any theory, to reas-
sure them about the phenomena and to turn them loose to do exactly the 
drill called Straight Wire on those intimate to them, you would have Sci-
entology spreading at a very rapid rate. 

The only other solution akin to this would be to teach everyone 8-C. 
Particularly parents who ordinarily run very poor 8-C on their children. 
However, 8-C appears to be more childish than Straight Wire. Straight 
Wire appears to be deep and has great significances connected with it and 
would be done by adults much more easily. Furthermore, an individual 
could conceive himself to be very wise in delivering Straight Wire and 
listening to the answers he got from it, but do not let your student, of 
course, get so wise that he will stray from the process. 

In other words, I recommend to you that you would take some of the 
people who have some vague interest in Scientology and take a certain 
facet of their existence and run the basic Straight Wire question given in 
the earliest article in this series on that one facet until they understand 
something has happened. Then teach them how to do the process on oth-
ers. Teach them these exact rudiments: 

One:  Awareness of the auditor, the auditing room, that an auditing 
session is in progress. 

Two:  Two-way communication on a casual basis. 

Three:  The delivery of the question. 
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Four:  Communication lag. 

Five:  The acknowledgment of the question. 

Six:  The duplication of that exact question. 

Having taught a person to do these things and having taught him to do 
them well, you could see that you have expanded his livingness and his 
beingness. He can mean more to more people by this knowledge. This 
knowledge is not difficult to learn; it is not difficult to teach, and we hope 
that we have placed in your hands at this time something which will help 
you to disseminate the information of Scientology and to bring about a 
better culture than that we have.  
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P.A.B. No. 38 

PROFESSIONAL AUDITOR’S BULLETIN 

 

From L. RON HUBBARD 

Via Hubbard Communications Office 

163 Holland Park Avenue, London W.11 

________________________________________________________ 

 

29 October 1954 

 

THE AUDITOR’S CODE 1954 

A Basic Course in Scientology – Part 5 

 

1. Do Not Evaluate For The Preclear. 

The main difficulty of the preclear is other-knowingness. An auditor 
auditing a preclear has before him someone whose last stronghold of 
owned knowingness is his engram bank and various mental phenomena. 
As much as possible, the preclear should be permitted to discover the 
answers to this phenomena through the process of auditing. What the 
auditor is doing is steering. If he tells consistently what is to be found or 
what will happen, the preclear will not get well. The steering, of course, 
is a covert but highly acceptable method of inviting the preclear to find 
out. Giving a process’s commands is an invitation to this discovery. The 
auditor is working from a body of knowledge as to how all minds and 
spirits function. The preclear could even be trained in this high generality 
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without harm, and certainly can be audited in such a high generality, but 
its particularities and peculiarities, the phenomena which occur, must not 
be “telegraphed” to the preclear before they occur, and when something 
has occurred to the preclear the auditor should not then come up with its 
explanation. This was the entire failure of psychoanalysis. The preclear 
would say something, and the analyst would then tell the preclear what it 
meant. 

The auditor should confine himself to giving the proper auditing com-
mands and engaging in enough “dunnage” (extra and relatively meaning-
less talk) to maintain a two-way communication line. 

2. Do Not Invalidate Or Correct The Preclear’s Data. 

After a preclear has informed the auditor of an incident in his life it 
would be a fatal error, so far as the preclear’s case is concerned, for the 
auditor, using other data, to inform the preclear that he did not have a 
proper recall on the incident. This is the main trouble with husband and 
wife auditing teams, and why they normally do not work. Both have been 
present under various circumstances, and the husband or the wife doing 
the auditing on the other may find it impossible to repress his or her own 
version after the other one has delivered up an incident. Today’s type of 
auditing enters incidents minimally; therefore opportunities of this kind 
are not as frequent as in earlier days. Verbal invalidation is, of course, the 
symbolic manifestation of force. Invalidation, when expressed in emotion 
and effort, is force. When the preclear is invalidated he feels as though he 
has been struck by some force. One of the lowest levels on this line of 
invalidation is criticism. Lacking the effort or energy to hit somebody, a 
covert person criticizes or otherwise invalidates. 

