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-1 Sclentology nttcmp.s to buﬂd a’ ob ectives in

..'no.,d government. They are a
foothold In the community by
‘v.h‘ch to got eveatually to
.i Gungho - Group-ilz - going ' te b atirck .20d’
Minfiuence what the esnwum
‘thinks about Sclentology. "
"? These - were - the . ¢pening /
.remarks made by a f{former. B
Scxentmogist called Ron McCann |
iia a talk given to: Calgary,,
x,Sc!mto’ogisL,onAugust 23, 1969, 3
_J’ncCam., ~ 0TI, was : later] .
4 c'pex.m ("o-r the church’ w.hc.‘_:(! :
"‘ h"‘ L:S\a;cd “Q buaé & m(uuq -, B
““for the ccurses be tad paid for,”
.. Hie confidential talk, however, : kA

’ "2&“‘1 121 Ins

‘gcommunity .» invoivement,:

- Recentiy, the Caigary missiéa’ ;i

sine 2 camoum o ing fiemed the
L] '_ h
:church is engaged in a survey to! j electroshoc

.-; and community greups can hel 1pe
: reguce crime In their arcas.. iiy
"* The Calgary centre  also

calims credit for having estab-

on Human Rights”,

Mchnns talk, <3 g A f\"
. The “Cltlzens Comm!ssiori on:!

: Human Rights” 'Ia parucular
could be regarded as an apt”
delegation for Sclentology. -

“freedom ' 10
* violate

»mental health systent, ' “x:lcr\a

" while no one could deery tliele'?,

N AL -vnt!(

olo ;;{y:‘:;’.”;%f ar

. .lo-x mark remairs as o the /-
. prupose of such veatures. Why :
.. does the church {hroughout the ..'

Sgovern, Wnat is don? in t..e ,gno:-ld govto ‘such lengins to 5

Jnj ) 3 -*’xm h and dsychiatrie
-t lions in generai?

“A fot of churches have very -
‘worthy programs like mission.
ary work among the poor of -
other countries.  We feel there .y ,foothoid in the communlty and -
are many abuses withia our OWTt - .., thcn to eventua!ly govern.
* commuaities and contrr," said
3 Locat ocxcnto-og:st -t

- pecpie 'wio shouldn’t be there,
They have become a dumping |
,.ouuhhg Sclnetology policics 01 5 grour:i‘é'or the pocr, the cld, the |
",retar and ihose with drux ,
i remains . pa:t (&g, parcel & °7<~e and slcohoi problems. We'd like othe last questlon.
cure‘lt church thinkizg. /7 YRS {0 se¢ amendments made where
péopie couid not be incarcerated .,
rcx.ov.ed the exampie ol othex: ‘g-aSul'let their wiil or the Opnion'
Scneto:c,,, branches dy launci-:3; of two psychiatrists. "+

Satreatmenti ‘We'd Iike - to see
i-establish how best individuals %% mental. hospital patients glven’ “
¢ 4‘3 the basie human and clvil rights . t‘
i kiven {0, others,” said ‘&n 0% °
41 viously gincere Jocal member.

lished a_“Cltizens Commisslon, :, enm rsc"f‘cgé"’:“;g{hgn;a;"ol"ulgn 4 _tenlers as SPs (Suppressive

- Both follow policles ouﬁlned oy e The &7 PS’CM“TM
psychologist * are portrnyed As ’F “suce them with all the wrath of £;

gs ;agenw ¢f frultless. government tia woman écorned. should they .
*Attempis {0’ control. and-deny . openly speak of their Invol- "

their rights,”
Through It they can help “ex- J; McCann In his talk, ., 7
pose” any abuses within thé'w i x eSclentology's image Is.that ;% 13: "All mea have Inallenable
.‘of the.people .who Are
“tology's favorlte subjcel, 4 but:: Lhup ke lleld e, menial
_and slfectively hnndunp menta "

S —

g@t “world' gove

.“: hl?oMﬁbﬂc..Cﬂdn oh°‘1;: ' ’ “ ) |

R i L H ub’b‘ard We Il ma ke a newisociet y
7 sad  faters  ele Y e RO

,?(.:dl pns “..5',.: 2_,, . ‘\ 1 E](‘ ,. iy f Co _
[ty e 501 skip® approvalifor iaiot of wogs’

upon the opinlons of others”,

- Docs the pellcy of *falr

game”, whereby an SP may be
. "deprived of property or Injured
.. by any means by an Scicn-

‘hR ﬁeld, a'ques- i hcnl(h 01 thc phnc‘ "' smd
" Hubbard.

