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The Boss’s Withholds Are
Revealed in a “Wog Court”

The Church side (representing Hubbard) was confident they would
win the Armstrong trial.

In their view, the biographical documents clearly belonged to L.
Ron Hubbard. Mary Sue Hubbard (newly out of prison, on parole)
had clear claims as custodian. She claimed that her personal letters
being viewed by the lil-ces of Flynn was tantamount to “mental rape."

The documents were now in the custody of the Los Angeles Supe-
rior Court.

The Church pushed for a speedy trial, without doubt at the insis-
tence of Hubbard, who was secretly living a couple of hours by car
from the courthouse, near San Luis Obispo.

Any legal maneuvers, at any cost, were being used to ensure those
documents were speedily returned "to their proper owner."

While the legal bureau fought hard for the return of "L. Ron Hub-
bard's” documents, Church P.R.-would later make claims that l<ey_
documents involved were really “forgeries” planted by Government
covert agencies.

##1##

Iune of 1984 the trial began. C
Gerry Armstrong was on the stand for a couple of weeks, and the

trial lasted a total of almost ten weeks. There were star witnesses
brought on by Flynn who had known Hubbard and his finances inti-
mately; and the Church brought on Mary Sue and even an old sea
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The Boss's Withholds Revealed 239

captain called Thomas Moulton, who had served under Hubbard dur-
ing World War II in the Northeast Pacific.

I was fascinated by the proceedings and disclosures on the day
when I first attended, and after that I took off almost everyday from
my other pursuits and drove the 50 miles to L.A. to attend. -

The opening arguments were presented for the Church and Mary ‘
Sue Hubbard, by Mr. Litt:

_ GHURCITS OPENING ARGUMENT (excerpts):
This case is, in essence, a very simple case. . . .
Mr. Armstrong in I980, january or February of I980, petitioned

within the church that he be appointed as an archivist to gather up ma-
terials that had been found in a building on church property in a place
out in the desert called Cilman Hot-Springs; it turned out to be a great
deal of old material of the Hubbards which had been gathered. . . .

Now the issue, therefore, is whether or not these private materials
can be used by the defendant and introduced into evidence.

They want these documents spread on the public record for use
elsewhere. That is the intended objective.

It is a desire to intrude into these private materials so that they can
be used in the public arena in various ways, as part ofwhat is in reality
a very intense litigation battle and public battle that exists throughout
the country in which Mr. Flynn is involved with the Church. . . .

The documents themselves are private and are entitled to the pri-
vacy protections of the United States Constitution. . . .

ARMSTRONG3 OPENING ARGUMENT (by Flynn):
It was Armstrong's decision what to shred. He decided that it [the

box presented to him by Brenda Black] shouldn't be shredded on an
initial cursory examination of the box, and entrusted it to Laurel
Sullivan.

Subsequently, after a lot of other documents in the identical location
were shredded, Armstrong began to look through the box of docu-
ments and he found documents which he thought had, quote unquote,
historical significance, and he wrote a petition to Hubbard asking for
permission to collect more materials to complete the biography project
which had actually started in I973; and the evidence will be that
Laurel Sullivan and others actually began this biography project. But
at various times it got derailed because the authors, one being a fellow
named Peter Thompkins, wouldn't write what Hubbard wanted him to
write.

So eventually we come up to I980. Armstrong writes to Hubbard.
Hubbard approves it.
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THE ADVENTURES OF THE COMMODORE

Now, there is a key fact here and that is that Hubbard is in the proc-
ess offieeing because his wife has just been convicted ofa felony, [for]
obstruction of justice for stealing documents.

There is a pending grand jury in New York for the frame-up of a
journalist named Paulette Cooper, and there is evidence which was
then coming in before the grand jury relative to Hubbard's involve-
ment in that frame-up.

So Hubbard flees. Subsequently he is determined to be concealing
himself as a fugitive, and a federal court in Tampa so found.

