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: g_\uditg.r: Lﬁi L PC - kaerimental case. m'érvoua. restless; heaw somatica.

. 1 started- segsion by attempting .tg_-dl,ear & pPet. problem, First he had to clear the
command. The pc, very restless, defined a problem as "Something that can't be golved.®
"You can keep trying but of course you can't solve it;

1 tried in vain %o get pe to as—ia that computation. f[t'vou;l'd nbﬁ chénge. .

I was faced by this: One cannot audit successfully up against a p.t. problem, If
one tries to do so wi.thout clea.ring the problem the whole case hands fire. W
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A pc vhose definition of & problea
is Ysomething that can't bé solved" end who yet has a p.t. problem could not de auvdited
successfully unless the computation altered.

“Trying What is a:problem?™ as e repetitive question for half an hour only made the
pc nervous, restless and tearful. Obviously.the consideration would not change.: There-
fore. obviously, the consideration was mis-owned. It was a valence, another person the
pe.was being with complete. tenacity and total error. Process abandonsed. Decided to strip
the valenca off., - L

A discussion of what was a valence finally bore fruit. FPC understood term as mean~
ing a mental package. of ideas and considerations really belonging to another person and
unknowingly borrowed by pc.

Started in to run a process to at once give greater reality on valences and to hit
at the computation.

If pe would fight help so hard then the walence had four considerationa that were
known to me. (1) It couldn't be assistoed; (2) It considered a problem as "something that
could not be solved®; (3) It was steeped in defeatism; and (4) The pc thought of the
valence as self.

Just to ease into valences I ran a process as follows "Can you get an idea of some~-
body that cannot be helped?" PC could. "Describe the person." PC did, thus getting a
detached idea of a personality in the mind. "Now what would you say that person's defin-
ition of a problem would be?®

The first dozen people so imagined all had definitions of problems identical with
pc's own. But then there began to be a change in the definition.

Possibly this process would have gotten further but pc was looking drighter and a
flat place was reached and I was really trying to clear by valences.

Therefore I bridged, started in on valences directly. I called the valence in which
pc was stuck "that valence" (pc thought of it as self). I used the repetitive command
"Tell me how you could waste that valence®. Now and then I asked where it was. PC didn't
know sometimes, sometimes did. (At first it was just back of pcs eyes and was pc's
“thinkingnsss",)

Terridble comatics cut in after fifteen minutes, all chronic with pc.
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I went right on with process for some time (over one hour) when pc suddenly began
to cognite on problems. The" somatics had ceased entirely fifteen minutes before.

As a process cen be left-when (a) an ability is regained, or (b) three responses are
given with equal comm lag or (¢) pc truly cognites in line with process, I could then
leave 1t and bridge.

I bridged over to "What part of that valence ocould you be responsidble fort" for
twelve minutes to round process off and keep pc from msking "that valence" an enemy if
any bit of it remained and to get check out somatics. PC felt very dased for a moment
or two (typical of a separating somatic) but came out of it very bright. Process flat.

Bridged into earlier commands for a few commands each to flatten them and bridged
out to begin clearing of session.

PC could not now consider any of the five initial probdlems listed as problems now..
they all sesmed simple and routine parts of 1life,

Ended session,

Pime of auditing 2 1/2 hrs approximately 1ncluding one short break,

Goal of session was to clear up problems on the subaect of problems. Goal was
attained. :

Added bonuses - Loss of main thinkingness circult, loss of chronic somatic and
service facsimile,  increase of potential, new zest to continue on to clear,

PC heretofore desiring little auditing, hard to control in session, reactive toward
help offered by others. All changed.

L, Ron Hubbard
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