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By their very nature basic principles, every time they are examined, tend to
become more basic. Critical exploration uncovers simple underlying fundamentals. Yet,
in spite of this fact, the tendency of the greater number of people is to complicate a
subject in relaying it. Rarely does one try to advance knowledge by making it simple.
The usual fate of a new postulate is building it up into a complicated hokus-pokus that
would stagger the original creator of the postulate!

Original thinkers of the stature of Newton presented their ideas very simply.
Newton stated that there are three laws of motion: Inertia, interaction and acceleration.
In relaying these laws some struggling scientists feel that if everybody understands it as
well as they, their prestige is thereby lowered. So they strike learned attitudes before
students: “Of course, there may possibly be some of you who can understand this—or
part of it .... During the next four years there may be a possibility that | can instill some
of the pattern into your minds, but of course you can’t be expected to grasp it....” It’s
the same urge that navigators have for declaring navigation too difficult for the average
person. Or a typical college text on elementary physics that starts out with *. . . the
kinesthetic aspects and persistence of masses . . .” and goes on and on for pages and
pages with words that stun the reader. Suddenly it is realized that the presentation is of
the simple law of inertia—the tendency of a body to remain in motion if it is in motion
or to remain still if it is still; a whole chapter to make that law complicated! Many
individuals are upset, evidently, by going “backwards” in a subject toward simplicity,
and insist on going “forwards” toward incomprehensible complexity and confusion.

This reaching back for earlier simplicities is the direction that any seeker after
truth must take. Reaching a simpler fundamental, he takes the props out from under the
thousands of complex, unworkable formulations which previously existed. The
moment earlier simplicity is reached, complex data falls apart and becomes simple.

DIANETICS A NEW SIMPLICITY

When a person has been taught scholastically by authoritarian teaching methods
a mass of facts forced down the student’s throat on threat of failing—he finds himself
confused when a new fundamental appears because he has to re-evaluate everything he
knows about the subject. This may be characteristic of that group of people who
complain that Dianetics is over-simplified. They are in reality complaining that a new
fundamental has been discovered which makes it necessary to re-evaluate and jettison
some thousands of ideas which before would not work properly. It took years for those
individuals to accumulate, memorize and study the ideas, and, just as it is difficult to
coax persons to give up some of their MEST, so it is very trying to be asked to give up
some of their facts and ideas. Robbing a man of money is no more difficult than
robbing a man of such a collection of ideas and facts. A complicated unworkable mass
of doctrine has made the student feel important. He has not tried to resolve
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problems with his new-found knowledge, but has assumed that he knows all that is
necessary to be known about the subject. A new simplicity is an attack upon this self-
assuredness. He will resist. Thusit isthat progressin the field of thought or of physics
or chemistry is met, usually, not with acclaim, but with suspicion. What is acceptable
to men is something within their frame of reference fitting a majority of their facts.
Something which puts new facts into the field and removes old facts is usually
combatted.

Dianeticsis basically epistemol ogy, the study of knowledge. Man’s behavior is
based on knowledge, or lack of it. The very act of trying to study without knowing
what knowledge is is nonsense. We study the human mind because the mind is a
computer for knowledge. A clarity of vision, an ability to absorb, recall and compute
with data is absolutely necessary before the individual can adequately handle
knowledge. Without these abilities, he is powerless against his environment. In order
to assure this ability to use knowledge in the race of man, the computers of individual
men must be brought up to ahigh level of efficiency. The aberrated mind is a problem
of Dianetics because it is an imperfect computer. How can men learn what knowledge
iswhen they are violating the basic principles of data?

SURVIVAL DEPENDENT UPON REASON

The goal of Dianeticsis to spread some knowledge through the societies of men
so that, improbable as it may seem, the species might survive and might even evolve
into something better. So long as individuals have imperfect computers which cannot
even recover the data most arduously impressed into them, the normal course of human
events will, unfortunately, continue. The address of Dianetics to aberration isfor the
purpose of achieving reason in the individual. Any process which helps an individual to
reason and work and live better isavalid process.

