
		
			
						
				
										Home
	Videos	Humor
	Steve Hall Videos	Steve Hall Biography


	Marty Rathbun Videos
	Amy Scobee Videos
	Jeff Hawkins Videos
	Gary Morehead Videos
	Shelly Corrias Videos
	Mark Fisher Videos
	Karen de la Carriere Videos
	Dan Koon Videos
	Misha Priv Videos
	Christie King Collbran
	Sunny Pereira video
	Whistleblowers assaulted
	Maureen Bolstad
	Helmut Flasch Videos


	Media
	Table of Contents
	Resignations	Knowledge Reports
	The Indie 500


	Blogs	Karen de la Carriere Blog
	Thoughtful
	Joe Howard
	General Discussion
	ANZO Update
	Creative


	Knowledge Center	LRH References
	How You Can Help
	Security Briefing
	Feedback
	Translated Articles
	TRAINING


	Who We Are	What Makes Us Different
	Our Sources
	Friends (Photos!)
	31 Factors to Consider


	Contact Us

								

			

						
			
						
				
					
											
												
													
																
																															

						

						

					


					

				

			

						
			
						
			
						
				
										
																		
									
					
	
			

	
	
	

		

	
						

											


															
						
									
					
Home  3D Engram
		

	
						

					


										

				

			

						
			
			

			
				
					
										
					
					
																		
																					
								
																	
					3D Engram				
		PDF 			
		| Print |			
		 E-mail		



	
		Thursday, 04 February 2010 19:34	
	
How David Miscavige changed LRH Policy regarding "disconnection"

An engram is defined as a moment of pain and unconsciousness.  Such a  moment of pain and unconsciousness, a moment of severe survival threat,  can become fixed itself as one tries to hold it off and absorbs the  attention so one has less attention for the present as it is trapped in a  past. It can be restimulated as a moment and called into play absorbing  more attention again as one fights the threat to their survival.

On  the group organism dynamic, an engram is defined in Dianetic Auditors  Bulletin Volume 1, #7, from January 1951 as:

“Here then is the  cycle of a group receiving an engram: the group ideas and rationale in  handling or attacking MEST receive a shock from the MEST which it is  attacking, making an emergency situation exist. There is a turbulent  area created between the ideals and rationale of the group and the MEST.  The emergency status of the situation has to do with the compressed  time—something obviously is happening so swiftly that a full use of  communication is not possible and must be supplanted by arbitrary rules  or commands. As soon as the emergency is over, it can be seen that an  engram has been implanted in the group.”

The group, like any  organism, is under threat to its survival, either real or imagined. An  emergency situation exists. Once the emergency is over an engram has  been implanted in the group. By what? The arbitrary orders and commands  –  the engramic commands – which the arbitrary orders constitute. 

In  Scientology policy there is an issue which defines the State of  Emergency (HCO PL 17 Feb 61, Issue II, Vol One OEC).  This policy  states:

“It is not a good thing to have to step in suddenly.  It is always attended by swift action because I never step in unless an  emergency already exists and in an emergency one has to act fast. Fast  action is seldom attended by smoothness. But in the various emergencies  which have occurred in the past when I had to step in, the Organization  was enabled to survive.”

HCO PL 13 March 65 Issue II, COMM  MEMBER SYSTEM states:

“Never recommend a solution in the  absence of data. Less havoc is caused by demanding straight data than by  waiting a bit. If the situation is an emergency, however, any policy or  action is better than no action.” 

HCO POLICY LETTER OF 17  MARCH 1965 Issue II JUSTICE STAFF HAT RIGHTS OF A STAFF MEMBER, STUDENTS  AND PRECLEARS TO JUSTICE states:

“The Assignment of the  Condition of Emergency suspends the Justice Codes.”

HCO  POLICY LETTER OF 31 OCTOBER 1966 Issue I, ADMINISTRATIVE KNOW-HOW II,  ACTIONS, EXECUTIVE, FOR HANDLING DISASTROUS OCCURRENCES states:

“There  are three steps necessary on the part of a senior executive who  discovers a situation which may be disastrous to the org.

“The  Executive's actions are as follows:

“1. Issue orders of a  remedying or preventive nature instantly by directive, to remain in  effect until all data is in. This is called an Urgent Directive.

“2.  Appoint a Board of Investigation to investigate the matter, with orders  to investigate fully and couch findings in terms of a directive or  policy for issue.

“3. Pass or modify the Board's findings as  orders to supplant the Urgent Directive issued as 1 above. This is  called the Final Directive or Policy. 

“THE URGENT DIRECTIVE

“To  do 1-issue a sweeping order to handle the situation. This is vital as  there isn't time to get all the facts. The order may be fair or unfair,  correct or incorrect, but at least it does something to arrest a  deteriorating situation.

“This Urgent Directive may, however, be  in fact wide of the mark but it is only going to remain in force until  superseded by orders based on all the data obtained at leisure.  Dictatorships are somewhat successful as proven in the past and they run  only on urgent directives. So the system is not all bad. However, for  such a directive to remain law forever is obviously wrong as it may be  wholly arbitrary and may eventually get in somebody's hair. But not to  issue it just because one has little data is to ask for disaster.”

“So  in the face of disaster issue an Urgent Directive as best you can and  hope you are right in your directed action.

“Convene now a Board  of Investigation composed of impartial members who will investigate  thoroughly.”

In an emergency, when the survival of the  organism is threatened, to survive, swift action is taken, orders,  arbitrary and done without full consultation of all members of the group  organism, are issued. This is the group engram.  Following the handling  of the situation, all such orders and arbitraries are supposed to be  re-examined and re-evaluated. 

As well, there is an additional  tool and  method of ‘running out’ group engram. From the Dianetic  Auditor’s Bulletin above:

“The clearing of this engram  consists of an examination by the whole group of the arbitraries, which  is to say the orders and commands which were issued without explanation  and which demanded instantaneous action on the part of other individuals  in the group.”

A)  THE EMERGENCY

In the mid to late 70s, the Guardian’s Office had broken the law and by  the late 70’s had been caught by the FBI. A trial ensued and 9 members  of that office, including Mary Sue Hubbard had been convicted of the  crimes committed. Various government agencies continued to investigate  and seek to charge LRH with crimes related to taxes, inurement, and  other things. 

Ron De Wolff, LRH’s estranged son, began an effort  to have LRH declared incompetent and seize his estate, including the  rights to Dianetics and Scientology. 

In 1981, a Mission Holder’s  conference was held at the Sandcastle Hotel in Clearwater Florida,  during which that group of individuals, as an effort to resolve  difficulties they experienced with the break down of the Guardian’s  Office, the arm of the organization responsible at that time for the  Mission Network, and various difficulties, real and imagined, found  themselves subject to orders by a new entity; the Watch Dog Committee, a  Sea Org entity, not a Guardian’s Office entity. They attempted to  assign WDC a lower condition of Confusion. 

David Miscavige was  called to the conference to quell the ‘mutiny’ as he described it.  Within weeks and months, 13 senior executives were called to the Int  Base and Comm Eved. MSH, was summarily removed from any authority in the  organization, by DM, and the Guardian’s Office was disbanded. The Sea  Org was ‘in control’. RTC Ethics Order #1 was issued on the Comm Ev of  the 13. David Mayo was declared an SP and began the Advanced Ability  Center shortly after, a large ‘splintering’ of the Scientology field was  under way. 

On 13 August 1982 a Scientology Policy Directive was  issued entitled SUPPRESSIVE ACT, DEALING WITH A DECLARED SUPPRESSIVE  PERSON, signed by the WATCH DOG COMMITTEE. 

This SPD constitutes  one of the chief arbitraries (the commands, orders) entered in to the  scene, as an effort to quell the ‘emergencies’, the many threats to  survival extant in the early 80s  real, and in cases, imagined. (I’ve  not listed them all here, but have given some of the major ones to  establish the milieu.)

This SPD  in fact, ‘suspends the Justice  Codes’ of Scientology chief among which are the policies and tech to  that date, developed to deal with the ‘major stumbling block’ to forward  progress, ‘huge above all others’ the Potential Trouble Source and  their relationship to Suppressive Persons and groups. (HCO PL 7 March  65, Issue I Suppressive Acts).

In order to understand how this  SPD suspended the Justice Codes, and the extant policy and tech on the  area of PTS/SP, which this SPD specifically addresses and significantly  alters and changes, I will present a brief time-line of the various  policies and bulletins that were written, beginning on 7 March 1965, and  continuing all the way forward to the late 70s and early 80s. In fact,  the very last one was issued as an HCOB on 16 April 1982, entitled MORE  ON PTS HANDLING which issue clarifies the emphasis and technology of  handling the exact subject that SPD addresses, the PTS and the  relationship with a Suppressive Person. 

I cannot present the  full issues in this article, for space reasons, but encourage all to  make a full and complete study or re-study of the materials and I am  willing to direct any that need help in finding them to sources from  which they may be obtained. 

B)  PRIOR TO THE ARBITRARY

The terms “Potential Trouble Source” and “Suppressive Person” were  introduced into Scientology vocabulary on 7 March 1965, in Issue I of  three, of HCO POLICY written on that date, SUPPRESSIVE ACTS, SUPPRESSION  OF SCIENTOLOGY AND SCIENTOLOGISTS, THE FAIR GAME LAW. Ten months later,  this policy was revised and rewritten on 23 December 65, to include  data from a policy written in the interim, HCO PL 16 Aug 65, Issue II,  COLLECTION FROM SPS AND PTSES, which in addition to collection policy  introduces this datum: “Any PTS who fails to either handle or  disconnect from the SP who is making him or her a PTS is, by failing to  do so, guilty of a Suppressive Act.” 

The 23 December 65  revision also changed the meaning of Fair Game from “without rights  for self, possession or position, and no Scientologist may be brought  for a Committee of Evidence or punished for any action taken against a  Suppressive Person or Group during the period that person or group is  ‘fair game’” to “may not be further protected by the codes and  disciplines of Scientology or the rights of a Scientologist.” This  definition is retained in the extant and latest revision of the SP Acts  PL, 7 March 65RB as part of the description of a Suppressive Person  declared such by HCO: “A truly suppressive person or group has no rights  of any kind as Scientologists.: (Section Rights of a Suppressive Person  or Group.)