What happened is, because Mary Sue was on her way to jail, be-
cause L. Ron Hubbard was fleeing, the control mechanisms within the
organization over the documents deteriorated, and no one really knew
(and to this day, no one knows, other than Gerald Armstrong) really
what is in those documents (Because he is the one—-other than Omar
Garrison--who has analyzed them for years).

So, even Hubbard himself did not precisely know what was in the
documents.

Now, Armstrong begins to go through them. He gets the approval
from Hubbard. . . . '

Over a period of a year and a half Armstrong collects all these docu-
ments, turning them over to Garrison and Garrison begins to analyze
them to write the book, and starts writing the book.

Well, Garrison . . . realizes that the representations that were made
by L. Ron Hubbard right from his birth, right up to present . . . are
fa1se....

So Garrison realizes that he can't write what Hubbard wants him to
write. In fact, ifhe follows any journalistic ethics, he's got to write just
precisely the opposite. . . .

Garrison rightfully, pursuant to the contract, has the documents.
Armstrong has no documents at this point. He's turned them over to

Garrison. For the next five to six months he works intermittently with
Garrison on the biography project because they are now going to write
their own, and he also works for a law firm part-time, subsequently full
time.

Thereafter the Church begins to harass Mr. Armstrong. . . . They
do a number of things. For one thing they make him an enemy . . .
and subject him to the Fair Game Doctrine.

. They steal photographs from him. They are his own private materi-
als which he actually received from a third party. . . .

They steal other materials from him, which had nothing to do with
the collection of documents when he was working for Hubbard. . . .

At the same time, in light of a lot of harassive acts, he's got very
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The Boss's Withholds Revealed 241

paranoid. He's seen what the Church ofScientology, over the last dec-
ade, has done to other people.

He knows what they have done in the criminal cases and he is fearful
. . . that they are going to kill him.

He then goes back to Garrison and tells Garrison what is happening,
and Garrison then gives him the documents . . . to defend himself.

So he goes to a lawyer; namely me, and the reason he came to-me is
because he thought that there were very few lawyers in the United
States who were willing to litigate against the organization because of
what they do. . . .

Garrison, for the next year thereafter, continues to prepare the bi-
ography and, in fact, comes up with a publisher. Approximately one
month after Mr. Garrison comes up with a publisher for the true biog-
raphy of L. Ron Hubbard, he is approached by the Church ofScientol-
ogy, attorneys for Mr. Hubbard, and they basically make a deal with
Mr. Garrison. He will give them back every document he has. He will
not disseminate the information. He will give them back the manu-
script that he has done based upon the documents, and he will be paid
some, I understand, $240,000, or something in that range . . . in the
summer of 1983. . . .

There has been no conversion by Mr. Armstrong because he re-
ceived the documents rightfully from Mr. Garrison . .

Iifil

Regarding his examination of Mary Sue Hubbard, Michael Flynn
told me he had mixed feelings about her. She had, after all, been
made a scapegoat for Hubbard's crimes. On the other hand, she had
done what she had done, and she did appear completely unrepentant.

In his examination of her, he did not appear to pull any punches.
During one exchange regarding Guardian's Order 121669, (cov-

ered in Chapter ll) where Mary Sue states: ~
. . make full use of all files of the organization to affect your ma-

jor target [prevent infiltration]. These include personnel files, Ethics
files, Dead files, central files, training files, processingfiles (emphasis
added), and requests for refunds." A

The office headed by her, the G.O., had files that contained a great
deal of information taken from "processing files"—also known as “pre-
clear or "auditing" files:

Q (by Flynn). Let me show you a document dated 27 September,
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242 THE ADVENTURES or THE COMMODORE

1978, Info re.__._._[a woman's name omitted in respect of her right
to privacy]. '

___._. 's auditing files start with july, 1963. It goes on to state who
she has been promiscuous with,’ and masturbating with coffee grounds,
that type of thing. Do you see that Mrs. Hubbard?