3. Use The Processes Which Improve The Preclear’s Case. 

In a series of tests conducted to discover why certain co-auditing 
teams had failed to effect an improvement, it was found that the auditor 
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in each of these failed teams had been auditing out of the preclear what 
should have been audited out of the auditor. Top-flight Scientology proc-
esses minimize this difficulty, for they audit the common denominator, as 
nearly as it can be approached, of the difficulties in any and all minds. 
Nevertheless, auditors have a tendency to do to the preclear what should 
be done to the auditor in the way of processing. Furthermore, there are 
processes which effect improvement only after a great deal of auditing, 
and although this might be considered remunerative, it is actually not 
efficient since an auditor tying himself to one case is not benefiting the 
society as a whole, and is so defying his own third dynamic. 

4. Keep All Appointments Once Made. 

Many a case has failed, not because of processing, but because the 
auditor was so irregular in keeping appointments that he introduced into 
the case an anxiety about waiting or unpunctuality. By failing to keep an 
appointment the auditor is actually telling the case that the case is not 
important, therefore not interesting, and the case will not run for an audi-
tor who will not keep appointments. If an auditor has, himself, difficulty 
in keeping appointments, then he should not make specific appointments. 

5. Do Not Process A Preclear After Ten P.M. 

Utilizing all the experience of four years, it has been discovered that 
items 5, 6 and 7 of the Auditor’s Code were the only actual causative 
agents in spinning preclears. Whenever a preclear markedly worsened 
under processing, the process itself was found to be guiltless, and it was 
discovered that items 5, 6 and 7 of this Code had one or all been present. 
In every case where a psychosis or neurosis was restimulated by bad au-
diting, all these factors, 5, 6 and 7, were present. Because the body is 
built of cells which contain in their experience line, evidently, the pattern 
of plankton, energy level actually drops after sundown, but for a while 
there is a certain franticness which can be mistaken for energy. In other 



66 

words, when the sun went down the source of energy was no longer pre-
sent, therefore auditing during any of the dark hours is not as effective as 
auditing during daylight. However, a person can be audited safely up to 
10 p.m. regardless of the state of his case. After 10 p.m. the curve of abil-
ity to handle energy drops quickly and hits its low at 2:00 a.m. But any 
auditing after 10 p.m. has been found to be at least ineffective, and might 
as well not have been done. 

6. Do Not Process A Preclear Who Is Improperly Fed. 

It is an unhappy thing that occasional hidden factors such as lack of 
sleep, lack of food, or an urgent present time problem may defeat the 
efforts of an excellent auditor. The best process will not benefit a preclear 
who, still interiorized, is being drained down as a thetan by a body which 
is badly in need of food. Every bit of energy which the thetan puts out is 
being absorbed by the body, which is improperly fed. A body suffering 
from malnutrition, or even lack of a proper breakfast, will thus inhibit 
auditing. 

Sometimes a preclear who has come from a distant area to be audited 
is sufficiently short of cash that he will attempt to subsist during the week 
of an intensive upon sandwiches and coffee. He might as well have 
stayed home, for his body, being hungry, will pull in engrams, which are 
after all edible energy, will drain down every beam which a thetan throws 
out, and will in general defeat processing. 

An improperly fed preclear demonstrates on a basal metabolism test, 
even when sane, the same oxygen burning rate as a psychotic. You can 
take any preclear, have him omit eating breakfast, and a psychotic, and 
test the two of them, and you will discover their metabolism and breath-
ing behavior to be similar. 

It is not prescribing a diet to demand that your preclear eats as a nor-
mal human being should during an auditing intensive or before any audit-
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ing. Preclears who are not adequately fed can be spun if bad auditing and 
some other factors are added into the session. This does not mean that a 
body can get so starved that it cannot benefit from auditing, but it does 
mean that a proper diet, as is normal with the preclear, should be ob-
served during an intensive. Diet, by the way, is nowhere near as large a 
factor in the recovery of cases as nutrition “ads” would have you believe, 
and today no HASI auditor is allowed to prescribe diets if he is to con-
tinue in the protection of the organization. However, number six must be 
observed during auditing. 

  

7. Do Not Permit A Frequent Change Of Auditors. 

Although it is almost impossible for a case to escape having two or 
three auditors, when the number gets up to six or eight over a relatively 
short space of time, such as a few months, the case is seen to suffer by 
reason of the change. As much as possible a case should be run by one 
auditor. The basic reason for this is that one auditor running a case has a 
better chance of completing what he starts. A frequent change of auditors 
nearly always means a frequent change of estimates of a case, and a fre-
quent change of processes none of which get finished. 