NOTE: the subject, and abuse of the term ‘fair  game’ is not the subject particularly of this article. I’m at this  juncture merely pointing up the major changes to the original policy of 7  March 65, Issue I, with the revised version of 23 Dec 65. The original  version is rather hard to come by, one reason being it was misdated as 1  March 65.  The heading of the 23 December version carries this note:  Replaces HCO Policy Letter of 7 March 1965, Issue I. This was originally  misdated as 1 March 1965. END NOTE.

The three policies, Issue I, II, III, from 7 March 65 collectively  are termed by LRH, the Justice Codes. They are the above policy and;  Justice, Certificate Cancellation, Issue II, and Offences and Penalties,  Issue III. 

These policies establish the administrative  handlings, including rights, for those persons declared formally either  PTS or SP. The 7 March Issue I, SP Acts PL, describes the steps to take  for a person labelled PTS by reason of his connection to an SP. This  connection is also defined and states:

“A POTENTIAL TROUBLE  SOURCE is defined as a person who while active in Scientology or a pc  yet remains connected to a person or group that is a Suppressive Person  or Group.

“A SUPPRESSIVE PERSON or GROUP is one that actively  seeks to suppress or damage Scientology or a Scientologist by  Suppressive Acts.

“SUPPRESSIVE ACTS are acts calculated to impede  or destroy Scientology or a Scientologist and which are listed at  length in this policy letter.” 

The policy lists 28 acts, and  includes as above the additional act, from the 16 August 65 PL, in a  separate paragraph, just below the A-E steps, “Any PTS who fails to  either handle or disconnect from the SP who is making him or her a PTS  is, by failing to do so, guilty of a Suppressive Act.”

This  paragraph and the original list of 28 SP Acts, and this policy letter of  7 March 65, Issue I,  introduces the idea of ‘handle or disconnect’ for  the resolution of a PTS condition as defined in the paragraphs given  here.

The other two applicable SP Acts for a person who is  factually PTS are listed, separated by a semi-colon (‘inside’ joke) as:  continued adherence to a person or group pronounced a Suppressive Person  or Group by HCO; failure to handle or disavow and disconnect from a  person demonstrably guilty of Suppressive Acts.

Under a section  entitled POTENTIAL TROUBLE SOURCE the steps to either handle or  disconnect are described in the original 7 March 65 issue. These are  retained verbatim in the 23 Dec 65 revision. They are:

“A  Scientologist connected by familial or other ties to a person who is  guilty of Suppressive Acts is known as a Potential Trouble Source or  Trouble Source. The history of Dianetics and Scientology is strewn with  these. Confused by emotional ties, dogged in refusing to give up  Scientology, yet invalidated by a Suppressive Person at every turn they  cannot, having a PTP, make case gains. If they would act with  determination one way or the other – reform the Suppressive Person or  disconnect, they could then make gains and recover their potential. If  they make no determined move, they eventually succumb.

“Therefore  this Policy Letter extends to suppressive non-Scientology wives and  husbands and parents, or other family members or hostile groups or even  close friends. So long as a wife or husband, father or mother or other  family connection, who is attempting to suppress the Scientology spouse  or child, or hostile group remains connected acknowledged or in  communication with the Scientology spouse or child or member, then that  Scientologist or preclear comes under the family or adherent clause and  may not be processed or further trained until he or she has taken  appropriate action to cease to be a Potential Trouble Source.

“The  validity of this policy is borne out by the fact that the US government  raids and other troubles were instigated by wives, husbands or parents  who were actively suppressing a Scientologist, or Scientology. The  suppressed Scientologist did not act in good time to avert the trouble  by handling the antagonistic family member as a suppressive source or  disconnect fully.

“Disconnection from a family member or  cessation of adherence to a Suppressive Person or Group is done by the  Potential Trouble Source publicly publishing the fact, as in the legal  notices of ‘The Auditor’ and public announcements and taking any  required civil action such as disavowal, separation or divorce and  thereafter cutting all further communication and disassociating from the  person or group.

“Unwarranted or threatened disconnection has  the recourse of the person or group being disconnected from requesting a  Committee of Evidence from the nearest Convening Authority (or HCO) and  producing to the Committee any evidence of actual material assistance  to Scientology without reservation or bad intent. The Committee must be  convened if requested.

“Before publicly disconnecting, the  Scientologist would be we'll advised to fully inform the person he or  she accuses of Suppressive Acts of the substance of this policy letter  and seek a reform of the person, disconnecting only when honest efforts  to reform the person have not been co-operated with or have failed. And  only then disconnecting publicly. Such efforts should not be unduly long  as any processing of the Potential Trouble Source is denied or illegal  while the connection exists and a person not actively seeking to settle  the matter may be subjected to a Committee of Evidence if processed  meanwhile.

“The real motives of Suppressive Persons have been  traced to quite sordid hidden desires - in one case the wife wanted her  husband's death so she could get his money, and fought Scientology  because it was making the husband well. Without handling the wife or the  connection with the woman the Scientologist, as family, drifted on with  the situation and the wife was able to cause a near destruction of  Scientology in that area by false testimony to the police and government  and press. Therefore this is a serious thing - to tolerate or remain  connected to a source of active suppression of a Scientologist or  Scientology without legally disconnecting the relationship or acting to  expose the true motives behind the hostility and reform the person. No  money particularly may be accepted as fee or loan from a person who is  "family" to a Suppressive Person and therefore a Potential Trouble  Source. There is no source of trouble in Scientology's history greater  than this one for frequency and lack of attention.

“Anyone  absolved of Suppressive Acts by an amnesty or a Committee of Evidence  ceases to be fair game. Anyone found guilty of Suppressive Acts by a  Committee of Evidence and its Convening Authorities remains fair game  unless saved by an amnesty.

“This Policy Letter is calculated to  prevent future distractions of this nature as time goes on.”

Along  with the above administrative policy and new organizational lines and  channels as described on the newly introduced Org Board, including  Qualifications Division, Dept of Review and HCO Division, Dept of  Inspections and Reports, and the Fast Flow System of administration,  on  the subject of PTS/SP, HCO Bulletins were written during this time  period of 1965. There was technology developed to not only resolve the  condition of PTS but also SP. BOTH conditions were addressed. Both had  channels to be routed to free the main Tech delivery lines, in the  Technical Division, of the 20% of the people that caused the  difficulties so the Tech delivery channels could service the 80% that  made case gains, and who did not rollercoaster. Those who were not  either SP or PTS. 

There were both, ethics/administrative  handlings as described by Ethics Policy, and technical handlings as  described by HCOBs and taped lectures of the St. Hill Special Briefing  Course, occurring at that time. 

One such technical bulletin, 8  Nov 65, SUPPRESSIVES AND HIDDEN STANDARDS states:

“The Roller  Coaster is caused by the hidden standard going into action. ‘My eyesight  didn’t get better.’ Locate a present time Suppressive on the case and  trace that suppressive back to others earlier and you suddenly see the  pc brighten up and (apparently for no reason) state his eyesight  suddenly improved.

“Find the Suppressive, make the pc handle or  disconnect. Then audit the pc up to Problems Release by getting rid of  the hidden standard and the basic suppressive.

“Never audit a pc  who is a Potential Trouble Source other than on the infallible, never  varied datum, a Roller Coaster is always a PTS connected to an SP.”

One  of the very first tech handlings of the PTS is contained in HCOB 24  November 1965, issued just weeks after the above HCOB, and one month  before the 23 Dec 65 revision of the Ethics policy above, is entitled  SEARCH AND DISCOVERY. It states:

“One must know what a  SUPPRESSIVE PERSON is, what a POTENTIAL TROUBLE SOURCE is and the  mechanism of how and why a case Roller Coasters and what that is. All  this data exists in Ethics policy letters and should be studied well  before one attempts a “Search and Discovery” or further study of this  HCOB. Ethics is not merely a legal action—it handles the whole phenomena  of case worsening (Roller Coaster) after processing and without this  technology an auditor easily becomes baffled and tends to plunge and  squirrel. The only reason a case Roller Coasters after good standard  auditing is the PTS phenomena and a Suppressive is present.”

This  HCOB,  which shows clearly continuing research and refinement of the  subject of PTS and SP, defines three distinct categories of the PTS  condition. They have distinct definitions and indicators by which to  determine the distinctions. 

“There are Three Types of PTS.

“Type  One is the easy one. The SP on the case is right in present time,  actively
suppressing the person.

“Type Two is harder for the  apparent Suppressive Person in present time is only a
restimulator  for the actual suppressive.

“Type Three is beyond the facilities  of orgs not equipped with hospitals as these
are entirely psychotic.”

NOTE:  One other type of PTS (a subsection of sorts of the above Types)  condition is defined in a policy letter issued at the time, and revised  to redefine various ‘Troublesome Sources’ HCO POLICY LETTER OF 27  OCTOBER 1964 (Re-issued on 23 June 1967) (Replaces HCO Pol Ltr 5 Nov  1964). The list of categories of this policy, a) to j) were originally  defined in the 5 Nov 64 policy as ‘sources of trouble’ and/or ‘trouble  sources’ or ‘troublesome sources’. Category a) stated:

“Persons  intimately connected with persons (such as marital or familial ties) of  known antagonism to mental or spiritual treatment or Scientology. In  practice such persons, even when they approach Scientology in a friendly  fashion, have such pressure continually brought to bear upon them by  persons with undue influence over them that they make very poor gains in  processing and their interest is solely devoted to proving the  antagonistic element wrong.”

The 23 June 67 revision of the  policy now defines these ‘trouble sources’ as Potential Trouble  Sources.  The first one, above, is known to date as PTS TYPE A, and is  the subject of various policy and technical handlings written since the  formal definition of Potential Trouble Source was defined in the first  policy that had that term, 7 March 65, Issue I, SP Acts. The remaining  categories are referred to as Trouble Sources, or Troublesome Sources or  a-j trouble sources, in general, despite being listed as Potential  Trouble Sources. Technically speaking, any one of the categories listed  may indeed be one of the Three Types of PTS. However, terminology and  technical issues and administrative issues put out since that time of  the revision of the a-j categories, when referring to a PTS, refers to  either Type One, Two, Three or Type A defined above. END NOTE.

HANDLINGS   FROM HCOB 24 NOV 65 SEARCH AND DISCOVERY

Type One:

“The  Type One is normally handled by an Ethics Officer in the course of a  hearing.

“The person is asked if anyone is invalidating him or  his gains or Scientology and if the pc answers with a name and is then  told to handle or disconnect from that person the good indicators come  in promptly and the person is quite satisfied.