A. I see that Mr. Flynn.

Later Flynn, referring to a document shown the witness, and read-
ing:

Q. “Dear Cindy. Here is pertinent data from ______._'s PC [pre-
clear] files." Do you know who Cindy is?

A. She might refer to Cindy Raymond? She worked in the U.S.
Guardian's Office.

Q. And there are references on the first page about the person's, for
example, masturbation practices, that type of thing, Mrs. Hubbard, at
the bottom.

Witness: Yes. Have you got something on masturbation? You keep
asking me about it. a

Q (by Flynn). Do you think your organization was interested in
those types of things from a person's PC files, Mrs. Hubbard?

A. I don't know. I am looking at documents that seem to indicate
that there was, yes, Mr. Flynn.

Prior to, and following, this testimony there was testimony from
witnesses that pre-clear folder information was routinely "culled" for
discreditable information and sent to "B-1", (the intelligence bureau).

However, one high executive, Lymon Spurlock, testified that this
practice was discovered by him to have been done by Guardianis
Oflice personnel, who had since been removed. He added that he
had never done such a thing and was outraged to discover such a prac-
tice.

Later, however, Nancy Dincalsy testified that she personally
culled pre-clears’ folders daily and sent "overt" lists to B-I of the
Guardian's Ofice, per standard orders. She also said that she worked
as an auditor alongside Lymon Spurlock for many months, and that
she observed him also "culling" PC folders for the G.O.“ daily.

#*#*

Captain Moulton was brought into the courtroom like the inevita-
ble surprise witness in “Perry Mason.” He was a handsome man in his
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late sixties, over six feet tall, with grey hair and a walking cane. The
very image of a retired ship's captain.

Church lawyer Petersen wore an air of triumph as he marched in
with Captain Moulton. With a grin, he made an aside to Flynn. I
couldn't hear the words exactly. It wasn't necessary. The intent was
apparent: “\Ve got'cha now!"

It quickly became clear that Captain Moulton had served under
Hubbard off the coast of Oregon, after which Hubbard was removed
by Admiral Fletcher for exceeding orders. . . .

1

Q [by Flynn]. He told you that he was injured by a japanese Ma-
chine gun?

Captain Moulton affirmed that Hubbard had told him the story while
they were in training together in a naval training class in Miami.

Q. Did he describe the circumstances under which he was injured
C by the japanese machine gun?

A. Yes, in some detail; not entirely.
Q. \\/hat did he tell you?
A. That he had been in Soerabaja at the time the japanese came in

or in the area ofSoerabaja and that he had spent some time in the hills
in back of Soerabaja after the japanese had occupied it.

G Q. Now, Soerabaja was where, sir?
A. That is a port on the north part of java in the Dutch East Indies.
Q. So you understood from Captain Hubbard that he had been in

java fighting the japanese and was hit by machine gun fire?
A. Not quite as you put it. He had been landed, so he told me, in

java from a destroyer named the Edsel and had made his way across
the land to Soerabaja, and that is when the place was occupied. When
the japanese came in, he took 05' into the hills and lived up in the jun-
gle for some time until he made an escape from there.

Q. So you believed Captain Hubbard at the time?
A. Certainly, I had no reason not to.
Q. Did he tell you exactly where he was hit by the machine gun fire?
A. In the back, in the area of the kidneys, I believe on the right side.
Q. And did he tell you how long he remained hiding in the hills with

these machine gun wounds before he was removed from the combat
area?

A. I know that he told me he had made his escape eventually to
Australia. I don't know just when it was. He apparently—he and an-
other chap—sailed a life raft, I believe, to near Australia where they
were picked up by a British or Australian destroyer.
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244 THE ADVENTURES or THE COMMODORE
Q. And that would have been late 1941, early 1942?
A. I would imagine it would have to have been early '42 because it

would take some time from Depember 7.

Flynn proceeded to show naval documents, one stating that Hub-
bard was ordered to Australia on November 24, 1941; and that he left
on December 8, 1941, from the United States.