The dianetic auditor should evaluate for himself what he istrying to do with his
preclear. He should evaluate all theory in thislight. Dianeticsis not tender and fragile; it
does not have to be approached with the awe and reverence which is demanded in some
fields. In Dianetics all theory and technique should be submitted to this test: Does it
make people more reasonabl e?

EDUCATIONAL APPROACHES

Education can lie along two lines: The first isto give the student data. The
second is to teach the student to reason with the data he has. Much modern education
hardly recognizes the second method—devel oping the ability to reason in the student.
When we ask why a man needs reason, we find that reason is the ability to extrapolate
new data from the existing data. Knowing “all there isto know” about a subject is not
enough. The individual must have the ability to know, as the necessity arises, the
things that are not known by extrapolating them from data. There is a difference
between memorizing and rationalizing. Knowledge is more than data; it is also the
ability to draw conclusions.

The confusion between reason and memory has entered into Dianetics. People
think that if they could just recall everything they had ever read they would be
reasonable. They think that they must have perceptics to be reasonable. But many a
wide-open case in which the individual has the ability to recall practically everything
that has happened to him is extremely unreasonable in behavior. Memory is not reason;
it isadifferent order in the field of epistemology.

SELF-DETERMINISM AND REASON

Reason, the ability to extrapolate, is hand-in-glove with self-determinism. As
soon as an individual feels that he has aright to reason, to extrapolate on data, he will
do so. As hisright to reason isinhibited, his self-determinism is inhibited in direct
ratio. As self-determinism is inhibited, not only does he feel that he has no right to
move where
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he wishes or do what he wishes, but he feels that he cannot use the data he observes.
The rehabilitation of a person’ s self-determinism is the rehabilitation of his ability to
reason. They are aimost the same thing. His ability to move and act at his own
command approximates his ability to reason at his own will on his own data.
Processing is not getting data out of the preclear; it is not assembling hislife for him as
a complete, consecutive play—it is increasing his self-determinism and his right to
reason. A man whose self-determinism has been three-quarters rehabilitated may still
have arthritis which hurts, but the auditor has done a good job. But if the arthritisis
gone and self-determinism is diminished, the auditor has done a bad job.

TYPES OF PROCESSING CASES

There are two ways that an individual can be dominated. First, he can be made
to do things with his physical environment or prevented from doing things with it.
Second, he can be left alone, ignored. One becomes the occluded case, the other the
wide-open case low on the tone scale.

The wide-open case has been invalidated during his lifetime until he feels
worthless as an individual. He has been ignored and has been unable to get the attention
he needs. One such case, at 0.2 on the tone scale, had been more or less deserted as a
child. She was put into the sickroom and seldom attended except to be fed. Nobody
played with her or read to her. Lack of strength or power to improve her position
brought a complete invalidation as a person. She was not interfered with, just
neglected. As an adult her perceptics were excellent, but ARC and reasoning were
shattered.

The occluded case has had self-determinism interrupted by being manhandled
with regard to MEST. He is told to get up, to go to bed, to pick something up, to put
something down, to come in the house, to go outside. He is given shoes but is told
exactly when to wear them and where not to put them and when he must polish them
and how he must not scuff them. He istold that his clothes are his but that he has to
take care of them and not get them dirty. When he receives any MEST, heis controlled
in how to useit. He himself is controlled as MEST. He begins to handle his thoughts
as he handles MEST; they begin to be moved off the time track and shunted here and
there into occluded areas. His ARC may be quite good, but al his datais gone. He has
a hard time in school because the educational system is based on the memorization of
facts, and he had been forced to forget and remember so much that his command of
datais poor. However, he has been forced to learn to reason at the same time, mainly
by having to be shifty-footed! Any time he has entered the vicinity of older people, he
has had to have an explanation for something he has or has not done. Not having much
datato fall back on, and always having the necessity to come up with an answer, he has
learned to extrapolate conclusions from the data in present time. He has learned to
reason on an emergency basis.