“If however there  is no success in finding the SP on the case or if the person starts  naming Org personnel or other unlikely persons as SP the Ethics Officer  must realize that he is handling a Type Two PTS and, because the  Auditing will consume time, sends the person to Tech or Qual for a  Search and Discovery.

“It is easy to tell a Type One PTS from a  Type Two. The Type One brightens up at once and ceases to Roller Coaster  the moment the present time SP is spotted. The pc ceases to Roller  Coaster. The pc does not go back on it and begin to beg off. The pc does  not begin to worry about the consequences of disconnection. If the pc  does any of these things, then the pc is a Type Two.”

The  above indicators used to distinguish a Type One from a Type Two PTS,  relate to the issue of disconnection. If the person is not good  indicators, doesn’t brighten up the moment the SP is spotted and worries  about the disconnection, then they are NOT Type One, with an actual SP,  actively suppressing them in present time, but are Type Two, “the  apparent Suppressive Person in present time is only a restimulator for  the actual suppressive.”

NOTE: A so-called PTS TYPE A  person, does in fact fall under one of the above three types of PTS.   The antagonistic family member or close associate may or may not be a  present actual SP, or only a restimulator for the actual SP. They may  also just be mis-informed about the subject, ARC broken by the person  themselves and various easily handled issues, and the ‘antagonistic’  person is handled and the PTS A situation resolved. END NOTE.

At  the time of this 24 Nov 65 HCOB, the technical handling for a Type One  and Type Two  PTS, is to spot the actual SP first, and then ‘handle or  disconnect’ from that actual SP. If one is Bad Indicators, BI’s about  the initial interview to find a present time actual SP, then he is Type  Two and goes into an auditing session for an S&D, Search and  Discovery to find the actual SP making him PTS. 

Along with this  tech of S&D of that time and development (S&D’s indeed developed  extensively over the ensuing months and years) there was developed the  Power Processes. These Power Processes, aside from a being a part of the  newly developed Grade Chart, were also the technical handling for the  SP case. This is covered briefly in HCO PL 5 April 65, HANDLING THE  SUPPRESSIVE PERSON, THE BASIS OF INSANITY. Administratively, a person  determined by folder study and Tone Arm action, needle response and  other specific indicators, to be a possible Suppressive Person, was  handled with these processes. If he agreed to be. If not, he was to do a  series of steps, A-E, defined in several places (HCO PLs 7 March 65  Issues, I and II) and then get the processes, or both. A-E was a  relatively fast cycle, taking anywhere from hours to weeks. It all  depended on the person, the steps were clearly defined and A-E was A to  B.

Over the next year, the above policies on PTS and SP were  carried out.  In 1966, reflecting on the actions carried out under these  policies in two separate taped conferences LRH observed the following:

“Now  the Scientologist…is perfectly willing and is at this time by Ethics  being over disciplined, so we are over disciplining the Scientologists  and under disciplining society and we should reverse that – reverse that  very definitely. If anything under discipline the Scientologist and  over discipline the society. Now in that direction you’d still win but  in the direction we are going we won’t. If you under discipline a  society and over discipline Scientologists, why you’ve had it, as a  Scientologist normally is very, very willing. We’ve got to upgrade the  idea of what is a Suppressive, as Suppressives really are nuts. They are  really damaging, Suppressives. You only need a few heads on a pike.” 18 July 66. 

“You should upgrade your idea of what an SP is.  Man, meet one sometime! A real one! A real monster…. Well, in all the  time we’ve been around here we only had one SP that I know of. One real  SP that was on staff…. And I don’t know of another single SP that we’ve  ever had on staff. Isn’t that interesting. You see all these SP orders  and so on… Don’t throw it around carelessly, because this is an–a very  exaggerated condition, SP.” 19 July 66.

Clearly, the subject  was not understood and was being abused. Persons were mis-labelled  Suppressive Persons, and following that, persons were mis-labelled PTS,  with subsequent wrongly done disconnections from persons not Suppressive  in the first place. 

Despite these observations, the abuse of  the labels continued until repercussions from its abuse began to be felt  and objected to in the broad public, let alone Scientologists. An  official inquiry in New Zealand was begun in late 67 on the subject of  SP declares and Fair Game, disconnection and such. At the time, in late  67 into 68, LRH conducted a broad survey of public on points they  objected to regarding their experiences with Scientology. This survey  resulted in a Reform Code issued and 3 policy letters being written in  the fall of 1968. One of these policies dealt with Fair Game 21 Oct 68,  and the other, PL 15 Nov 68 Cancellation of Disconnection, read in full:  “Since we can now handle all types of cases disconnection as a  condition is cancelled.”

By the fall of 68 the technology  that addressed BOTH the case conditions of PTS and SP had continued to  develop. For example, one of these HCOBs delineating such developments  is quoted below.

“There are three types of S & D (Search  and Discovery). These are used to nullify the influence of Suppressive  persons or things on a case so the person will be able to be processed  and will no longer be PTS (a Potential Trouble Source). People who are  PTS became that way because of suppression by persons or objects.  Insanity is also remediable by S & Ds where the person can be  processed.” 13 Jan 65, S&Ds.

“S & D TYPE S

“Who  or what are you trying to stop?” This works on all cases to a greater  or lesser degree. It is particularly useful on a case that is giving a  great deal of trouble, gets small reads or is rather suppressive. This  should work on the insane also as the point where a thetan becomes  insane is the point where he begins to generally stop things. I looked  for years for the exact point where a thetan ceased to be sane and  became insane on any given subject and finally found that it was the  exact moment he became dedicated to trying to stop whatever it was.” 13 Jan 65, S&Ds

At this point, 1968,  if a person who was  manifesting PTSness,  took steps to handle his condition, which by the  Justice Code policy he must, that handling consisted of ‘handle or  disconnect’ relative to the correctly spotted SP, whether he be a Type  One, Two or Three (under which a Type A situation also falls, if indeed  the person is PTS). 

In addition the SP now has a handling with  S&D tech, quite in addition to the Power Processes, already existing  as a technology for this case, as covered in the second quote above  “This works on all cases to a greater or lesser degree. It is  particularly useful on a case that is giving a great deal of trouble,  gets small reads or is rather suppressive.”

Disconnection, as  a condition, a requirement, is cancelled as “we can now handle all  types of cases”.

HCO PL 23 December 1965, SUPPRESSIVE ACTS,  is therefore now modified by later policy issued in 1968 as per HCO PL 5  March 65 Issue II, POLICY: SOURCE OF, which states: “HCO Policy  Letters do not expire until cancelled or changed by later HCO Policy  Letters.”

What is NOT cancelled, and cannot be cancelled, is  the inalienable right of a  person to communicate or not communicate to  whomsoever they choose. ‘Handle or disconnect’ remains a valid tool in  the handling of a PTS condition, or in fact, any relationship. An  example, one is associated by a drug addiction, with a drug dealer. One,  to free himself from this addiction, can handle it, and decide for the  sake of his well-being, to disconnect from the criminal drug dealer. (or  they would remain PTS and not “separate from the SP found because he  was so convincing, so reasonable and so persuasive” PL 10 Feb 66  Iss II, Tech Recovery.)

Continuing tech developments over the  next few years include the PTS Rundown first issued on 9 December 1971.  From that HCOB, retained in all subsequent developments and revisions of  the 9Dec 71 issue, is the following:

“Earlier discovery and  development of the PTS theory is extensively covered.

“The recent  wrap-up came about through my OT research in November 1971.

“The  principal breakthrough was realizing one should NOT invalidate having  known certain people before.”

“But now it turns out that the ONLY  PTS situation that is serious and lasting and can cause a rollercoaster  comes from having known the person before this life.”

A full  panoply of handlings done on the PTS Rundown includes S&Ds among  other things. This tech of S&D is retained. 

On 10 August  1973, HCOB PTS HANDLINGS is issued. 

From 10 Aug 73:

“There  are two stable data which anyone has to have, understand and KNOW ARE  TRUE in order to obtain results in handling the person connected to  suppressives.

“These data are:

“1. That all illness in  greater or lesser degree and all foul-ups stem directly and
only from  a PTS condition.

“2. That getting rid of the condition requires  three basic actions: A. Discover. B. Handle or disconnect.

“Persons  called upon to handle PTS people can do so very easily, far more easily  than they believe.”

Further in the HCOB LRH clarifies  ‘handle or disconnect’ with the following:

“You will usually  find that he has named a person to whom he is still connected! So you  ask him whether he wants to handle or disconnect. Now as the sparks will  really fly in his life if he dramatically disconnects and if he can’t  see how he can, you persuade him to begin to handle on a gradient scale.  This may consist of imposing some slight discipline on him such as  requiring him to actually answer his mail or write the person a pleasant  good roads good weather note or to realistically look at how he  estranged them. In short what is required in the handling is a low  gradient.

“All you are trying to do is MOVE THE PTS PERSON FROM  EFFECT OVER TO SLIGHT GENTLE CAUSE.”

Also written on the  exact same date, 10 Aug 73, (and subsequently issued as an HCOB on 16  April 1982, some 9 years later, MORE ON PTS HANDLINGS) is a dispatch  written by LRH. This dispatch states the following:

“The  person has to handle. If he does so he will begin to get well and cease  to have problems. The reasons he cannot handle are because he tries to  do it in the heroic fashion that is required in a disconnect. Handling  can be very, very gradient. I have seen a case where the person was  simply coached to give his parents good roads and good weather and not  take up any entheta and have seen the person pull right out of it and  get well. It doesn't have to be an explosive handling. It can be very  gentle. All you want is the person at cause and that is attained on a  gradient toward the SP.

“The whole crux of PTSes is HANDLE. And  the misunderstood on it is how gently one can handle.” 

Further  in the 10 Aug 73 HCOB, the original PTS HANDLING to which the dispatch,  written on the same date refers and clarifies, it states:

“Check  with the person again, if he is handling, and coach him along, always  at a gentle good roads and good weather level and no H E and R (Human  Emotion and Reaction) if you please.

“That is a simple handling.  You can get complexities such as a person being PTS to an unknown person  in his immediate vicinity that he may have to find before he can handle  or disconnect. You can find people who can’t remember more than a few  years back. You can find anything you can find in a case. But simple  handling ends when it looks pretty complex. And that’s when you call in  the auditor.”

It is clearly stated in this paragraph that the  person is coached along as HE handles the communication and handling  with the person using ‘good roads fair weather’ and ‘no HE and R’ if you  please’. 

NOTE:  “The whole crux of PTSes is HANDLE. And  the misunderstood on it is how gently one can handle.”