Why? ,

‘Is it because of the profes-

w.slon’s rejections ¢f Hubbard's

*@iseradit-v mental ¢ {echnlques? Is il because Scien-  toioglst without any discipiine of
organizac ¢ tology bellave; 15 mathods are ' the Scleatologist. May be
R RN " mare advanced and effcctive a3 tricked, sued or lied to or

destroyed’, allgn to this creed?
Cr the policy of suelng critics for
$100,000 it possibie ruin him
utterly”. Where exactly does
'th!s fit Into the Scientology creed
on human and clvil rights?

. What of those who have jolned
thc church in their seacch for

“they would claim? Or Is it, as
" McCann suggested, part of the
; ,overall campalign to establish a

0% jt sounds almost dlzarre’ “bui ! ‘J;
P > n.,thcn again there are so many’ -
siitutions v fuil of- | . bizarre 2specis te the church-
. and its claims to super powers - sclt-fulmlmcnt, adopted Scien-
" that ecnly the ignorant or less , tology's therapeutic practices
() concﬁrning could dismiss totally ; and have subscquenlly broken
-the link? Is it as some would
. clalm a major organization o -,
unqualmcd persons In the prac-
tice - of dargercus {echnlques
masqucradmg as ~ mental
* therapy.

Has the Church of Sclentology
; cnpitalized on its claimed mon-
" opaly of spliritual. or - “total -
- freedom” 'or the sake of money, R
‘power or both? | - »

Does “The. Commodore as
Hubbard ltkes to be known as he
. mm from port to port ahoard the

_“Sea- orgs” (vessels) that are
tregistered as management and.
{ralning companles, have vlslons .
.ol world power? R

It sounds Uke the sort of plot :
Hubbart himsell cculd have
- written In one of his earlier
. gclence liction, novels. A plot
! wrotten for himsel(? Is Hubbard,
vith "his’ elalma -of " spirltual’
. travelling,

-..‘.

‘Uit What .church - asks i its .
l" members {0 “confess”. to past -

I ‘deeds or crimes and then tells J
41 them: "“While we cannot guaran-
%' tee you -that- the- matters
it pevealed in this check will. be
lobotomy <4:neid forever secret, we can
promise you falthfully that no \
.part of It nor any answer you .
=" make here will be given to the
pollce oc state’'? :

. What church brands\dls-

to see the end ot
and ..

‘ % Persons) or PTSs (Potential
and: 9 ;Trouble Sources) and then pur-- ;.

the . public - and -+ vement or disllluslonments with
sald-- - sclentology practices?

Parct of the creed of the church

‘. tights .18 think frecly, to talk -
B freely, 1o write fréely” thelr dwd ©
cp.ntox:s aad to counter or wrlte '+ laterplanetary

c)canlng
héalln

" own’

" +ing and complicated

ermment|

heavenly vislts, and knnxlcdgﬂ
of everlasting life, genlus or

crank? .
In his beok "In the Mama of
U'lcnca" Martin  dardnery

defines four characleristics ol).
the common crank or p*f:.dﬂn-

clentlats as: (1) Tha parsan who |,
conslders himsell a gealus ycars t
ahead of kis time. (2) The persoa -
who conslders his colleagies and
fellow researchers Ignarant!

* blockheads largely because they i)

fail to recognlze his gonlus. (3)
Somcone who 3 parana{d and.-
feels he Is the victim of a vast .
conspiracy designed to suppress
his brillant work. (4) The person -
who delights In focusing his.:;

*attacks on sclentists and theiri;

estabilshed theories. .

" “The crank also §nvents his*
terminology; a jabber-:
wocky understoed only by him .
and his closest allies. So, we find :
the lUterature filled with conlus—-«
terms’ ‘

“ .which are merely displays of 1'

pscudoerudition, or what,-j
psychlatrists call ncologisms,”. "
he adds. B

Deoes Huhbard, or his theories

"as taught through the church, [it

Gardner’'s description of thel
psuedosclentist or crank? i

. These are questions which’ -
only the Individual and on a long_
term basis time, can answer. .,

Mecantime, it might do no
harm to reflect on a quote taken,
from one ct Hubbard's podtk:ali
letters on the subject of thase .
who dishelleve or oppoce Sclen'
tology thinking:

Do they think a society In !
this shape will approve Scien- .
tology into power? Hell ro. And
to hell with this seclely. We're I

making a pew one, so lot's sklr.li

\

- the nppraml button for a lot ¢f

wogs'. ’
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