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PTPS OVERTS AND ARC BREAKS

Just to remind you, other auditing is not possible In the presence of
Present Time Probiems and Overts. No auditing is possible in the presence
of an ARC break.

These are data Ilke “Acknowledge the pc",.”an.audlforile_one who |istens"
etc. These belong in the ABCs of Scientology. ‘

PRESENT TnME,PRoéLEMS | o s

When a pc has a PTP and you don't handle it, you get rio gaih., Theré
wil4 be no rise on a personality test graph. There will, be Tittle If any
TA action. There witl be no gain in the session. The pc will not make his
session goals, Ete. Etc. So you don't audit pcs who have PTPs on anyfhtng
but the PTPs the pc has. : .

And you don't audit PTPs s&emly and forever. Thera are numerous ways
ot handling PTPs. One of them is "what communication have you left incomplete
about that problem?" A few answers and poofl. no PTP. Another is "What dossn't
(that person or thing pc Is having PTP with) know about you?® Other versions
of overts and witholds can be used. These are all fast. PTP handling methods
and they get rid of the PTP and you can &udit what you started to audit.

The mark of a ruddy amateur in auditing is somsbody who can always do
succoessful assists but can't do a real session. The secret Is: in an assist
you arc handling the PTP, aren't you? So you never audi+ over the top of
(in the presence of) a PTP! -

Another clrcumstance Is "can't get down fo rcal auditing because the pc
always has so many PTPs". This Is only a confession that one can't handle a
PTP and then get on with the session. One fumbles with the PTPS so badly as
an auditor one never realtly handlos the pc'c PTPS so of course one never gefs
on with the job at hand - auditing the pc. ,

The pro, in a real session, just handfes the PTPs quickly, gefs the pe¢
into session and gets on with whafever should be run.

OVERTS - t

Over?s are tho other’ prtnc!pal ‘sourco of gofflng no gatn.

. Here we really can tell the goony birds from +he eagles professionally. ’

No pro would *hink of audlflng a pc on other processes in the presence
of overts.

I. The Pro would recognize by the pcs natter, or lack of previous gain,
that the pc had overts.

2. The Pro would know that ‘1f he tried o do something else besides pull
these overts, that the pc would eventually get critical of the auditor; and

: "3. The Pro wouldn't (a) fall to pull The real overts or (b) RRC Break the
pc In getting the overts off.

I'f one gets "reasonable™ about the pc's condition and starts agreeing
with the motivators ("look at alf the bad things they did to me"), thus ‘ignoring
the overts, that's the end of gains for that pc with that audtfor.

If one ls clumsy In recognizing overts, if one fails to get the pc to
to give them up, If one falls to properly acknowledge the overt when given, or
I1f one demands overts that aren't there, overt pulling becomes a howling mess.
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Because, then, getting the pc overts off s a tricky business auditors
sometimes become shy of Golng it. And fail as aud!fors.

Sometimes pc's who have big overts bocomc highly critical of the auditor
and get in a lot of snide comments ‘ctovt the auditor. 1f the overt causling It
s not pulied the pc will get ro gains and may even get ARC broken. 1 the
auditor doesn't reaiize that such natter aiways t~4tzztes 3 real overt, when
pcs do it, eventua!iy ovar dhs ,sars L| makes an auditor shy of audl?lng.

Auditors vuy “eritica, thoughis" the pc has had' as real overts,
whereas @ criticai thought is a symptom of an overt, not The overt itself.
Under these criiical +h0ugh.s 2 real overT {ies undetected. :

. - Also, | love these pcs who 'have to get off a withold about you, Last
nlgh+ Jim sald you were awful.....  An experienced auditor closes the. right
eye slightly, cocks his head a‘blt 1o “the left and says, "What have. yog been
doing to me | haven't known about?" "1 thought....." begins the pc. The
question Is", says the old. prd,_ﬁuba* ‘have you bwen doing to me that | don't
know about. The word is doing." And off comes the overt like "lI've been
getting audited by Bessy §qu!rrel befween sessions In +he Coffee Shop."