NOTE:   this particular HCOB, 16 April 82, is issued 5 months prior to SPD 28,  SUPPRESSIVE ACT, DEALING WITH A SUPPRESSIVE PERSON. The comparison  between the LRH HCOB and the WDC authored SPD will be detailed below.  END NOTE.

On 29 December the HCOB THE SUPPRESSED PERSON  RUNDOWN is issued and represents a major accomplishment in the  technology of handling PTSness. Among other things this rundown states  the following:

“At times the results of “ordinary” Scientology  tech are extremely impressive, even to me. I am by this time, quite  accustomed to miracles as usual, but magic is not quite so commonplace  an occurrence, even these days, and is worthy of special note.

“Many  times the suppressive person to whom the pc is PTS exists in present  time
and is still capable of causing trouble or upset for the pc. It  is to this situation that the Suppressed Person Rundown is addressed.

“This  new rundown, the Suppressed Person Rundown, produces the wondrous  result of changing the disposition of an antagonistic terminal at a  distance, by auditing the PTS preclear. Where this terminal was  antagonistic, invalidative, hostile or downright suppressive, he will  suddenly have a change of heart and seek to make peace with the PTS pc.

“This  rundown is not considered complete until the magic occurs; that is on  this rundown, we take a PTS pc and we audit this pc and audit him and  audit him on Problems Processes until a major change occurs in the  antagonistic persons universe which prompts him to make a friendly  overture to or concerning the pc.

“This friendly and unprompted  origination or attempt at origination from the antagonistic terminal to  or concerning the pc will occur in all cases if Problems Processes are  run and are fully flattened. This happens no matter how out of comm the  two terminals have been or what length of time has intervened between  their last communication .

“The rundown is continued until the EP  occurs.” (Emphasis added, JL).

This HCOB further  states:

“A possible simple explanation for what occurs is: the  pc, on running Problems Processes, comes up to cause on his problems  with the terminal and when he is continued on problems, he will break  through and actually run out the antagonistic terminal’s problems which  he has given to him.

“When this occurs, the formerly antagonistic  terminal will get into communication with the pc or by communicating in  a friendly way to others about the pc. He will write a letter to make  peace, or he will make a phone call to say “All is well,” or he will  tell Aunt Sally he feels much better about the pc and has decided to let  bygones be bygones. It sometimes occurs that the antago person does not  know where the pc is but he will still try to communicate.

“This  friendly origination by the antagonistic terminal is the EP of the  rundown.”

HCO PL SUPPRESSIVE ACTS, SUPPRESSION OF SCIENTOLOGY  AND SCIENTOLOGISTS

The long history of revision of the original 7  March 65 issue with the above title is a study in itself. For the  purposes of this article I am not detailing THAT particular study.  However, one version, issued on 16 May 80, as Issue II of that date is  applicable. I give salient quotes as below. 

“CANCELS AND  REPLACES: HCO PL 23. DECEMBER 1965R; REVISED 31. DECEMBER 1979” 

“There  are people who suppress. They are few. HCOB 27 September 1966 gives the  characteristics of the anti‑social personality and the social  personality. An understanding and ability to recognize the anti‑social  can bring about major change in life and livingness.

“The social  personality is in the vast majority. It is not momentary misconduct  which determines the anti-social nor is it mere prejudice or dislike.  One cannot honestly and accurately identify the anti‑social without  examining the positive side of his life as well as the negative.

“All  men have committed wrongs or failed to act when they should have. Men  are not perfect. But there are many who try to do the right thing and  there is a much smaller number who specialize in wrongdoings.

“All  discipline must be based on truth and must exclude acting on false  reports.”

“Identification of a Suppressive Person or Group is not  done lightly because of suspicion or rumor or opinion. An understanding  of HCOB 27 September 1966 THE ANTI-SOCIAL PERSONALITY; THE  ANTI-SCIENTOLOGIST is requisite. It is the actions of an individual or  group which ate the criteria, the positive and. the negative.

“The  Scientologist is at all times expected to follow the Code of a  Scientologist and the Creed of the Church. This applies fully to  dealings with Suppressive Persons or Groups. The fact that a person or  group has been declared Suppressive does not justify mistreatment of  that person or group.

“There is no other policy which takes  precedence in the handling of Suppressive Persons or Groups than this  Policy Letter.”

“There is no practice of "disconnection" allowed  in the Church of Scientology. The first step in handling anything is  gaining the ability to face it. Perhaps it will seem too much to handle  but the Scientologist who continues to confront and handle the situation  will gain more than. the increased understanding with the other person.  He will know that he has handled, despite all invitations to do  otherwise.

“The materials of the PTS and SP Detection, Routing  and Handling course, which are mandatory for the individual with a PTS  situation, provide the technology for handling. 

“Communication  is the universal solvent. Understanding a situation permits one to  handle it.”

“A truly Suppressive Person or Group has none of the  rights and privileges accorded one as a member of the Church.

“However  a Person or group may be falsely labelled a Suppressive Person or  Group.”

“It must be remembered at all times that Justice must  include a refusal to accept any report not substantiated by actual,  independent data, seeing that all such reports are investigated and that  all investigations include confronting the accused with the accusation  and where feasible the accuser, BEFORE any action is decided upon or  taken. This is the primary breakdown of any justice system ‑ that it  acts on false reports, disciplines before substantiation and fails to  con‑front an accused with the report and his accuser before any  discipline is assigned, or which does not weigh the value of a person in  general against the alleged crime even when proven.”

“An  individual who is knowingly PTS and who seeks to conceal this or to  avoid handling the situation is subject to disciplinary action. In  severe cases this can result in a Committee of Evidence.”

“Expulsion  from the Church of Scientology results where Suppressive Acts have been  duly proven beyond doubt and where the individual concerned has refused  to apply steps A‑E as noted early in this HCO PL.

“Scientology  training or pastoral counseling may not be given to an expelled  individual. Their only terminal in a Scientology Church or mission is  the Ethics Officer.

“It must be noted however that no matter how  severe the case we never close the door entirely. As stated in HCO PL 16  March 1971 Issue II IMPORTANT ‑ AN OPERATING STANDARD RULE: "YOU MUST  KEEP THE DOOR OPEN ONLY IF ITS JUST A CRACK."

“A Suppressive  Person expelled from the Church is not otherwise disciplined.”

And  in relation to the High Crimes relative to the PTS condition, the  following:

“continued adherence to a person or group  accurately pronounced Suppressive Person or by HCO.”

The  other two Suppressive Acts, “failure to handle or disavow and  disconnect from a person demonstrably guilty of Suppressive Acts” and  “any PTS who fails to either handle or disconnect from the SP who is  making him or her a PTS is, by failing to do so, guilty of a  Suppressive Act” are no longer listed as High Crimes or Suppressive  Acts. 

This policy is signed:

“L. RON HUBBARD FOUNDER  for the BOARDS OF DIRECTORS OF THE CHURCHES OF SCIENTOLOGY 

“BDCS:  LRH: bk Copyright 1980 by L. Ron Hubbard ALL RIGHTS RESERVED”

From  LRH HCOB 24 January 1977, URGENT AND IMPORTANT, TECH CORRECTION  ROUND-UP:

“The first shock (which actually began this current  search for out tech issues) was the discovery that PTS conditions were  going unhandled across the world and had been for some time.

“‘PTS’  means Potential Trouble Source and means the person is affected  adversely by a suppressive in his life. A PTS person can be a lot of  trouble to himself and to others. The condition is not too difficult to  handle and to find that all the tech of handling it was in disuse  explained why there had been a lot of trouble and upset on various  lines.”

C) THE 3D ENGRAM AND ARBITRARY INTRODUCED

On 16 April 1982 the earlier referenced HCOB MORE ON PTS HANDLING is  published as a Bulletin. It states: “The whole crux of PTSes is  HANDLE. And the misunderstood on it is how gently one can handle.”

Recall  from the first part of this article, in the early 80s and becoming ever  increasing, there were ‘threats’ to the group organism. These are  described in part above. Reports are being made of these threats, via  David Miscavige, as the terminal over the ALL CLEAR UNIT, that unit in  the Commodore’s Messenger Organization International, responsible for  the handling of some of the earlier mentioned threats. Including, the  IRS, FBI, and the Ron De Wolff case among others. This position that  David Miscavige held, makes him the person responsible in CMOI, to  forward reports to LRH VIA Pat Broeker, who is at LRH’s location in  Creston California. David Miscavige is located at Gilman Hot Springs,  California.

The ALL Clear Unit has precedence in authority over  all units, including all of CMOI, below it. That includes the Watch Dog  Committeee, a part of CMOI. 

On 13 August 1982, Scientology  Policy Directive 28, SUPPRESSIVE ACT, DEALING WITH A SUPPRESSIVE PERSON,  a junior to HCO PL and HCOB issue type, is issued. It states:


“S C I E N T  O L O G Y P O L I C Y D I R E C T I V E



SCN  POLICY DIRECTIVE  28                                                                                                   13 August 1982
BPI
ALL STAFF
ALL PUBLIC


SUPPRESSIVE  ACT
DEALING WITH A DECLARED SUPPRESSIVE PERSON



REF:  HCO PL 16 May 80 II 
ETHICS SUPPRESSIVE ACTS
SUPPRESSION OF  SCIENTOLOGY
AND SCIENTOLOGISTS

“"A SUPPRESSIVE PERSON or GROUP  is one that actively seeks, by action or statement, to suppress or  damage Scientology or a  Scientologist by Suppressive Acts.

"SUPPRESSIVE  ACTS are acts calculated to impede or destroy Scientology or a  Scientologist in his studies or counselling, or to affect adversely his  well-being." (HCO PL 16 May 80 II).

“It is a Suppressive Act to  deal with a Suppressive Person unless you are the named terminal to deal  with the SP (i.e. Sea Org MAA). Per the above referenced PL “continued  adherence to a person or group accurately pronounced a Suppressive  Person or Group by HCO” is a Suppressive Act. 

“To maintain a  line with, offer support to, or in any way grant credence to such a  person indicates nothing more than agreement with that person’s  destructive intentions and acts. Such dealings in fact is a covert or  overt attempt to undermine and negate the ethics and justice strengths  of our ecclesiastical structure.

“Standard on-policy lines exist  should a Declared SP seek to set things right and make up for damage  caused.

“So labeled and declared, a person claiming injustice has  the right to request a Committee of Evidence via their nearest  HCO.