Captain Moulton noted that if Hubbard had been in intelligence,
the document may have been spurious. "An intelligence oiiicer, as far
as I know, has all sorts of spurious letters stating where he is sent,
when he got there."*

Another document was shown to him dated 14 February 1942, by
the United States Naval Attache, Melborne, Australia (the 14th of
February would have been roughly one month to six weeks after he
was “shot in the back by a Iapanese machine gun").

Captain Moulton, like so many others, had been completely taken
in by Hubbard.

F. Flynn read part of it aloud:

The subject officer arrived in Brisbane via SS President Polk. He re-
ported to me that he was ordered to Manila for duty and asked for per-
mission to leave the SS President Polk until a vessel ofiering a more
direct route to his destination was available. I authorized him to re-
main in Brisbane for future transportation to his destination. By assum-
ing unauthorized authority and attempting to perform duties for which
he has no qualifications, he became the source of much trouble. [Em-
phasis added]

On February ll, 1942, I sent him dispatch orders to report to the
commanding officer USS Chaumont for passage to the United States,
and upon arrival report to the commandant 12th Naval District for fu-
ture assignment. This officer is not satisfactory for independent duty
assignment. He is garrulous and tries to give impressions of his impor-
tance. He also seems to think that he has unusual ability in most lines.

' These characteristics indicate that he will require close supervision for
satisfactory performance of any intelligence duty.

‘This is the essence of the Church's "sheepdipping" argument. They have an "ex-
pert" who claims that the "Armstrong" documents relating to Hubbard's military his-
tory were falsely placed there because Hubbard was in “counter-intelligence."

In fact. Hubbard spent less than two months in "intelligence" in Australia. Evi-
dence indicates that he was engaged in the routing of ship movements.

Other documents which put Hubbard in a better light were also among the Arm-
’ strong documents, but the Church makes no claim that these were "sheepdipped."

The sheepd.ip" argument was apparently not gven any weight by the Court.



  '—i§_----¢_ - - __

_/_____

r‘

The Boss's Withholds Revealed 9.45
##1##

Witness Kima Douglass (Hubbard's “medical officer,” 1976-1980).

Q. Now you have heard the name Ernest Hartwell mentioned?
A. Yes.
Q. Were you in the presence of L. Ron Hubbard when he ordered

Hartwell's PC files to be culled?
A. Yes. He ordered all crimes listed and signed by the Hartwells

before they left. I believe the Hartwells were incarcerated for a short
while.

Q. Now did you have the opportunity to personally observe L. Ron
Hubbard between 1978 and 1980 with regard to irrational or abusive
behavior? '

A. Yes.
Q. And what did you observe?
A. That there were times he was irrational.
Q. And was he abusive?
A. I saw him hit one person. I consider that abusive.
Q. Did you personally see L. Ron Hubbard order people to the RPF

for minor infractions?
A. Yes, I was one of them.
Q. And what was the infraction?
A. I had—-LRH had a kidney infection. We had taken the urine test

in to be examined. The urine test came back that he had streptococci
bacteria and we started treating him with an antibiotic.

Six weeks later I did another test because he wasn't getting any bet-
ter. We brought the test to him and it showed different bacterial infec-
tion at that point and he was very angry and put me in the BPF.

It was not an RFP as it later became when Gerry [Armstrong] was
there. I was put into Coventry for five weeks and nobody was allowed
to talk to me.

Q. Are you familiar with the culling of PC files at winter headquar-
ters and summer headquarters at the Special Unit in I977 and 1978?

A. Yes.
Q. And what did you see with regard to the culling of PC folders?
A. I have culled PC folders myself. I have seen other stafi members

culling folders.
Q. For what purpose? A
A. To be sent to B-1.
Q. And B-1 is what?
A. Guardian Oflice Intel.
Q. And were you personally familiar with his health history?
A. Yes.
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Q. And because of the nature of the technology of Scientology, his
health history was held out to the public as being superior?