Hence the occluded case extrapolates well on practically no data. He has
confidence in his ability to fill in the blanks by reasoning things out. On the other hand,
the wide-open case extrapolates hardly any at al, even though it has nearly al the datait
has ever contacted. This case more or less worries about the correctness of data, and
corrects the words of others because any departure from the known data is very
uncomfortable for him. MEST isunred to this case; heis careless and destructive of it.
The occluded case, on the other hand, will acquire MEST.

These are the two main types of cases for processing. Sometimes one
encounters a mixed type, but rarely. Sometimes one encounters an open case that is
temporarily occluded, but never an occluded case that is temporarily open.

PROCESSING APPROACHES
Which of these casesis easier to rehabilitate? What responses can be expected in

processing? The occluded case will show more benefit in terms of reasoning ability
than the wide-open case. Processing recovers data for him. The more data he gets the
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more actively he starts reasoning. However, thisis not true of the wide-open case.
Here the auditor must realize that he is trying to rehabilitate the preclear’ s reality as
against the occluded case in which he istrying to draw data and perceptics into view.
Perceptics then are no index of the ease with which the auditor can restore reason to the
preclear.

It is an unfortunate thing in this society that women as recently as fifty years
ago were considered chattel, MEST. There seem to be more wide-open cases among
women than men for this reason. Society and the family expect something by routine in
the culture of men. They don’t expect as much of women. Thisis completely unfair.
Many women have awhole lifetime of invalidation. They are given a 1.1 education;
they are dominated so much that their only recourse is often covert hostility. The fact
that they do not uniformly act at this level isasign of their ability to rise above their
education.

Thelittle boy of the family who may be far more delicate than the daughter gets
no sympathy when he is beaten up by the kid next door. He is told to take care of
himself. All the hero tales he reads, from King Arthur to Hopalong Cassidy, tell him to
be a1.5. So we have the battle of the sexes: 1.5 against 1.1 ! Their education on the
average postulates that this condition will exist. An auditor, in processing an
inharmonious married couple, can predict with usual accuracy that this 1.5—1.1
conflict istaking place.

Some girls, on the other hand, are raised well and are found high on the tone
scale; others are mauled around as thoroughly as the boys, and the result is the
occluded case in women.

A test of perceptics should tell; the auditor whether the preclear is stronger on
memory or on reason. He will then know whether to start on ARC processing or on
MEST locks. Since a completely reasonable individual should be able to recall
everything in hislife and reason on it to the fullest extent, in the aberrated person who
can recall everything, the auditor must rehabilitate the right to reason on that datain
order to have a whole being. In the individual who is occluded, the auditor makes
effortsto help bring datainto view.

FUNCTION OF THE MIND

The consolidation of data and the resolving of problems relating to the survival
of an organism, group or species is functionally simple, so simple it has been
overlooked. So long as people failed to compartment function from structure, the
confusion between the two prevented either from being satisfactorily identified.

The mind could be called the command post of an organism. Gradually,
through the ages, it evolved greater and greater structural complexitiesin order to
accomplish afunctional simplicity which itself never changed. This evolution of the
mind has increased the number of ways the mind could do this thing it was trying to
do.

There is no reason to doubt that plankton thinks. Its thinking is not obvious
because the organism cannot easily be observed to react to changes in the environment.
In 1937 over a period of six weeks, certain experiments were made to demonstrate the
thought processes of monocellular organisms. The subjects for the experiment were
some dlightly mobile bacteriain adrop of water. When cigarette smoke was applied to
the drop of water, the bacteria were observed to retreat. This was repeated a few times,
then steam was substituted for the smoke. The same reaction was observed. When the
steam was first used, before any smoke had been applied, the bacteria did not respond
toitinany way. Thisisobvioudy a process of learning—at a microscopic level.