“However,  unless you are the named authorized terminal to deal with the  Suppressive Person, to deal with one constitutes  no less than a  Suppressive Act. Such an act is cause to have levied against you the  same per policy Church justice procedures afforded any Suppressive  Person. Full ethics penalties will be applied.

“Where the matter  concerns family relations or where a Scientologist is in the position of  being closely associated to a person found to be Suppressive the  materials covering Potential  Trouble Sources apply. There is no  practice of " disconnection" allowed in the Church of Scientology and  these materials cover  completely how one may use proper lines and  procedures to handle a PTS condition.

“One does not however use a  false excuse of "handling my PTS condition" to covertly maintain a line  of supportive dealings and agreements with an SP. If you wish to  maintain such a line, do so outside of current and future membership in  the Church. 

“To deal with a Suppressive is a Suppressive Act.  The above is unequivocal Church Policy.”

“WATCH DOG COMMITTEE 
For  the THE CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY INTERNATIONAL

“CSI:WDC:dr”

On  October 17, 1982, the San Francisco Mission Holders Conference was  convened and the Mission Holders were summoned to it by David Miscavige.  Here he was to introduce a new, not written in ANY policy at ANY time  by LRH, practice of ‘instant SP declares’ and did so at this conference.  A full transcript of the conference is available on line. In that  transcript you will read of ‘instant declares’ and the ‘new attitude’ of  the Sea Org. 

SPD 28 was put into full effect. Persons who would  not disconnect immediately from persons declared were themselves  declared Suppressive Persons, with full penalties. Hundreds, thousands  of field Scientologists are so declared as well as staff and Sea Org  members. Hundreds, thousands leave the Church of Scientology  International in protest.

The reign of terror was in full dress  uniform and rampaged across the landscape of Scientology. 

SPD 28  is in direct contradiction to issued church policy and the technical  developments laid out here preceding it all the way up to 16 April 1982  with the issuance of HCOB MORE ON PTS HANDLING. That HCOB and the  relevant earlier policy and tech as described, states “The whole crux  of PTSes is HANDLE. And the misunderstood on it is how gently one can  handle.”

This SPD blatantly alters LRH tech and policy, for  one example HCOB 20 April 1972,  SUPPRESSED PCS AND PTS TECH, which  states:

“The Administrative Tech requires an interview,  usually by the Director of Processing or Ethics Officer and the person is required to handle the PTS situation itself before being audited. A  check for stability is also made after being audited on the PTS  Rundown.” (Emphasis added,JL).

Another example from HCOB 17  April 72, CS Series 76, CSing A PTS RUNDOWN:

“When you do a  PTS RD on a pc CORRECTLY he or she should no longer be ill or  rollercoaster.

“BUT THIS INCLUDES THE PERSON HANDLING HIS PTS  CONDITION IN THE REAL UNIVERSE NOT IN JUST HIS BANK.”  (Emphasis in  original, JL).

“An auditor and C/S must see that the person is:

“(a)  Handled properly in HCO or by the D of P if HCO isn’t there so that the  person handles the PTS Connection itself. (See HCO PL 5 April 72, “PTS  TYPE A HANDLING”.)”

“In handling a PTS person as a C/S you  are on a borderline of policy violation unless you make the person do  what it says in HCO PL 5 April 72 first. That handles the situation  itself. Then you can handle the person with the PTS Rundown.”

From  HCO PL 3 May 72R, revised 18 Dec 77, ETHICS AND EXECUTIVES:

“Even  in a PTS (Potential Trouble Source) person there must have been out  ethics conduct toward the suppressive personality he or she is connected  with for the person to have become PTS in the first place.

“People  who are physically ill are PTS and are out-ethics toward the person or  thing they are PTS to!” (So, the SPD’s  ‘solution’ adds MORE  unethical ‘disconnection’ resulting in ARC breaks and further antagonism  with the new overt/motivator of disconnection. This in direct contrast  to HCOBs, such as 10 Aug 73, 16 Apr 82 (see below) and PLs such as PL 5  April 72, PTS TYPE A HANDLING).

From HCOB 31 Dec 78 Issue II  OUTLINE OF PTS HANDLING:

“A metered PTS interview per HCOB 24  Apr 72 1, C/S Series 79, PTS INTERVIEWS or a ‘10 August handling’ per  HCOB 10 Aug 73 PTS HANDLING done by an auditor in session or an MAA, D  of P or SSO will, in most cases, assist the person to spot the  antagonistic or SP element. Once spotted, the potential trouble source  can be assisted in working out a handling for that terminal, or more  rarely, in deciding to disconnect from that person.

“(If any  difficulty is encountered on this step, or if the SP cannot easily be  found. The preclear or student is probably not PTS Type I and should be  turned over to an auditor qualified to handle Type II PTS situations  with more advanced PTS tech.)”

NOTE: The above 31 Dec 78  issue was revised, sometime after the issuance of 10 Sept 83 bulletin,  PTSness and DISCONNECTION, latest revision being 28 Oct 2000 to alter  the sentence “Once spotted, the potential trouble source can be  assisted in working out a handling for that terminal, or more rarely, in  deciding to disconnect from that person.” It now reads, “Once  spotted , the potential trouble source can be assisted in working out a  handling for that terminal, per HCO PL 5 Apr. 72RD, PTS TYPE A HANDLING.  (Or, more rarely, the PTS may need to disconnect from that person.)” This shifts the emphasis from the person deciding, to align with the  rewrite of HCO PL 5 Apr 72 which rewrite occurs to change this PL to  include “disconnection,” (which was to update and alter this PL to align  with the 83 HCOB PTSness and DISCONNECTION see below) which the  original version written by Mary Sue Hubbard, revised by L. Ron Hubbard,  retaining what MSH wrote, did not have as any “need to”. In fact, the  “need” to disconnect was not considered in that policy as it was  “cancelled”. END NOTE. 

From 31 Dec 1978 Issue III, EDUCATING  THE POTENTIAL TROUBLE SOURCE, THE FIRST STEP TOWARD HANDLING: PTS  C/S-1:

“When you find you have a potential trouble source on  your hands the very first thing you must do is educate him on the  fundamentals of PTS/SP tech.”

“In the absence of  education... PTSes will not cognite, will not take action to handle the  antagonistic terminal, will not recover. Failure to educate simply  doesn’t work.”

___________________


This SPD is NOT senior to any preceding and extant HCO PL or HCOB  and yet, it is used in direct contradiction and utter violation of those  very HCO PLs and HCOBs. 

There was never issued a formal, on  policy “State of Emergency.” Therefore the Justice Codes of Scientology  were in full effect. These too were utterly violated in practice by  David Miscavige and the “new Sea Org” officers in his entourage. 

No  Board of Investigation was held to review any arbitrary orders issued,  such as SPD 28, during this undeclared yet de facto “State of  Emergency.” No standard 3D engram handling per the above mentioned  method of running them out, was EVER done. In fact, approximately one  year later, in September 1983, the arbitraries were enshrined in both  HCO PL and HCOB form.  The “state of emergency” has continued with the  virtual, if not actual, suspension of the Justice Codes. Recent reports  of these facts are abundantly available on the internet, including, but  not limited to the St Petersburg Times report, THE TRUTH RUNDOWN.

D)     SEPTEMBER 1983

On 8 September 1983 HCO PL CANCELLATION OF ISSUES ON SUPPRESSIVE ACTS  AND PTSes, is issued. This HCO PL cancels among 4 other issues, HCO PL  16 May 1980, Issue II, SUPPRESSIVE ACTS, SUPPRESSION OF SCIENTOLOGY AND  SCIENTOLOGISTS, extensively quoted above in this article, as “not  written by the the Founder.” It says nothing about whether or not LRH  approved the policy. This HCO PL, 8 Sept 83 is written by “Church of  Scientology International.” This policy states: “Data on Suppressive  Acts and the handling of Suppressive Persons and Groups is to be found  in HCO PL 23 Dec 65RA, Revised and Reissued 10 Sept 83, ETHICS,  SUPPRESSIVE ACTS, SUPPRESSION OF SCIENTOLOGY AND SCIENTOLOGISTS, which  has been reissued in its original content with revisions to update it.”

On  10 Sept 1983, 23 December 1965RA is issued. It is the new revised and  rewritten SP ACTs policy letter as above stated. It is now 14 pages long  from the original 7 and the list of high crimes has gone from the  original 28 to 73. (Further revisions, all the way up to 4 Nov 2001, the  latest revision to put the 7 March 65 RB date on the PL have increased  the number of high crimes has swollen in the interim to 87. In addition,  with another revision done at this time to 7 March 65 Issue III,  Offenses and Penalties ‘a crime, if severe and of magnitude, harmful to  many and committed repeatedly, can be reclassed as a high crime’. This  paragraph is also added to the SP Acts PL, now 7 March 65RB Issue I.   These adds potentially hundreds of  ‘high crimes’ as per Offenses and  Penalties, an error may be reclassed as a misdemeanor and a misdemeanor  may be reclassed as a crime, similarly to the above on a crime reclassed  to a high crime. 

Additionally, the specific high crimes related  to PTS, as covered above are now as per 1965 policy. To wit, “continued  adherence to a person or group pronounced a Suppressive Person or Group  by HCO; failure to handle or disavow and disconnect from a person  demonstrably guilty of Suppressive Acts.” (Note: the word ‘accurately’  is now removed from the high crime.) And of course this paragraph is  restored “Any PTS who fails to either handle or disconnect from the  SP who is making him or her a PTS is, by failing to do so, guilty of a  Suppressive Act.”

In addition the there is an entirely new  section added to this policy letter. It is entitled POTENTIAL TROUBLE  SOURCES AND DISCONNECTION. This section states:

“The subject  and technology of ‘disconnection’ is thoroughly covered in HCOB 10  September 1983, PTSness AND DISCONNECTION, and in the basic technical  materials referenced therein.”

Paragraphs previously  described above, from the original policy of 7 March 65, revised and  reissued on 23 Dec 65, under the section Potential Trouble Source, and  related to “disconnection” are returned to the new revision of 23 Dec  65RA. 

On the same day as this policy is issued HCOB 10 Sept 83,   PTSness AND DISCONNECTION is issued. 