8. Do Not Sympathize With The Preclear. 

There are three ways of handling those who need help. The first and 
most senior of them is to be effective and remedy the condition once and 
for all. The second method would be to make the person comfortable. If 
you cannot be effective, and you cannot make the person comfortable, 
only then would you be justified in giving the person sympathy. At the 
same time cases can be retarded by the auditor’s being far too domineer-
ing, but if one has to err, err in the direction of being too domineering, 
not in the direction of being sympathetic. Sympathetic auditing invites 
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the preclear to dredge up more data about which the auditor can be sym-
pathetic, and finally becomes a mutual sympathetic society. 

9. Never Permit The Preclear To End The Session On His Own 
Independent Decision. 

With such processes in existence as Opening Procedure by Duplica-
tion, it becomes important that the auditor carry through what he starts. 
You will discover that a preclear very often will get up to a point where 
he desires to fight the auditor, and then will walk off from a session. It is 
the auditor’s responsibility to bring the preclear back and to finish the 
session. Sessions end when the auditor says they are over, not when the 
preclear says they are over. However, in order to continue the session it is 
not legitimate to abuse the preclear or disobey any other sections of the 
Code. 
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P.A.B. No. 39 

PROFESSIONAL AUDITOR’S BULLETIN 

 

From L. RON HUBBARD 

Via Hubbard Communications Office 

163 Holland Park Avenue, London W.11 

________________________________________________________ 

 

12 November 1954 

THE AUDITOR’S CODE 1954  
(Concluded) 

A Basic Course in Scientology – Part 5 (Concluded) 

 

10. Never Walk Off From A Preclear During A Session. 

Although no auditor of any decency or attainment would believe that a 
person applying Scientology processes would need number ten, it has 
happened often enough that auditors have walked off from preclears who 
were in the midst of long communication lags to make it necessary that 
this be included in the Auditor’s Code. The auditor’s effort to punish the 
preclear for not obeying his command is responsible for this. One notable 
case, a poorly trained person practicing Scientology – you would hardly 
call him an auditor – became incensed with a psychotic girl he was audit-
ing, got her into the middle of a long communication lag, raged at her, 
and then walked off from her. It took fifteen hours of extremely good and 
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clever processing on the part of a top-flight auditor to regain the ground 
lost. 

11. Never Get Angry With A Preclear. 

What must be the level of self-confidence of an auditor who feels that 
the introduction of misemotion into a session is necessary to express his 
inability to cope with his preclear? 

12. Always Reduce Every Communication Lag Encountered By 
Continued Use Of The Same Question Or Process. 

Numbers 12 and 13 of the Auditor’s Code 1954 are the essential dif-
ference between a good auditor and a bad one. If you want to know who 
is a bad auditor, then discover the auditor who fails to reduce communi-
cation lags encountered in the preclear by a repetition of the same ques-
tion or process. This auditor is expressing his own inability to persist, and 
is expressing as well his own inability to duplicate, and he is more under 
the control of the preclear than the preclear is under his control. An audi-
tor not only has to understand communication lag, he must reduce every 
communication lag brought into being by a question or a process before 
going on to a new question or a new process. 

13. Always Continue A Process As Long As It Produces Change, 
And No Longer. 

Here is the other way you tell a bad auditor. A person whose case is in 
poor condition will express his state by changing every time the preclear 
changes. Here is the auditor being the effect of the preclear. The preclear 
changes his condition, changes his communication lag, changes his ideas, 
and if, between auditor and preclear, he is actually cause, the auditor will 
then change the question or change the process. You watch some auditor 
auditing who is ordinarily not reputed to get results, and you will find out 
that in the course of an hour he is likely to use ten or twelve different 
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processes. Each time some change occurs in the preclear, instead of pur-
suing it and reducing the communication lag on the process the auditor 
promptly changes. He excuses this to himself by saying some other proc-
ess is needed or necessary. 

It so happens that the process which brings about a change will proba-
bly bring about further change. There is an auditing maxim concerning 
this: “The process which turns on a condition will turn it off.” This is true 
within limits, but it is true enough to drive home the fact that a person 
should use a process as long as it produces change. This can also be true 
of an auditing question. An auditing question should be used as long as it 
continues to produce change. But if one has used a question or process 
for some little time – in the case of a straight wire question five or eight 
minutes, in the case of Opening Procedures two or three hours – with no 
real change in the preclear, it is time to change the process. If the auditor 
does not change a good process, the process will then produce a change 
in the preclear. 