These experiments seemed clearly to support the postulate that the basic unit of
lifewas acell and that as the cell behaved, so the most complex life organism behaved.
That which is the purpose of a monocell is also the purpose of the largest and most
complex organism that exists. This functional definition of thought, with no regard to
size or structure, was maintained and bore fruit. The monocell is trying to survive and
procreate. It must, therefore, approach and stay in the vicinity of pleasure and it must
avoid pain. The two vectors of approaching pleasure and avoiding pain combine into
one vector which isthe survival not only of one cell but of the whole line of monocells
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through many generations. This is no different than the function of any other organism,
no matter how large. The apparent differences are only those of complexity of the same
function. A big organism has evolved so many ways to be mobile and so many ways to
perceive and can combine them so much moreintricately that it is easy to overlook that
the purpose of the monocell and the larger organisms is the same. The growing
complexity of life organisms has been a development of better and better ways of
approaching pleasure and avoiding pain in order to survive. Thisis afundamental
concept. It isavery simple concept.

ATTITUDESTO ENVIRONMENT

It is unfortunate that many schools of thought propagate the theory that the
purpose of life isto adapt and that the person who does not is maladaptive. The
purpose of lifeis not to adapt. An individual or a society which could get such an idea
would be confessing that he or it was defeated by the environment and was propitiating
the environment in the vain hope of not being killed for a little while anyway.
Adjustment to the environment! If man had begun with the idea of adjusting to the
environment he would have had to adjust to sabre-toothed tigers and mastodons; and
that adjustment would have been even more unpleasant and fatal than adjusting to one’s
environment today. There wouldn’t be any men around any more!

If adaption isthe goal of life, what more beautiful life form is there than the
plankton and the algae? They are very well adapted. There is nothing wrong with them.
There is no reason for them to have gone on in any direction except as monocells. They
floated on the surface of the sea and nothing menaced them. The plankton live on
minerals and sunlight. They convert eighty-six percent of the sunlight which strikes
them into energy for their own use. Thisisvery, very efficient—ten times as efficient
as the operation of the human organism. The efficiency of the plankton is so high,
according to the work of a great biologist, that food could be produced by
photosynthesis to support one hundred persons for every one which is supported now
in the world. An acre of algae, raised in a vat, will produce somewhere between two
hundred and five hundred tons of food per year. It can be pitchforked out of the vat
straight into the mouths of cattle. Thisisreally an ideal life form. It is completely
adapted to its environment.

But life does not seem to know that it is supposed to adapt to the environment: it
keeps trying to adapt the environment to itself. Whenever an individual stopstrying to
adapt the environment to himself, heis on the road to an early grave.

The handiest and quickest way to estimate the tone of a preclear is by his
relationship with his environment: Is he adapting it or adapting to it? If heis till trying
to adjust his environment to himself, he will come up the tone scale easily. If not, he
will try in every way possible to succumb, despite the efforts of the auditor. A person
who is merely trying to adjust to his environment is dying. Any species which
thoroughly adjuststo its environment dies.

A monocellular animalcule cannot adjust the environment to itself very well. A
monocell is not very mobile; it cannot swallow up a continent or get to the moon or the
planets—which same might some day be necessary for survival. It becomes, therefore,
very dissatisfied with being a monocell and works its way up to being a sponge. Asa
sponge it discoversthat it is still held down by MEST and cannot control MEST to any
degree s0 it becomes an invertebrate; then it goes up and lies on the beach and becomes
aquadruped and then abird and so on. All thisin the interest of controlling MEST.

THEORY OF NATURAL SELECTION

One must see this continual necessity of the organism to be in advance of the
environment before one can appreciate the value of reason. The organism cannot
discover how the environment is going to evolve test speciesto see if they survive.
Thisis Darwin’s natural selection. But it is only a small part of the process of
evolution.
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There are too many data about the development of various species that just do
not fit into natural selection. In order to put forth the theory of natural selection, all the
data which points to direction and planning in evolution has to be hidden and
disregarded. It has long been known to paleontologists that the horn of the rhinoceros
cannot be accounted for by natural selection. There are many thingsin evolution which
evolved slowly and smoothly for no apparent reason unlessit is admitted that planning
and experimentation was going on as a part of the life process. All of lifeis a process of
thought. Thereis every reason to think that theta, at least, is capable of planning. Man
ison the highest level of reason known, but every life organism is using reason. The
idea that “man thinks but all the rest of the universe just happened” is absurd.