The provenance of PTSness  and DISCONNECTION has been questioned. Vaughn Young claims in a sworn  affidavit that he wrote it at the behest of David Miscavige and it was  never approved by LRH. My personal communication with former RTRC  personnel suggests Vaughn was assisted by Phoebe Mauerer on the issue as  he was compiling it. LRH was both ‘on and off the approval lines’ at  the time. Whatever the actual circumstances of its origination and final  approval there is one paragraph that is unmistakably NOT LRH written or  approved. This is the paragraph under ‘HOW TO DISCONNECT, the second  “example.” It states:

“A pc is connected to a person or group  that has been declared suppressive by HCO in a published Ethics Order.  He should disconnect...”

And one additional paragraph  taken from SPD 28 and phrased in the 10 Sept 83 thusly, “To fail  or refuse to disconnect from a suppressive person not only denies the  PTS case gain, it is also supportive of the suppressive – in itself a  Suppressive Act. And it must be so labelled. (Ref. HCO PL 23 Dec 65RA,  SUPPRESSIVE ACTS, SUPPRESSION OF SCIENTOLOGY AND SCIENTOLOGISTS.)

How  is it that these two paragraphs can be determined to NOT be written or  approved by LRH? They contradict and alter LRH materials, still valid  and not cancelled or revised by any of the issues of September 1983. 

For  example. LRH HCO PLs and HCOBs which state “handle or disconnect” are  still valid, despite the first paragraph above. In fact, per two  specific HCOBs, already discussed above, 10 Aug 73 and the still valid  16 April 82, “The whole crux of PTSes is HANDLE.”

Disconnect,  per these valid LRH HCOBs is not the first choice, it is in fact barely  a choice at all, due to tech advances, and in any case, is NOT to be  enforced. This salient fact is altered by the first paragraph which does  not even mention “handle” the crux of PTSes, and in fact states, in  contradiction to LRH, “he should disconnect.” 

The last paragraph  of this section of PTSness and DISCONNECTION, quoted above, refers to  the SP Acts PL and in fact alters the exact wording of that policy, the  original wording from the 23 Dec 65 policy, which wording was added to  the SP Acts policy based on the 16 August 65 policy referred to above,  which states: “Any PTS who fails to either handle or disconnect from  the SP who is making him or her a PTS is, by failing to do so, guilty of  a suppressive act.” Compare the two and they are not the same. The  paragraph in PTSness and DISCONNECTION is an alteration of the paragraph  in the PL, which was definitely written by LRH, in August of 1965.

The  remainder of this issue doesn’t affect other HCOBs or PLs. It doesn’t  alter or change basic  LRH data. 

Lastly, on this HCOB of 10 Sept  83, PTSness and DISCONNECTION, there is a direct contradiction of the  above two paragraphs by the entirety of HCOB 29 Dec 78, THE SUPPRESSED  PERSON RUNDOWN the stated EP of which is:

“This rundown is not  considered complete until the magic occurs; that is on this rundown, we  take a PTS pc and we audit this pc and audit him and audit him on  Problems Processes until a major change occurs in the antagonistic  persons universe which prompts him to make a friendly overture to or  concerning the pc.

“This friendly and unprompted origination or  attempt at origination from the antagonistic terminal to or concerning  the pc will occur in all cases if Problems Processes are run and are  fully flattened. This happens no matter how out of comm the two  terminals have been or what length of time has intervened between their  last communication.

“The rundown is continued until the EP  occurs.” (Emphasis added, JL).

E)     HCOB 16 APRIL 1982 MORE ON PTS HANDLING 

This is the HCOB issued which states: “The whole crux of PTSes is  HANDLE.” 

This statement and technical data aligns with all  developments outlined here, beginning with the tech of S&Ds, up  through the PTS Rundown, and culminating in the Suppressed Person RD  which  states “he will suddenly have a change of heart and seek to  make peace with the PTS pc”.

An interesting fact has emerged  in my study of this HCOB. 

It was first issued on 16 April 82.  Sometime later, it was re-issued. Exactly what date is impossible to say  from that actual HCOB as there is no indication on the date, that is  with either a note at the top and an “R” attached to it, as is standard  HCO Policy for revisions. The only change to the HCOB is to add a note  at the bottom which states:

“[Editor’s Note: BPL 31 May 71RG,  PTS AND SP DETECTION, ROUTING AND HANDLING CHECKSHEET, has been  cancelled. It is replaced by HCO PL 23 May 89R I, PTS/SP COURSE, HOW TO  CONFRONT AND SHATTER SUPPRESSION, and HCO PL 23 May 89 II, PTS/SP  AUDITOR COURSE.]”

It is noted under the LRH signature  “Assisted by Mission Issues Revision.” There are NO other changes to the  text or tech of the HCOB.

The date of the PTS/SP course  checksheet puts this revision sometime on or after 23 May 89. 

Note,  this is two years before the publication of the New Tech Volumes, and  evolution which entailed verification and comparison to the LRH  originals of all HCOBs. This HCOB has at this time, 1989, been verified  twice. Once on original publication and now again for the Tech Vols, and  by Mission Issues Revision, possibly being a third time. It is  unmistakably an LRH written dispatch and HCOB. 

In a PTS/SP  course pack, the now entitled ‘HOW TO CONFRONT AND SHATTER SUPPRESSION’  course, of 2001,  a NEW version of this HCOB is now published. However,  there is NO change to either the title, or the date. No revision date.  It is STILL dated simply 16 April 1982, with no indication it has been  revised or rewritten. It states ‘Reissued 10 October 1996’ but no  statement that it has been revised. 

Nevertheless, IT IS REVISED  AND REWRITTEN. By whom? It does not say. 

What are the changes?  In order to see every change both complete issues should be compared,  however there are several significant changes that can be shown here.  (Note: if any reader cares to obtain copies of these issues for such a  study and education, then I can be contacted.)

Added to the very  top is this sentence and altering not only the sequence but the  importance as well, the LRH datum of “handle or disconnect” is:

“You  will find that PTS policy calls for DISCONNECT or HANDLE.”

Altered  is this paragraph:

“The person has to handle. If he does so,  he will begin to get well and cease to have problems. The reasons he  cannot handle are because he tries to do it in the heroic fashion that  is required in a disconnect. Handling can be very, very gradient. I have  seen a case where the person was simply coached to give his parents  good roads and good weather and not take up any entheta and have seen  the person pull right out of it and get well. It doesn’t have to be an  explosive handling. It can be very gentle. All you want is the person at  cause and that is attained on a gradient toward the SP.”

It  is changed in the first sentence by “The person has to handle or  disconnect” 
where ‘disconnect” is now ADDED. 

Altered  is this paragraph: 

“The whole crux of PTSes is HANDLE. And  the misunderstood on it is how gently one can handle.” 

It is  changed to ADD the word ‘disconnect’ and now reads “The whole crux  of PTSes is HANDLE or DISCONNECT. And the misunderstood  on it is how gently one can handle.”

Altered is this  paragraph:

“One tries to find what it is and then persuades  them into handling. That’s the tech.” (Emphasis added JL).

To  this tech is ADDED the word disconnecting and it now reads: “One  tries to find what it is and then persuades them into handling or  disconnecting. That’s the tech.”

The above alterations  to an LRH authored technical issue, were done with no knowledge or any  authority or approval by LRH as he had been dead for a minimum of 5  years (the issuance of the verified Tech Vols) or up to 10 years,  according to the ‘reissued’ on 10 Oct 96 statement. 

Not only is  this a fraud perpetrated on every public, Scientologist or not, and is  “passing off,” a Federal Offense. It is an intentional alteration and  squirreling perpetrated by David Miscavige as the final Issue Authority  in the entire Scientology structure, and the head of RTC. 

In the  years since David Miscavige began his reign of “heavy ethics,” with the  issuance of various orders “handle the SPs,” beginning formally with  the squirrel and alter-ised SPD 28, and by subterfuge and distortion the  final entrenching of this squirreling and alteration of basic  Scientology tech and policy, with the 10 Sept 83 PTSness and  DISCONNECTION, which itself set off a chain of revisions to try and  cover his tracks, there have been thousands of people wrongly declared  SPs, and thus their families, friends, loved ones, children, wives and  their dogs, have been forced to disconnect from them in a reign of  suppression that has gone on for 3 decades and TO THIS DAY.  

THE  JUSTICE CODES HAVE BEEN UNDER A DE FACTO SUSPENSION IN A CONTINUOUS  UNDECLARED FORMALLY, OFF-POLICY, STATE OF EMERGENCY. SPD 28, ALTERING  LRH TECH AND POLICY IS STILL IN EFFECT AS THE ARBITRARY ORDER ENTERED IN  TO THE GROUP.

And, what’s more. David missed the trail he left with HCOB 16 April 82  MORE ON PTS HANDLING, and despite his attempt to hide it by alteration  and obfuscation, it states:
“The whole crux of PTSes is HANDLE.” L. Ron Hubbard.

Written by Jim Logan
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#
RJ
2010-02-04 23:15
Jimbo,

This is why I never trusted the new Tech and OEC Vols. HCOBs and PLs when originally revised specifically gave the reason for the revision and they were always in script.

Any deletions were indicated by elipses.

More important the original was kept in mimeo so that one could compare the revised copy to the actual original.

When the original Tech Volumes were issued they contained the original HCOB at the date of issue and the revised at the date when it was revised.

For instance in the original issue of the Hi Lo TA list C/S series 53 there is an exact handling that can be done to date and locate the flat point of int according to session records that doesn't appear in later issues yet was never canceled that works extremely well when done correctly.

Yet this handling doesn't appear in the newer Tech Vols.

Not only that but there is one HCOB dealing with list correction on R2-10/12 based on an SH lecture that works well in correcting bad list that is also no longer in the newer volumes which is why I kept my original Tech Vols and HCOBs when I originally did the BC.





 




		

		
 




#
Li Po
2010-02-05 04:55
Bright, wonderful, luminous analysis of one of the most important arbitrary in the church. You did put your finger on the real facts and the very beginning of the incident. perfect autopsy of the Frankenstein monster! Thanks Jim





 




		

		
 




#
Ed
2010-02-05 21:25
Sounds like if auditors were to run people who were PTS on Problems, suppression of scientology would cease, and that would solve the problem of suppression on the church. Other problems would still need to be handled approiately. For example, this would not fix roof leaks or plumbing problems. Suppression of the subject Scientology would not necessarily be handled by auditing the staff of a particular org or mission. And if "Authors Trust B" is PTS then auditing Joe Blow might not help because that PTS event might have been caused by a different SP.
But still, the idea shows more promise, on a theoretical level, than government raids and legal action. Maybe that is why Sea Org personnel don't get much auditing. Because face it, the only thing Miscavage and the lawyers want is money, and if church managment were not PTS, they would not be in such a good position to loot the church.