Well, somc audl+ors are’ so“reaSonab&e" they never really learn fhe.er,

ban‘sm and go on ge?flng -ériticized and getting no gains .on. pcs and all
That. 1 once heard an audltor:say "Of course he was. critical of . me. What
he said was true, 1'd been doing a terrible job." The moral of this. ‘story..
is contained in the fact that this auditor's pc dled. A rare thing but a true
. ope. The pc had teFtible overts on ‘Sciémtdtogy and the auditor, vet. this
 suditor was so "reascnabla" Thosae overts wera nevers Gleaned ups And, that was
the end of fhose audifrhg sesslohs. SRRV e

1H's almost never thet drasflc, buf lf an audttor won'f pull overfs,,
well auditing gats -+ eFty unpleasant and pretty pointiess. too.. . O

. ack of grasp of-the overt-motivator sequence.. (when,sompbody has
~commiited an overt,. he or she has to claim the. existence of ‘motivators - the
Ded--Dade:: version of ‘Dianetics - or simply whan one has a mo?fvafor he Is

liabie 1> hang himself by commi?fing an overt) pufs an auditor at a very bad
dlsadvan age. Howling pcs and no pc wins,

You can't audlf an ARC Break in fac? yc@;mus?_ngverfﬁudffffn the ére-

sence of one. = ' o P
Auditing bedow Level {1} the besf fhlng ‘to do.is find.an gudl?or who

can do ARC Break assessmenfs. g _ - .

DA LTOR

At Level 111 and above, do an ARC Break Assessment on the pc. An ARC
Break Assessment consists of readitig an ARC Break |ist appropriate to the

activity to the pc on a:meter and doling nothing but locate and then indicate
fhe charges found by feillng the pc what reglsgered on the needle.

Thaf lsn'+ audlfing because it doesn'? use the audlf!ng comm “eycle.
You don't ack what the pc says, you don't ask the pc what it is. You don't
comm: You assess the , bist between you and the meter, same, as no pe, There‘
Then you find what reads and you tell the pc. And thatis a\1 o

A by—passed charge .assessment is auditing because you, clean every tick
of the needie on the list being assessed. "“The pc is acked, the pc ‘is per-,
mitted fc itsa and give his opinions., But you never do a gl_passed charge
- asgessment on.an ARC pc. You dq an ARC Break Assessmenf as per Thn paragraph
~@bove This.one: + C e . .

CFT

“Thdse two different activities unfortunately have the word "assessmenf"
!n common and they use the same 1ist. Therefore some sfuden*s confuse fhem.
To do so Is sudden death.

- You.can really clobber a pc by.doing .a-by-passed charge assessment on
an ARC Broken pc.:..And also- you.can ARC.Break a pc by doing an. ARC Break
Assessment eh:a pe who-Isn't (of has ceased to be) ARC. Broken, B -

So unless you have these-tyo separate and different actions - the ARC
,Break Assessment and the by-passed.charge asse:snen? - clearly unders*ood and
-can do both of them well.and never gef too. rattied to know which One fo use,
you can get into plenty of trouble as an suditor,
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Only auditing over the top of an ARC Break can riduce a graph, hang
the pc up in sessions or worsen his case. So its the next to the most serious
blundor that an auditor can make. (Th: must scricus wrrofr is to deny assistance
either by not trying to get the pc into scssion or not using Sciuntology at all.)

Auditing an ARC Broken pc and never realizing 1+ can lead to very serlous
trouble for the auditor and will worsen the pcs case - the only thing that will.

SUMMARY

It Is clementary auditing knowledge that no gains occur in the presence
of PTPs or overts and that cases worsen when audited over the top of an ARC
Break.,

There aren't "lots more conditions that can exist'. Given an auditing
session there are only these three barricrs to auditing.

When you do Clay Table auditing or any other kind of auditing the rules
atl still apply. A change of process or routine doesn't change the rules.

In doing Clay Table auditing off a meter one still handles the elements
of a session. One puts the pc on the meter o start off and chocks for PTPs
overts, witholds even ARC Broaks, handles them quickly and then goes into the
body of thc secssion. Much the samc as the oldost model session rudiments.

Onc docsn't usc Mid Ruds or buttons to got started. One just knows the things
that mustn't be there (FTPs, overts, ARC Breaks) and checks for them, handles
if found and goes on with the main scssion activity. If a PTP or an ovcrt or
an ARC Bruak shows up one handles them, putting the pc back on the meter if
nocessary. Whcn they are handled, the pc is put back into the main activity
of tho session.

1t's true of any auditing that gots done. 1t isn't likely to alter
and actually no new data is Ilkely to be found that controverts any of this.
The phcnomena will still be the same phenomena as long as there are pcs.
Ways of handling may change but not these basic principles.

They're with the auditor in every session ever to be run. So one might
as well stay alert to them and be ccntinuously oxpert in handling them.

They arc the only big recfs on which an auditing session can go up high
and dry, so their existence, causes and cures are of the greatest possible
importance to the skilled auditor.
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