A bad auditor will use a process until it turns on a somatic, will then 
change to another process, will run it until it turns on another somatic, 
and then change it, and so on until he has thoroughly bogged a case. In 
spotting spots to get rid of old auditing in preclears who have been au-
dited between 1950 and 1954, the plaint is often heard from the preclear, 
“Oh, if only just one engram had been run a second time, or if one secon-
dary had been run again, or if any auditor had said ‘go through that 
again’ how wonderful it would have been.” 

It was the inability of the auditor to repeat the process of erasure 
which prevented Dianetics from being all we would ever have needed. 
The inability of the auditor to duplicate is mirrored in the fact that he 
cannot duplicate over and over the same question or the same process. 
This also comes into view in another way. An auditor who is unable to 
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duplicate must always give the given and standard process with his own 
slight twist. He is given an auditing phrase, but he finds that he cannot 
use it unless he gives it a small curve. This auditor is worried about his 
own thinkingness and is using other thinkingness as his randomity. You 
can always tell a good auditor. He uses and abides by 12 and 13 of this 
Code. 

14. Be Willing To Grant Beingness To The Preclear. 

An auditor who is unwilling to grant beingness to those around him 
will find himself unable to run a process which is effectively producing a 
change for the better in the preclear. This auditor will try to discover all 
manner of processes which reduce the status of the preclear. Whatever 
rationale he uses to explain this, he will not use an effective process if he 
is himself unwilling to grant beingness or life to the preclear. Thus we get 
two sharp divisions amongst auditors: those who are using the preclear as 
an opponent in a game, and those who are using the preclear as though 
the preclear was something being created by the auditor. The latter state 
of mind will produce remarkable results, the earlier will produce chaos. 
An auditor who needs preclears in order to have a fight would probably 
also beat children or small dogs – not big dogs, small dogs. 

15. Never Mix The Processes Of Scientology With Those Of Other 
Practices. 

Auditors in general have considerable contempt for those who mix 
Scientology with some other practice or who use Scientology, change it 
around, and out of position or cowardice call it something else. Auditors 
do not like this because they almost invariably, one or another of them, 
will inherit at least some of the preclears of people who disobey this line 
of the Code. There follows then an auditor’s effort to unscramble a case 
which has had its spine adjusted while running engrams or which has 
discovered an incident only to have discovered immediately after that it 
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has tremendous mystic significance or psychoanalytic bearing. An audi-
tor who mixes Scientology or miscalls it has never learned Scientology. 
If he knew Scientology he would not feel it necessary to do something 
else, for Scientology is nothing if not extremely effective – certainly 
more effective than any other existing practice today. 

Sometimes auditors encounter people who “really use Scientology, 
but because of the acceptance level of the public” mix it with something 
else. The public has no difficulty and has never had any real difficulty in 
accepting or using Scientology under that name practiced according to its 
own procedures. In a particular instance, an auditor who prescribes diets 
or who does other things of a material nature additive to the practices of 
Scientology immediately divorces himself from the protection of the 
HASI and is subject to action by the CECS.1 An auditor who has to mix 
Scientology to make it work didn’t know Scientology in the first place 
and so wasn’t really an auditor anyway. 

____________________ 

This is the Auditor’s Code of 1954. It supersedes any earlier Codes. It 
has been developed by the CECS as its standard of practice, and latterly 
was adopted by the Hubbard Dianetic Research Foundation for use in the 
field of Dianetics. It is the official Auditor’s Code. 

It is required of students under training that they know this Code by 
heart, know what it means, and as they process, practice it. It is one thing 
to know it – another thing to practice it. A good auditor does both. It is 
not something to be read, agreed with and forgotten. Following it means 
success in cases. Neglecting any part of it means failures. It combines the 

 
1 * Committee of Examinations, Certifications and Services. 
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arduously won experiences collected during four years from the practices 
of three thousand auditors. 

We want successes. 

 

 L. RON HUBBARD 
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ABOUT THE AUTHOR 

Lafayette Ronald Hubbard was born on March 13, 1911, in Tilden, 
Nebraska. He spent his childhood on a ranch in Montana. 