 




		

		
 




#
ProFSM
2010-02-06 01:52
Cliff notes please.  : )





 




		

		
 




#
Valkov
2010-02-06 03:43
Jim,, this is an awesome job of research you did, on possibly the most important subject we need to get straight!

Thank you!





 




		

		
 




#
WomanSetFree
2010-02-06 07:54
WOW, and again WOW

Thank you Mr. Jim Logan for probably the first accurate Qual cycle I've had in over 30 years!

My needle is floating, betcha can tell that from where you are without even the aid of a meter!!

VWD, MOQ, VWD indeed!





 




		

		
 




#
Boyd H
2010-02-06 07:56
"To this tech is ADDED the word disconnecting and it now reads: “One tries to find what it is and then persuades them into handling or disconnecting. That’s the tech”.

The above alterations to an LRH authored technical issue, were done with no knowledge or any authority or approval by LRH as he had been dead for a minimum of 5 years (the issuance of the verified Tech Vols) or up to 10 years, according to the ‘reissued’ on 10 Oct 96 statement.

Not only is this a fraud perpetrated on every public, Scientologist or not, and is ‘passing off’, a Federal Offence. It is an intentional alteration and squirreling perpetrated by David Miscavige as the final Issue Authority in the entire Scientology structure, and the head of RTC."

Wow! That's a big discovery Jim. Just read the whole article, you have a convincing argument.





 




		

		
 




#
Cat Daddy
2010-02-06 07:58
The only thing that I can say that if you are prepared to do all this work and you get your church back somehow put DM up as an example of how not to act.





 




		

		
 




#
jim logan
2010-02-06 11:49
RJ,
On the interweb is a site, 'wiseoldgoat' where the policy on how revisions are SUPPOSED to be done, written by LRH, is gone over in detail. 

On some of them, as you point out, a sort of 'effort' is made to do some of what is supposed to occur. On this one 16 April 82, MORE ON PTS HANDLING, DM didn't even try. He just rewrote LRH's original dispatch from 10 Aug 73, altering the importance and sequence of PTS handling and left the original in the new Tech Vols. This is blatant. It's egregious. And he left the original lying around, sitting in his very own 'verified' Tech Vols released in 91. Man, this one kills me. HE REWROTE AN LRH DISPATCH THAT WAS AN HCOB. How do you do that? It's hard to think like an idiot sometimes, but thinking like this idiot will shift your whole physical body into some grotesque that is akin to The Method for actors, where you fear you'll never get back to eyes front. OUCH. 
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#
thought provoking
2010-02-06 18:14
Disconnect or be declared.  This is a great FDSing tool.  Thanks for taking the time to do such a thorough research into the subject and for helping us sift through the maze of alterations that have been entered in.  This could prove to be quite valuable in handling others.
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#
FOS
2010-02-07 21:45
Hey JL, 

This is VERY awesome!!! I thank you for writing this. It's long overdue and now it's time to get this spread far and wide. 

Just curious. Where or how did you get this data - like where is the source reference or what? (Quotes below for this Q).

Thanks!


In 1966, reflecting on the actions carried out under these policies in two separate taped conferences LRH observed the following:

“Now the Scientologist…is perfectly willing and is at this time by Ethics being over disciplined, so we are over disciplining the Scientologists and under disciplining society and we should reverse that – reverse that very definitely. If anything under discipline the Scientologist and over discipline the society. Now in that direction you’d still win but in the direction we are going we won’t. If you under discipline a society and over discipline Scientologists, why you’ve had it, as a Scientologist normally is very, very willing. We’ve got to upgrade the idea of what is a Supressive, as Suppressives really are nuts. They are really damaging, Suppressives. You only need a few heads on a pike. “ 18 July 66.

“‘You should upgrade your idea of what an SP is. Man, meet one sometime! A real one! A real monster…. Well, in all the time we’ve been around here we only had one SP that I know of. One real SP that was on staff…. And I don’t know of another single SP that we’ve ever had on staff. Isn’t that interesting. You see all these SP orders and so on… Don’t throw it around carelessly, because this is an–a very exaggerated condition, SP.” 19 July 66.





 




		

		
 




#
yhvh
2010-02-08 08:01
Its almost like writing a success story after a major case action.  And in fact such an experience in reading this article duly belongs in this echelon.  Thank-you to my Auditor, Jim Logan, and more truthfully than ever my heart felt appreciation to LRH.

It is crimes like the ones perpetrated above that create the masses between myself and Source that do not belong there.  This is a crime to the very core of every thetan.  Such an indictment, as your article is Jim, so thoroughly obnoses the situation we have today and knowing that actually brings me a warm glow - a glow I've identified as undelable knowledge, whole-hearted resposibility and immovable control. A way back feeling, with a pt viewpoint for future action. It is usually described as happiness. :-) 

While potentially overstepping my mark, I would like to declare: THE STATE OF EMERGENCY AS FALSELY PROCLAIMED IS HEREBY OVER AND ALL JUSTICE CODES ARE RETURNED TO FULL APPLICATION AS ORIGINATED BY LRH.


LRH policy was developed on fundamental laws.  Arbitraries were not his fancy lest they be funny. 

In any situation that is an emergency real, manufactured or both, justice is suspended.  Today's world in all its economcially-duressed glory is devoid of true and lasting Justice and so serves to illustrate.

So to the end of the injustice we see at the hands of criminals, I say,
"End of Emergency. Let Justice begin. And may the Board of Investigations continue its most noble work!"

Shalom,
yhvh
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#
Brad Hagemo
2010-02-08 13:49
I found your article very helpful in bringing context to DM's reign of terror and injustice. The off-policy is clear for anyone who knows policy, but wait, all those people have been declared. 
Thank you for your efforts to put in time, place, form and event for this group engram.  I know that I feel a little less stupid.
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#
jim logan
2010-02-08 15:47
FOS,
Ooops, sorry I missed the tape titles there. The first is Conference with the Guardian, available on the internet at Mark Bunker's Guardian Office data site. He's got a pretty complete lay out of the docs seized by the FBI raids in 77. On one link, the Intelligence Officer Checksheet, there are various tapes, this is one of them. The second quote comes from About Rhodesia, that's on the BC. 

One other thing I do want to make clear on this long, long essay I've written (sorry it's so long but I wanted to get the data across) and that's the fact that 'handle or disconnect' as an LRH datum, was never cancelled. Disconnection as valid tool of sorting out a real PTS connection to an SP, (or as an inalienable right of every being to give or receive communication when they themselves desire it, or not) was and remains a valid tool. The materials need to be studied, that's exactly what LRH states in the Educating The Potential Trouble Source HCOB of 31 Dec 78. 

My main point in writing this essay was to help spot the confusion of the various sits going on at the time, the early 80s, and the introduction of an arbitrary to deal with them. That has become entrenched and is a fixed idea/fixed 'stable datum'. As an arbitrary is has aberrated the group.

LRH's tech developments such as are described in the essay are what they are. Disconnect, if used incorrectly and arbitrarily never worked, it still doesn't. It DOES work, when applied sensibly and that's what LRH materials are, sense. 

Of course, as in DM's case, you declare so many falsely and then force disconnection, well, you end up with the suppression and bullsh** we see daily. 





 




	

	
		
 




#
Jo
2011-11-08 13:44
Thanks so much Jim !!! You really spent a great deal of time into this one. And confronted so much.

I really agree that Disconnection is a vital tool in handling suppression. There are some cases where it IS applicable, and can save one's behind. But only if done right and at the right time. Immediate disconnection from an SP boss or criminal neighbourhood or location is an example. There are others. But LRH does recommend HANDLE in most cases. With lots of tech to apply.
And only as a last resort to Disconnect.

It really appears D.M. took the PTS tech and did a real slant on it. He thought that since he HAD to take over Scientology, he then had to put lots of heads on a pike. Label them squirrels, suppressives, criminals... And since he's the "Good Guy", the "New Savior in town" - then we all trust him. Right ? Then, make it illegal to still associate with them - by twisting the tech around to make it a rule against any association with these former members. 

After all these guys might talk, might reveal this new regime for what is really is. But if labelled "SP's" then they must be disconnected from. And not listened to. Right?
Says so in the new "tech".

(Note - not all declared persons were good little angels and some did need correction or ethics and justice. But many were good, but since not in agreement with the new regime's tactics, were labeled bad.)

After all, since many individuals feel they need someone to tell them what to do, and LRH is not around anymore, then D.M's RTC will suffice.

But not me. I still have my own mind, and can sort out which piece of tech applies to which sit.

Thanks again Jim.





 




		

	

		
 




#
jim logan
2010-02-09 00:13
I've just recently been sent a 'mimeo' run off of the 10 Oct 96 version of HCOB 16 April 82, MORE ON PTS HANDLINGS which has a note at the top of the issue. It states: "(Reissued 10 October 1996 to correct transcription errors)". 

Apparently the 'evil stenographers' weren't isolated to the books. They've been at LRH dispatches as well. Thank you DM for saving us from evil transcriptionists as well as stenographers, typists, and all manner of clerical SPs. 
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#
Old Auditor
2010-02-09 20:03
It has been demonstrated thoroughly that David Miscavige cannot be handled by those left within the church, so disconnection is the only route for staff and public to regain sanity.

As it is, there are many who suffer from Stockholm syndrome* and will take years to regain self-determinism.

*Upper management terminals have been so skillfully degraded that they are totally dependent on DM and have fallen into a debased worship of the man.

Watch the next major event, if you can stomach it, and see the top execs, who have been locked in the "hole" for years, appear as willing spectators and speakers. 

That is the ultimate degradation, after years of abuse to be cleaned up and put on display at events to show that "all is well!"

After the event they are put back in their RPF rags and locked up again.

Disconnection from this madness is the only way to regain your sanity.
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#
jim logan
2010-02-10 11:48
Old Auditor,
You've brought up an excellent example of how this tech 'handle or disconnect' and it's full description encapsulated in the essay I wrote, can be used. Relative to the suppression of DM's MESTOLOGY and CANTHAVIGEOLOGY. One can 'disconnect' to some degree, keeping in mind the data of the actual 16 April 82 HCOB and it's 10 Aug 73 HCOB counterpart. There is no way to relinquish 'handle' however (consider the Power formula for instance). It is after all, the Church of Scientology, underneath all that DM suppression. That 3D is an organism that is not just going to up and die. So, this is a case in point of application of the full materials. Including 'Educating the Potential Trouble Source' the FIRST step to handling the condition as per the latest tech developments. 