The effort to explain life in terms of organisms adjusting to their environment
leads to hopeless confusion. But when it is assumed that the organism is adjusting the
environment to it, everything falls into place with great ease. In order to survive an
organism must be theta, not MEST. It must be a causative agent. The individual who
can change his environment can reason. If he cannot reason, he cannot change his
environment. The wide-open case low on the tone scale will only be able to change the
environment by destroying it, but he is still trying to change the environment. One way
or another the organism will go on changing the environment until death.

CONTROLLED REASON

The better a man can reason the better he can improve his survival potentiaities
in his own environment. This may seem a rather obvious point to stress, but actually
there is a philosophy which teaches, “Ignorance is strength, war is peace, freedom is
davery.” Knowledge, learning, the ability to think and reason are not dangerous; quite
the contrary. But how does one go about controlling a piece of MEST which is
resisting, which is hitting back? One tries to destroy the means the MEST has of hitting
back. And what do men hit back at men with? Reason. In order to control human
beings as MEST one has to convince them that they have no need to use reason, that
they only have to adjust to their environment. There doesn’t seem to be any way to
convince a human being of this through reason, so it is done with the use of MEST
force. Whenever an individual isfound to be thinking, heis cured of this“bad” habit
by the application of agreater or lesser amount of MEST force.

The essential difference between a piece of MEST and a successful organismis
the ability to reason, the ability to keep the environment under control. A successful
organism cannot be owned, it has to be worked with. Whenever one tries to own a
successful organism, the organism tries to gain control of the owner. The effort to
own, control and motivate an organism as though it were MEST must be attended by a
cancellation of that organism’s ability to reason, because the reason of that organism
has as its sole aim survival through the control of its environment. Most marital trouble
comes from the effort of one of the partners to own, control and motivate the other. The
partner who is being so dominated then retaliates with the use of nullification and covert
hostility.

PROCESSING ASDOMINATION

Any processing which is done on an authoritarian basis is an effort to control
and dominate the preclear. It may succeed in turning off chronic somatics, but it will
inevitably lower the ability of the preclear to reason. Even good co-auditing contains
some lowering of the self-determinism of the preclear. For this reason, the co-auditing
team must be kept clear asagroup at all timesin order to minimize this reduction of
self-determinism. ARC must be maintained at avery high level.

SELF-DETERMINISM EXPLAINED
The word self-determinismitself is misleading. The individual is not just

determining himself. If heisto survive he must determine everything in his
environment as
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much as possible. Pan-determinismis what thetais seeking. Theta evidently feelsthat it
owns the whole physical universe. Human beings spend their lives acquiring and
controlling MEST. For minimal output of energy they want maximal action and control
of MEST. Why do people buy big, flashy inefficient automobiles? They have in these
automobiles thousands of pounds of active metal—roaring monsters of MEST that
respond to the touch of alittle finger. They will work thousands of hours and go
without all sorts of pleasuresin order to acquire one of these expensive-to-operate toys.
If they were really properly adjusted to their environment, they would walk!

Maximal control of MEST for minimal output of energy is the output-input
formula of theta. When theta undertakes to control too much MEST all at one time the
MEST kicks back, and the theta for a short time will have to adjust to the environment.
But thisisasign of failure. Very soon thetawill be back on the offensive.

In processing, the auditor regains for the preclear his freedom of choice in the
physical universe. This freedom of choice allows him to reason.

REACTION OF LIFE TO PAIN PERCEPTICS

Let us consider afictitious monocell and call it the “mono-percept”. It has just
one perceptic. It can perceive light. It has to have light to live and it will diein
darkness. Thisis fictitious as you know, because there is always more than one
perceptic in an organism. If this cell has any ability to move at all, it will go in the
direction of light and it will go away from darkness. Sight in this organism means: light
equals survival, darkness equals non-survival. The basic unit of life lives on light.
Moths and animals and even man al seem to have a turn-toward-the-light mechanism.

Let us consider, secondly, an organism of one cell which has only the perceptic
of smell. With this sense of smell, the organism would be able to detect, let us say,
food and poisonous substances.

