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Microphone Test

Who Is Speaking - The Microphone
Test for Automatic Thoughts

Most of what sounds like “you” in a pressured moment is often fast commentary
assembled from memory, fear, and habit. The useful shift isn't making that
commentary disappear. It's learning to notice when it grabs authority and starts
speaking as if it were the whole of you.

You're in a meeting when someone challenges your proposal. Instantly, a voice
rises: They don't respect me. | need to defend this harder. The reaction feels urgent,
personal, and completely justified. The operational question is simple: who exactly
is speaking?

That voice feels like you because it uses your history, your preferences, and your
survival logic. But the moment you notice it arising, something important has
already happened. A thought has appeared, and awareness has registered it. That
distinction is small, but it changes the workflow. Instead of moving straight from
trigger to reaction, you now have a point of control.

TL;DR

In practice, three streams run at once: bodily sensation, mental commentary, and
the awareness that can notice both. The microphone test gives you a simple way to
work with that structure. When a thought says “I, ” pause and ask who has taken
the microphone. Often it's memory, fear, desire, conditioning, or a bodily stress
response speaking in the first person. The goal isn't silence. The goal is to catch the
moment a thought promotes itself from “a thought occurring” to “me, ” because
that's the moment where automatic behavior usually takes over.
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The critical shift isn't from thinking to no thinking. It's from unquestioned
identification to observation before action.
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The Three Streams of Experience

Most people compress several different events into one undivided experience, and
that's where confusion begins. First, the body is occurring. Your shoulders tighten in
the meeting. Your jaw sets. Your breathing shortens. Second, thought is occurring.
Words, images, predictions, arguments, and rehearsals start moving: They don't get
it. I should have prepared better. What if they reject the whole thing? Then there is
a third fact that is easy to miss but operationally decisive: you can notice both the
sensations and the commentary.

Once you can notice a thought, the thought is no longer identical with the
awareness noticing it. That doesn't make the thought false, trivial, or irrelevant. It
simply means it is an event within experience, not the unquestionable center of
identity. This is the governing claim behind the practice. The mechanism is
straightforward: observation interrupts fusion. The testable implication is that when
you can name a thought as a thought, its urgency often drops enough to create
choice. The operational consequence is that decisions improve because they're no
longer driven entirely by the first internal voice that claims the word “I.”

This is why some traditions describe the mind as containing competing inner
positions rather than one stable speaker. Samael Aun Weor framed this as “multiple
I's, ” meaning contradictory psychological elements can each step forward and
claim to be the real self. Fear speaks, then ambition speaks, then wounded pride
speaks, each using the same first-person language. Franz Bardon approached the
issue more mechanically. His early mental training emphasizes learning that
thoughts can be observed and subordinated rather than obeyed on contact. The
common point is practical rather than metaphysical: if every inner voice is treated
as final authority, self-governance becomes impossible.

The Microphone Test in Action

Once that structure is clear, the microphone test becomes easy to apply. The
question isn't whether a thought exists. The question is which process is currently
speaking through the label “I.”

A startup founder once described it this way: anxious thoughts about the company
used to feel like strategic clarity. We're going to run out of money. | should pivot
immediately. The thought carried urgency, and urgency made it feel intelligent. But
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when she started asking who was speaking, a different pattern appeared. Much of
the intensity came from an older fear shaped by watching her father's business fail
when she was young. That didn't make the thought useless. Cash flow still
mattered. It did mean the thought was not pure analysis. It was fear carrying some
valid information and trying to turn that information into immediate command.

That distinction matters because content and source aren't the same thing. A voice
driven by fear can still point to a real problem. A voice driven by conditioning can
still identify a genuine obligation. The error isn't that these voices speak. The error
is letting them govern without examination.

When you use the microphone test, look for the likely source of the claim. It may be
memory replaying an old script, fear reacting to perceived threat, desire disguising
preference as necessity, conditioning repeating inherited standards, or the body
generating mental urgency because it is already under stress. You don't need a long
analysis to get value from this. You only need enough recognition to stop treating
the first-person tone as proof of truth.

If you want a simple way to run the check, use this short protocol:
1. Notice the moment a thought uses “I” with force or urgency.