Following his family’s move to the Far East, Hubbard had the oppor-
tunity to study Eastern philosophies at an early age. His rich grandfather 
allowed him to travel to Asia and broaden his horizons. The impressions 
he gained as a teenager at that time had a lasting influence on him. 

His life was driven by his tireless spirit of research and his great thirst 
for knowledge. The central theme was always to understand the nature of 
Man, and to analyze the particularities of his behavior, in order to be able 
to draw conclusions on how to eliminate his mental barriers, so as to al-
low mankind to have full access to its capabilities. 

At the age of 19, Hubbard returned to America and studied at the Uni-
versity of Washington where, among other things, he participated in one 
of the first nuclear physics courses. During his study period, he made a 
living as a writer, but his passion was always his research into the human 
spirit. 

The Second World War also influenced his life; in 1944, he was as-
signed to the Philippines region. The injuries sustained during this period 
only made him further develop his research, and did not prevent him 
from pursuing his projects. On the contrary, he used his own condition to 
test the methods he had worked on, and thus restore his own physical and 
mental health. 

In 1950, he published the book Dianetics: The Modern Science of 
Mental Health, a book on the anatomy of the human mind with detailed 
guidelines for the treatment of traumatic experiences. A very important 
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key step. In this book, he presented the results of nearly twenty years of 
research, and simultaneously a working method applicable by everyone. 
The book was a great success. 

The Dianetics Research Foundation was created to be able to continue 
the research, which paved the way for Scientology, and also furthered the 
development of Dianetics. Both totally dedicated to improving the ca-
pacities of human beings. Dianetics and Scientology were then in full 
expansion and everywhere groups emerged that worked with these meth-
ods. Over the years, an organization was created on a worldwide level: 
the church of Scientology. Hubbard explicitly refused any cooperation 
with organizations wishing to use Scientology to manipulate people. Its 
objective was to develop a possible path for all human beings, leading to 
the liberation from undesirable spiritual barriers, and allowing each indi-
vidual to become himself again. It was not to create a perfect man, but to 
allow everyone to be themselves and to reach their full potential. 

In 1966, Hubbard retired from any official position at the church of 
Scientology to focus on his research. He transferred more and more re-
sponsibilities to his replacements, which eventually led to the weakening 
of his organization. 

The absence of L. Ron Hubbard at the management level had serious 
consequences. A gradual process began, leading to changes in fundamen-
tal methods, a continuous increase in prices and ever more severe restric-
tions for its members. From the late 1970s to the mid-1980s, many highly 
qualified practitioners were excluded and expelled by the church of Sci-
entology, or left the organization on their own, despite the fact that it had 
been their spiritual home for many years. 

In 1984, the “Free Zone” was founded by Captain Bill Robertson; an 
association of Scientologists, who wanted to freely use Hubbard’s origi-
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nal methods, for themselves and others, without the oppressive control of 
the church of Scientology. They sought a friendly gathering of people, 
without hierarchy, designed as a network. Within this network, Ron’s 
Org is a community of many people using the path developed by Hub-
bard to bring people towards greater spiritual freedom and self-
determination. 

In later years, Hubbard no longer made public appearances,  his com-
munication lines were cut off. The cause and year of his death are uncer-
tain. He most likely died in the early 1980s, but officially the church of 
Scientology announced his death in 1986. 

Like every important person who has ever existed, and who has 
brought progress and change to the world, there are many myths and leg-
ends about the life history of L. Ron Hubbard. Without first-hand or sec-
ond-hand data, we really cannot be certain what is true or false. 

But what is certain and is really important is that Hubbard has given 
us a huge wealth of knowledge and a way to use it, and that is our current 
goal! 

As he writes so well:  

The first principle of my own philosophy is that wisdom is meant for 
anyone who wishes to reach for it. It is the servant of the commoner and 
king alike and should never be regarded with awe. 

The second principle of my own philosophy is that it must be capable 
of being applied. 

The third principle is that any philosophic knowledge is only valuable 
if it is true or if it works. 
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His intention was that this knowledge would really be used for the 
benefit of all: 

“FOR I KNOW NO MAN WHO HAS ANY MONOPOLY UPON THE WISDOM OF 

THIS UNIVERSE. IT BELONGS TO THOSE WHO CAN USE IT TO HELP THEM-

SELVES AND OTHERS.” 
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