A. Yes. ’ p
Q. And you know in fact that his health history was not what it was

represented to the public as; is that correct?
A. Correct.
Q. And on at least one occasion you had saved L. Ron Hubbard's life

from a pulmonary embolism?
A. I got him into hospital. That saved his life. I didn't personally

save his life, but he had refused to go into a hospital and I counter-
manded his order, which wa not a normal thing. But I countermanded
his order on two occasions. That was one of them. . . .

Q. Mrs. Douglas, was one of your duties inside the organization to
courier cash around the world? -

A. Yes.
Q. Have you crossed the United States in excess ofa hundred times

with millions of dollars in cash?
A. Well, not in excess ofa hundred. I have not crossed the United

States in excess ofa hundred. It has been under that, but I have couri-
ered hundreds of thousands of dollars out of the United States during
the period when it was actually a criminal action, as it was actually only
a certain amount of money to be allowed to be taken out of the United
States, and I knowingly committed that action at the time.

Q. Do you know where the money was taken at that time?
A. To the ship. I took them to the flagship myself.
Q. Did you ever take any moneys to Luxembourg or Lichtenstein

bank accounts:
A. Yes, I did.
Q. And what amounts?
A. I took some from the ship. I can't give you an exact amount, but it

was in excess of a million.
Q. Did he suffer from pneumonia?
A. Once in a while.
The Court: Did he have any bullet wounds in his back?
Witness: No sir.

#$##

Cross-examination of Howard Shomer by Mr. Harris (attorney for
the Church):

Let me ask you this, Mr. Shomer: You say when Mr. Hubbard was
aboard the ship, he controlled everything under all circumstances all
the time: is that right?
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A. That is too inclusive. I mean, I didn't have to ask him to go to the
bathroom. -

Q. You said he managed it all_ the time.
A. We are talking about—let's get down to brass tacks. We are talk-

ing about the management of the Scientology network throughout the
world, and everything that had any importance to do with the running
of the ship otherwise, that he was the almighty that ran everything,
yes. . . .

Homer's daughter, who had been brought into the Sea Org by him
with the highest ofdreams and hopes for them both, had been forced
to "disconnect" from him after he left.

He had escaped from Cilman Hot Springs in early 1983. There he
had been left under guard after an all night “gang bang sec check."
During that night he was supposed to confess that he was an agent of
the FBI, CIA, IRS, KCB or whatever. \/Vhen he failed to do so, Da-
vid Miscavage and Steve Marlowe spat in his face. They were both
chewing chaw tobacco in anticipation of the event.

*#**

On the 20th of Iune, judge Brekenridge issued his findings. He
found that the Church and Mary Sue Hubbard were not to have their
documents back “at least at this time," and that they could be made
public (unless specifically ordered sealed) and used as admissible evi-
dence in current, pending and future court cases.

Armstrong was entitled to judgment and costs.
i He found that neither "The Church" nor Mary Sue Hubbard had
"clean hands."

He found that Armstrong had permission to have the materials and
acted properly in turning them over to Carrison and later retrieving
them for his defense and then turning them over to Flynn as his attor-
ney.

Jupon BREKENRIDCE (excerpts):

As indicated by its factual findings, the court finds the testimony of
Gerald and Ioycelyn Armstrong, Laurel Sullivan, Nancy Dincalcis,
Edward Walters, Omar Carrison, Kima Douglas, and Howard Shomer
to be credible, extremely persuasive, and the defense of privilege or
justification established and corroborated by this evidence. . . . In all
critical and important matters their testimony was precise, accurate,
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and rang true. The picture painted by these former dedicated Scientol-
ogists, all of whom were intimately involved with LBH, or Mary Sue
Hubbard, of the Scientology Organization, is on the one hand pathetic,
and on the other, outrageous.

Each ofthese persons literally gave years ofhis or her respective life
in support ofa man, LRH, and his ideas. Each has manifested a waste
and loss or frustration which is incapable of description. Each has bro-
ken with the movement for a variety of reasons, but at the same time,
each is still bound by the knowledge that the Church has in its posses-
sion his or her most inner thoughts and confessions, all recorded in
“pre-clear" (P.C.) folders, or other security files of the organization,
and that the Church or its minions is fully capable of intimidation or
other physical or psychological abuse if it suits their ends. The record
is replete with evidence of such abuse.