Let us consider, thirdly, an organism which has only the perception of sound.
If this organism livesin the sea, there would be two general classifications of sound. In
one quarter would be surf, waves, tumult, noise, danger, non-survival—jagged sound
waves. In another quarter would be quiet. Somewhere in the course of evolution,
organisms developed an impulse to go toward a smooth sound, but in general
organisms go away from noise. Jagged sounds mean surf, rocks, reefs, anger, tumult,
storm, avalanche, boulders. Throughout evolution noise has meant death.

In the field of tactile the smooth, the silky, the velvet has a definite attraction for
the organism. The rough causes a repulsion.

Each of these perceptics hel ps the organism to move toward survival and away
from pain. The ordinary pain is aforce impulse which drives the organism away from
danger. The experiencing of pain is necessary to tell the organism when to avoid non-
survival. The experiencing of pleasure is necessary to tell the organism when to seek
survival. When all these perceptics are combined in one organism, as they normally
are, the organism meets problems which must be reasoned out. For example, the
organism may encounter a situation in which darkness (non-survival) and the smell of
good food (survival) liein the same direction. Thisis a conflict. Darkness means “no.”
Good food means “yes.” Now these two answers must be compared to athird factor: Is
the organism so hungry that it will dieif it does not eat? If not, the organism can go
further in search of food. Thisisthe weight factor of basic reason. Thereis ayea-nay
decision on every datum, according to the weight that datum has. When the data are so
equally weighed that no decision is possible, the organism becomes anxious and
uncomfortable until a new datum is found which throws the balance one way or
another. Each perceptic which comes to the organism, whether light, sound, smell or
temperature, has weight on either the yes side or the no side. Thisis all added up very
quickly, and the reaction appears amost immediately in movement toward survival or
away from non-survival. This process is reason. No matter how complex the reasoning
becomes, it is still this same process. The greatest problems of the world, on an
international level, still resolve on the basis of “How light isit? How dark isit? How
loud is the noise? How good does the food smell? How long have | gone without food?
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How cold is the water?’ The answers to these questions come up in terms of
action: yes or no, approach or retreat.

OPERATION OF THE MIND

There is a system of algebra called Boolean algebra used for setting up
telephone switchboards. It is organized on the basis that to every question there can be
ayesor ano answer. The operation of the mind can be demonstrated to be very much
like Boolean algebra. If one asks every question that he must ask of the universe so that
it can be answered with ayes or ano, he gets answers rapidly because this seemsto be
the basic operation of the mind. The most complicated problems can be worked out
with Boolean algebra; pages and pages are required, but it can be done. The mind,
however, has no problem about lack of space and equipment. Every computation in the
mind is probably being run three or four times simultaneously. Nature isvery lavish. A
man building a machine tries to get the most function for the smallest amount of
construction. Nature, on the other hand, if the job requires one piece of equipment will
use five or five hundred or, in some cases, millions.

INTERRUPTION OF SELF-DETERMINISM

What is the efficient way then of destroying the ability of an organism to
reason? It is to prevent these yes or no answers from being arrived at. It isto prohibit
an individual from reaching his own conclusions from his own data. It isto inhibit him
from acting upon his own data and to cause him to act upon datawhich is forced upon
him. Thisis the most fundamental level of aberration: “If the food smells good, go
away fromit!” Thisisdirectly against the survival intention of the organism. This must
be enforced with pain. When the organism attempts to run a series of computations on
its own data, if this arbitrary datum isintroduced, confusion and indecision result.
When an organism is in this confused condition, another organism, or piece of theta,
can take control of and direct this organism for its own ends. The less self-determined
the organism is, the more it becomes MEST, and the more it can be controlled by other
organisms in itsvicinity. The less theta is clear, smooth and reasonable in this
organism, the more easily it can be possessed by clear, smooth theta.

