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IVy’s aim:
In 1934 the book Scientologie by A. Nordenholz was
published. In the middle of the twentieth century
the subject of Scientology was greatly expanded as a
philosophy and technology by L. Ron Hubbard and
a big band of helpers. This band coalesced into the
Church of Scientology, which eventually became
somewhat secretive, restrictive, expensive and
slightly destructive. From 1982 on many left or
were thrown out of that church but continue to use
and develop the philosophy and technology outside.

It is this large subject that International Viewpoints
deals with, and it is our aim to promote communica-
tion within this field. We are independent of any
group (sect). We represent many viewpoints, some-
times opposing! @]
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gAnother Look at Basics — #21

I HAVE NOT previously discussed af-
finity, because I have been deeply puz-
zled by Hubbard’s treatment of it. He
considers it the weakest corner of the
ARC triangle, and at the same time
seems to equate affinity with beingness
or theta itself.

Affinity as subordinate

“Looking all around now, [ would say
that the weakest corner of the ARC tri-
angle is ’A’-Affinity. This has the least
monitoring effect upon a preclear but is
the most strongly demonstrated'. It is
not a good entering point.? C and R run
out A or re-establish A.” Tech Vol III,
p.139.

Since Hubbard defined Affinity in Scn
Axiom 25 as “a scale of attitudes® which
falls away from the co-existence of static
... down to close proximity but mystery,”
this makes it the weak corner of the tri-
angle and neglects its dynamic quality as
an impetus to action.

Affinity as beingness (theta)

But in Hubbard’s alignment of ARC with
the elements of theta and MEST, he has
the following table,* which equates affin-
ity with theta itself:

1 I assume this is by emotional manifestations

Affinity

by Frank Gordon, USA

Affinity — space — beingness (theta)
Reality — matter — havingness
Communication — energy — doingness

This makes affinity, like theta, a “noth-
ingness” in MEST terms, and therefore
very difficult to process directly. Never-
theless, as an underlying urge to create
what one has an affinity for, it is defi-
nitely a “somethingness.”

Affinity’s early importance

Let’s go back and review the develop-
ment of this concept. Affinity is first
mentioned in Dianetics:MSMH: “.. the
law of affinity, as applicable to psychoso-
matic illness, was more powerful than
fear and antagonism by a very wide mar-
gin ... chronic psychosomatic ills existed
only when they had a sympathy engram
behind them. The law of affinity might
be interpreted as the law of cohesion; af-
finity might be defined as ’love’ in both
its meanings. Deprivation of or absence
of affection could be considered as a vio-
lation of the law of affinity.’

“A pre-clear is only placed in apathy by
ally computations.® ... The law of affinity
has been aberrated into an entrance into

2 Not being a good entering point does not imply unimportance. You begin: “Start of session. Tell me about

your love life.” What would probably happen?

3 attitude: posture, position or bearing as indicating action, feeling or mood. Also, a fixed or habitual

emotional response.

4 I have so far been unable to locate this exact reference, and would appreciate help on this.

Dianetics: The Modern Science of Mental Health by L. Ron Hubbard, published 1981, Bridge Publications,
p.126. The next edition of 1985 omits the appendices on the philosophic and scientific methods. A

mistake. It cuts off important roots.
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