2. Pause for one breath and separate the thought from the fact of noticing it.

3. Ask what is most likely speaking: fear, memory, desire, conditioning, or bodily
stress.

4. Respond to the useful information without handing full authority to the voice.

Now the workflow changes. Imagine you're reviewing quarterly numbers and think,
I'm terrible at this. | should quit and let someone competent take over. Without a
control step, that thought can become a decision mood within seconds. With the
microphone test, you examine the speaker. Often the voice is not objective
assessment but an older part of the mind that learned mistakes threatened
belonging or safety. That voice may contain a valid signal: perhaps your financial
analysis does need work. But its solution, immediate collapse of confidence or
withdrawal from responsibility, usually belongs to an earlier environment rather
than the current one.

A thought can carry information without earning command authority.
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This is the practical value of triangulation. You don't trust the first signal just
because it is loud. You compare the thought with bodily state, current facts, and the
wider pattern of your behavior. If all three line up, the thought may deserve action.
If they don't, what looked like certainty may be automatic commentary under
pressure.

Where the Tool Misleads You

Like any awareness practice, this one has predictable failure modes. The first is the
observer trap. Some people discover that they can witness thought and then
promote the witness into a superior identity. They dismiss emotion, flatten conflict,
and quietly build a new self-image around being above ordinary reactivity. But that
too is a voice taking the microphone. The observing function is a capacity, not a
special persona.

A second failure mode is analysis paralysis. Once you start noticing sources, it's
easy to overinvest in classification. Is this fear or wisdom? Is this desire or truth? If
the investigation itself becomes compulsive, you've only replaced one automatic
loop with another. The mechanism of the practice is recognition, not endless
diagnosis. Its test is whether more space appears before action. If not, the tool is
being used in a way that recreates the problem.

There is also the risk of spiritual bypassing. Someone may say they are witnessing
anger while actually avoiding a hard conversation, a boundary, or a needed
decision. Awareness that never cashes out in clearer action becomes another
avoidance strategy. The point isn't detachment for its own sake. The point is better
contact with reality and better choice under pressure.

The subtlest failure mode is meta-thought posing as awareness. Sometimes the
voice asking, Who is speaking? is itself just another layer of commentary trying to
sound advanced. The difference is usually visible in effect. Real recognition
introduces space, lowers compulsion, and improves response quality. Meta-
commentary adds more noise while pretending to help.

These failure modes matter because they show the boundary of the method. The
microphone test is not meant to produce constant self-monitoring or a purified
mental state. It is meant to create a governed interval between impulse and action.

© John Deacon 2025 - Cognitive Systems. Structured Insight. Aligned Futures.
https://johndeacon.co.za - All rights reserved.



Thought Observation: Use the Microphone Test

Taking Back the Microphone

What changes in practice is not that thoughts stop. What changes is the control
logic. Instead of treating every internal statement as self-expression, you start
treating many of them as proposals. Some proposals are useful. Some are distorted.
Some are outdated. The work is to tell the difference before behavior hardens
around them.
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This is where the Triangulation Method becomes concrete. A faint internal signal
becomes reliable only if it survives comparison across multiple checks: what the
body is doing, what the thought is saying, what the current facts support, and what
happens when you delay reaction long enough to test the impulse. In that sense,
awareness is not passive observation. It is the first governance layer in a larger
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process of feedback, constraint, and chosen action.
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Over time, the practical gains are modest but meaningful. You notice inherited
perfectionism during a presentation before it turns one mistake into total self-
indictment. You catch scarcity thinking during budget review before it drives

It changes the relationship:
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reckless contraction. You hear people-pleasing in a difficult conversation before it
volunteers an agreement you don't actually endorse. Each time, the consequence is
the same: a little less fusion, a little more choice.

The body experiences. The mind interprets. Awareness can notice both. When a
thought says “I, ” that doesn't make it false, but it also doesn't make it final. The
microphone test helps you find the moment when commentary tries to become
identity and urgency tries to become authority.

That is the beginning of self-governance in ordinary life. Not control over every
thought, and not freedom from fear, but a more disciplined relationship to what
arises inside you. The commentary will continue. The difference is that it doesn't
have to run the room every time it grabs the microphone.
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