In training a dog, a man extends his own theta over the dog, and the dog
becomes merely an extension of the man. The dog accepts his subordinate and
dependent position, his dog’s life. A cat or a human being will not accept such a
position. A cat is an independent hunter and must make his own decisions. If achildis
trained in such away that much of his self-determinism isinterrupted, he will not be a
successful human being. He will not even be acceptable to the people who were so
careful to train him into this apathy. Human beings cannot be trained successfully like
dogs, no matter how many parents and other authoritarians there are in the world who
think they can be or should be. A human being who is trained in an authoritarian
manner will either die or retaliate. The trainer will have either a case of complete apathy
to deal with or an angry rebel or, worse yet, a covertly hostile rebel. Human beings
have to be reached with reason.

To aberrate an organism it is only necessary, then, to interrupt the reasoning
process of this organism and force an arbitrary conclusion on the organism. This
organism is then owned and must be moved and motivated by its owner if it isto
survive. If it is not so moved and motivated, once its ability to reason is interrupted, it
will not survive. A parent who trains his child this way is training his child not to
survive.

In society every organism sees the whole world, including other organisms, as
MEST. Organism A tries to control organism B. Organism B resentsthisand tries, in
turn, to control organism A. Back and forth the conflict rages. Thisisthe tumult which
is called modern living.

IMAGINATIVE QUALITY OF MIND

Eventually in the devel opment of thinking organisms, a point is reached where
the organism begins to record the conclusions it makes for use at a later time. The mind
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becomes very clever. It does not have to reason out every problem each time oneis
met. The mind merely calls up the conclusion which was previously reached about this
particular problem. The organism begins then to take care of the future by imagining
what is going to happen so asto be ready for it. The organism tries to foresee, through
imagination, al the possible problems that will be met and to reach conclusions about
all these imaginary problems so that split-second action can take place when the actual
problem is met. Thisisimagination in its simplest form. Asit develops, it becomes
more and more creative until finally it becomes the imagination of the greatest artist and
thinker. But imagination is, basically, postulating future problems in order to solve
them now, and organisms do not long survive without this ability.

INTERRUPTED MOTOR ACTION

Whenever the motor impulses of an organism are not directly connected to these
yea-nay decisions on perceptic data, whenever the conclusion of another organismis
substituted for these, aberration results. Reactions become slower. The individual
thinks of walking but doesn’t walk. He misuses the MEST around him. Thisisthe
entire scope of aberration: interruption between perception and motor impulse.
Perception can be interrupted in various ways, but the most effective way is by
interruption of the individual’s use of MEST: matter, energy, space and time. If heis
prevented from going where he wants to go and doing what he wants to do, touching
what he wants to touch and seeing what he wants to see, and if heisforced to go where
he does not want to go and do what he does not want to do, to touch what he does not
want to touch and to see what he does not want to see, he will become confused and he
will be controllable.

Anindividual loses his ability to handle and control MEST in direct ratio to the
amount of interruption there is between perception and motor impulse. An individual
who wrecks an automobile does so because he fails to make a decision on the
perceptics which he has. He is receiving enough perceptics to make it possible for him
to avoid the crash, but he does not make any motor action on these perceptics. Almost
every accident requires such a state of confusion in the drivers of both machines. If
there were perfect perception and motor action on either side, both would escape.

In processing preclears, an auditor discovers much about such circumstances.
The auditor who runs an automobile accident out of a preclear will find, when the time
factor has been stretched out, that a state of paralysis and inaction took place in the
preclear just before the accident. One preclear in processing was discovered to have an
inevitable impulse when he saw an accident approaching to continue and make it the
most destructive accident possible. All thiswould take place in a split second, entirely
unknown to the individual. Arbitrary data was being entered in from somewhere
between the perception and the motor action of thisindividual. That is aberration.

So the survival of man depends basically upon his ability to reason. Man must
be able to use his knowledge in order to survive; his best weapon is knowledge. Any
new discovery or simplification isvalid and useful directly inratio to its enlargement of
the individual’s ability to reason with the knowledge he has. This rehabilitates the
person’s self-determinism. If Dianetics and the auditor save the preclear’ s self-
determinism, they save al. They are giving the individual back to himself.
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