In order to successfully deal with the suppression emanating from DM's travesty, the exact application of the materials is needed. Including 'handle or disconnect'. Reading the above HCOBs one sees that one can't really 'disconnect' when one has out rudiments, ARCXs, problems (how about family in the Sea Org for example)and overts/wittholds relative to the source of suppression, DM's travesty and it's manifestations in the CofS staff and public dramatizing the SP's valence and forwarding the suppression. One can't really 'handle' with the same out rudiments. 

As to the 'Stockholm Syndrome'. I looked this up a while back and it seems to me this catchphrase, even the 'diagnosis' is so cursory compared to the body of materials of Scn and the PTS/SP phenomena for one, LX Lists and the phenomena of valence for two and several others that immediately come to mind, that this is sort of using a Dinky toy to do the job of a D9 Caterpillar. It is an interesting 'disorder' for about 20 seconds. It has no basic source given and no tech to handle. No thankyou. I'll stick to Scientology. 
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#
Old Auditor
2010-02-10 14:40
Jim, I hope we are in accord that disconnection is a necessary first step in handling DM whether you are public or staff.

DM controls the playing field inside the church of Scientology. No one at any level inside the C of S has shown that they can handle him. 

Those that have tried have succumbed and some have become total effect of DM. This particular subset of PTS behavior is concisely described as the Stockholm Syndrome which communicates well to a wider range of public than PTS Type One does.

Handling of the current church scene requires one to find a safe point and begin to speak up. There is no safe point in the Church from to communicate about out-tech and off-policy actions. 

Right now, the only way to communicate to church terminals and to the public at large is to establish oneself in a secure position outside the church and communicate on all possible lines to those who can take action.

DM controls the church. Fortunately, he does not control the Internet and there are many actions that can be taken that will expose his criminality without running afoul of DM's lawyers.





 




		

		
 




#
jim logan
2010-02-10 15:37
Old Auditor,
Yes, PR Series 19 Safe Point is applicable.

The first step in handling suppression is A) Discover. Then B)handle or disconnect. Even before that comes some recognition that one IS indeed PTS. Without education in the area, that recognition is unlikely. 

Spotting that one IS PTS, then discovering to whom or what, that is, the RIGHT SP, are the first steps. Not disconnection. 

From the first steps done accurately, then one can begin to get to cause over the actual suppression. Merely 'disconnecting' with no real grasp or effective accomplishment of the first steps is what DM is himself running and has been for decades. 

The tech of PTS is there. I'm saying USE IT, as it is written by LRH. Then it works. IF it doesn't then I'm saying IT HASN'T BEEN DONE. If that's what you are saying, then yes, we are in agreement. 





 




		

		
 




#
Freedom Fighter
2010-02-10 20:33
"The tech of PTS is there. I'm saing USE IT, as it is written by LRH.  Then it works.  IF it doesn't them I'm saying IT HASN'T BEEN DONE."

Can I get an AMEN!
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Freedom Fighter
2010-02-10 20:56
Jim, 

Who was on the WDC back in 1982?
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#
jim logan
2010-02-11 12:22
Freedom Fighter,
I don't know exactly who held what in WDC at that time. I was at the Flag Land Base, and any traffic I got from them was cryptically signed 'WDC A' or some other letter. These signatures later changed, not sure when as I was out on the road playing music, and when I got to the Int Base in the spring of 86, WDC now had specific titles. WDC Gold, WDC Reserves and such. 

On the Gang of Five write up, here on this site, is a better description of the CMOI level at the time of the early 80s and its, WDC that is,  origination. WDC was and is a part of CMO Int and was manned then as now (well now pretty much it is unmanned and unmocked by one of its former members, WDC Sea Org, back then, David Miscavige)by CMOI staff. DM was not in WDC when this issue was written, he was by title, in ASI, and was in fact over the All Clear Unit. That unit was distinct from others and more or less autonomous. The precursor to the autonomy DM seems to favor. Some would call it, rightfully, the fascistic despotism of an 'only one' that he seems to favor. Even he describes himself as 'uniquely qualified' on his very own homage site. 
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#
Margaret
2012-07-25 12:59
Jim, 

Excellent job on that analysis.

One thing I'd like to add is a bit more on the "Introduction to Scientology Ethics" (ISE) book. As many people know, this was/is the primary "ethics handbook" that most Scientologists (and Scn Ethics Officers) used throughout the 1970s and later when referring to Scientology's Justice Codes, such as Suppressive Acts, for themselves and others. 

From 1969-1982, there were about a dozen printings and editions of the ISE book, and each included a list of "Suppressive Acts". In that list, it stated the following:

"Continued adherence to a group pronounced a Suppressive Group by HCO [the ethics dept. in the CoS]"

Note that there is no requirement for Scientologists to disconnect from INDIVIDUALS pronounced suppressive.

From the Oct-1982 printing of ISE (and to this day) the same line reads:

"Continued adherence to a PERSON OR GROUP pronounced a suppressive person or group by HCO". (emphasis mine)

In other words, the most widely used "ethics handbook" by Scientologists and Scientology organizations, began enforcing disconnection on an INDIVIDUAL TO INDIVIDUAL basis at the end of 1982. This of course coincides with the other disconnection enforcements/changes that Jim mentions above.
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											"For example, through his destructive policies Miscavige forced hundreds of female Sea Org members at International Management to get abortions when they got pregnant. When the media started to investigate that, he came up with the solution: he ordered that husbands and wives at International Management get divorced...."  Learn More...					

				

			

		

	




Racketeering


		
			
				
					
													Shaking Down Scientologists for Cash

											"Through his programs and subverted staff he extorts Scientologists into 'donating' huge sums of money, forcing thousands into debt. It's a protection racket no different from thugs 'shaking down' local business owners for cash. His specialty is crushing people..."  Learn More... 					

				

			

		

			
			
				
					
													How Church Financials Really Work

											"It's a lot more viable to chase down millionaires who will donate $10 million for a hand shake, some applause and a metal pin. It's not a matter of saving the planet and all the poor suffering people... it's 'Where's the BIG, FAT, EASY MONEY?' -- that's what we're talking about!..."  Learn More...					

				

			

		

	




Blackmail


		
			
				
					
													Tax Exemption by Blackmail

											"Miscavige bragged that he collared the IRS Commissioner Fred Goldberg in the hallway outside his IRS office and threatened to expose him. Private investigators hired by Miscavige had caught Fred in some unethical activity. Miscavige told Fred if he didn’t cooperate, he’d immediately ruin him with full-page ads in USA Today..."  Learn More...					

				

			

		

			
			
				
					
													Extortion of a Federal Official

											"He also bragged to a number of staff who were close to him about how he illegally obtained information which he was able to use to blackmail the IRS official who granted the church tax exemption..."  Learn More...					

				

			

		

	




Torture


		
			
				
					
													Annie Tidman: Imprisoned for 2 Years

											"Annie Broeker Tidman, Hubbard's personal assistant right up to the time of his death, realized that Miscavige was systematically and forcefully taking over the church. She attempted to escape to rejoin her husband but was caught and brought back to California, isolated and kept under guard on a remote property for over 2 years..."  Learn More...					

				

			

		

			
			
				
					
													Sadism in the SP Hall

											"His most infamous sadistic moment was when he told them they were going to play 'musical chairs' and only the last person to get a chair would stay and the rest would vanish without even a chance to say good-bye to friends and family, husbands or wives. The game went on for hours as staff wept bitter tears. This delighted The Cob."  Learn More...					

				

			

		

	




Abuse


		
			
				
					
													Lisa McPherson's Demise

											"Miscavige said he knew what was wrong and proceeded to write three paragraphs on what was to be said to this girl. The staff wondered how The Cob was even qualified to supervise auditing and even if he was, why hadn't he studied the folders first? The girl's name was Lisa McPherson and you know the rest."  Learn More...					

				

			

		

			
			
				
					
													Night of the Living Dead

											"Moments later came a wail of inhuman agony unlike anything I have every heard in my lifetime, before or since. The screams were so incredibly loud. Louder than any sounds I could imagine a human could make. They filled the sky and the valley and my lonely office. 20 or 30 minutes they lasted..."  Learn More...					

				

			

		

	




				

						

					

				
					





				

							

			

			
								
										
								
			
				
					
													ScientologyReviews.com

											

Discover what people really say about all things Scientology


Shocking, unbiased consumer reviews covering every Scientology book, lecture, course, auditing level, organization and program — more than 300 in all. Probe the depths or write your own honest reviews.

Click to see Scientology Reviews
					

				

			

		

	
					

															
								
			
				
					
													The Voice of iScientology

											

An answer to the corrupt monopoly of Scientology


This website is a simple answer to those who tried to monopolize and corporatize spiritual freedom: An open gateway dedicated to helping people move up to higher levels of awareness and ability under their own steam.

Click to visit iScientology.org
					

				

			

		

	
					

															
								
			
				
					
													31 Factors for Scientologists to Consider

											"Scientology has been taken over by a self-appointed dictator, David Miscavige, who has turned the Creed of the Church of Scientology, the Code of a Scientologist, and the Credo of a True Group Member on their heads and instituted the virtual practice of Reverse (Black) Dianetics..."  Learn More...
					

				

			

		

			
			
				
					
													Opinion poll

											

	
			Is David Miscavige a crook?		
	
				
						
						
						
							100% YES						
					
	
						
						
						
							Probably yes						
					
	
						
						
						
							I don't know						
					
	
						
						
						
							Probably not						
					
	
						
						
						
							Absolutely not						
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													Website Links

											iscientology.org
Scientology Reviews
 Free and Able
 The Truth Rundown
Mike Rinder's Blog
  Friends of L. Ron Hubbard
 SaveScientology.com
 RediscoverScientology.com
  Karen de la Carriere
 Spiritual Freedom Zone
 A Guide for the Disillusioned
German Independents
 SuperPower fraud

Free Scientologists Israel
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													Stopping Scientology Working

											"Meet the abusive individual who turned Scientology into a cult, doesn't practice the religion himself, has refused auditing for 19 years, won't even do a course in Scientology. His technical alterations include the destruction of training, the re-definition of instant reads and FNs, violating the "No-Interference Zone" Policy for those on OT VII (with unnecessary sec checks every 6 months) resulting in unworkability. He tore apart international management. Abandoned dissemination programs. Contributed to Lisa McPherson's demise. And the list goes on..." Learn More...
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