In addition to violating and abusing its own members’ civil rights,
the organization over the years with its “Fair Came" doctrine has ha-
rassed and abused those persons not in the Church whom it perceives O
as enemies. I

The organization clearly is schizophrenic and paranoid, and this bi-
zarre combination seems to be a reflection of its founder LBH. The
evidence portrays a man who has been virtually a pathological liar
when it comes to his history, background and achievements.*

The writings and documents in evidence additionally reflect his ego-
ism, greed, avarice, lust for power, and vindictiveness and aggressive-
ness against persons perceived by him to be disloyal or hostile.

At the same time it appears that he is charismatic and highly capable
of motivating, organizing, controlling, manipulating, and inspiring his
adherents.

He is referred to during the trial as a "genius," a "revered person, " a
man who was "viewed by his followers in awe."

Obviously, he is and has been a very complex person, and that com-
plexity is further reflected in his alter ego, the Church of Scientology.
Notwithstanding protestations to the contrary, this court is satisfied
that LRH runs the Church in all ways through the Sea Organization,
his role of Commodore, and.the Commodore's Messengers.

He has, of course, chosento go into “seclusion,” but he maintains
contact and control through his top messengers.

‘On "60 Minutes" Heber Jenzsch, the Church's senior public relations man, re-
sponded to the Judge’: comments about Hubbard. He had, he said, investigated
what was the basis of the judge's decision: “I traced back where that came from, this
whole schizophrenidparanoia concept that he has. It came from Interpol. At that
time the president of Interpol was a former SS oilicer, Paul Dickoph. And to find that
judge Brekenridge quoted a Nazi SS officer as the authority on Scientology, I find
unconscionable!"
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Seclusion has its light and dark side too. It adds to his mystique, and
yet shields him from accountabiiity and subpoena and service of sum-
mons.

LliH's wife, Mary Suc Hubbard, is also a plaintiff hcrcin. On the
one hand she certainly appeared to be a pathetic individual. She was
forced from her post as Controller, convicted and imprisoned as a
felon, and deserted by her husband.

On the other hand her credibility leaves much to be desired. She
struck the familiar pose ofnot seeing, hearing, or knowing any evil. Yet
she was the head of the Cuardian's Office for years and, among other
things, authored the famous order "C.O. 121669" which directed the
culling of supposedly confidential P.C. files/folders for purposes of in-
ternal security.

In her testimony she expressed the feeling that defendant [Arm-
strong] subjected her.to mental rape.

In determining whether the defendant [Armstrong] reasonably in-
vaded Mrs. Hubbard's privacy, the court is satisfied the invasion was
slight, and the reasons and justification for defendant's conduct mani-
fest.

The court is satisfied that he did not unreasonably intrude upon
Mrs. Hubbard's privacy under the circumstances by in eflect simply
making his loiowledge that of his attorneys.

It is, of course, rather ironic that the person who authorized C.O.
121669 should complain about an invasion of privacy.

The practice ofculling supposedly confidential "P.C. folders or files"
to obtain information for purposes of intimidation and/or harassment is
repugnant and outrageous.

The Guardian's Office, which plaintiff headed, was no respecter of
anyone's civil rights, particularly that of privacy. . . .

#118

My belief is that Hubbard's rage, following Brekenridges decision
and statements about his being a "pathological liar" and a "paranoid
schizophrenic," bordered on the hysterical. I'm convinced that he
must have made demands that Flynn and Armstrong's "crimes" be
uncovered immediately! His "scriptures" state as an absolute fact
that enemies of L. Hon Hubbard have crimes of magnitude! While I
have no evidence of this, the following events would not, I believe,
have occurred without Hubbard's rage as prime stimulus. Acting on
that rage, while fully believing Hubbard's raving accusations, Church
agents, I believe, proceeded to become patsies for some uncommon
thieves. . . .
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