
 
 

 
 

The Netflix Effect 
Readers Expect Premium. Your Characters Should Deliver. 
 

Introduction: The Competition You Didn't Know You Had 
You've spent months developing your protagonist. You've given them goals, flaws, and a 
complete backstory. Your beta readers say the character is "well-developed." 

And then an agent rejects your manuscript with one line: "The character lacks depth." 

Here's the painful truth most fiction writers learn too late: your competition isn't other novels 
anymore. It's seventy hours of Breaking Bad. It's five seasons of Succession. It's The Last of 
Us, Fleabag, and every prestige drama your readers have binged in the last decade. 

This guide will show you why traditional character development falls short of modern 
expectations, and more importantly, how to close the gap using systematic excavation methods 
that create psychology as complex as premium streaming—without losing your authentic voice. 

 

PART ONE: Understanding the Problem 

The Raised Bar 

For decades, writers learned character development through craft books that taught the basics: 

●​ Give your character wants and needs 
●​ Show their flaws 
●​ Create a clear arc 
●​ Add compelling backstory 

That advice built successful careers through the 1990s and 2000s. Publishers bought 
manuscripts. Readers bought books. The system worked. 

Then something seismic happened. 



 
 

 
 
Between 2010 and 2025, television evolved from episodic entertainment into serialized 
psychological case studies. Streaming platforms invested billions in character-driven narratives. 
Peak TV arrived. 

The result: Your readers have been trained by hundreds of hours of premium content to expect 
character psychology that rivals therapy. 

They've watched Walter White's transformation unfold across 62 episodes—not "high school 
teacher becomes drug dealer," but a masterclass in how pride, self-deception, and fear of 
insignificance can destroy a man who believes he's protecting his family. 

They've watched the Roy siblings across 39 episodes of Succession—not "rich people have 
daddy issues," but a devastating exploration of how transactional love creates adults who 
mistake business victories for affection and sabotage each other for scraps of approval. 

They've experienced Joel's journey through The Last of Us—not "gruff protector with trust 
issues," but a man whose daughter's death broke his capacity for attachment so completely that 
twenty years later, he tests relationships through violence and keeps emotional distance even 
while risking his life for others. 

That's your competition. 

Not whether your character is developed. Whether their psychology is as authentic, as coherent, 
and as devastating as what readers experience on screen. 

Why This Matters Now 

This isn't about writing for television. It's about understanding that reader expectations 
fundamentally shifted in the 2010s. 

Before Peak TV: Readers accepted characters with clear motivations and believable arcs. "She 
wants revenge because her family was killed" was sufficient psychological complexity. 

After Peak TV: Readers expect to understand the belief systems driving every choice. They 
want to see how formative wounds create distorted self-concepts that make destructive 
behavior feel inevitable to the character even while readers watch in horror. 

The gap between these expectations creates the authentication problem: 

Traditional character development produces characters that feel adequate.​
 Modern expectations demand characters that feel unavoidable. 



 
 

 
 
The Surface vs. Depth Problem 

Look at how traditional character development approaches psychology: 

Standard Character Worksheet Questions: 

●​ What does your character want? 
●​ What's their greatest fear? 
●​ What's their fatal flaw? 
●​ What's their backstory? 

Typical Answers: 

●​ Wants: Success, love, revenge, justice 
●​ Fears: Failure, abandonment, betrayal, death 
●​ Flaw: Pride, insecurity, stubbornness, mistrust 
●​ Backstory: Traumatic childhood event 

The Problem: These are labels, not psychology. 

"My protagonist is mistrustful because of abandonment issues" tells you almost nothing about 
how to write this character scene by scene. It's an abstraction on a character sheet, not a lived 
psychological reality. 

Now compare to premium streaming: 

Kendall Roy from Succession doesn't have "daddy issues." Watch what the writers actually 
show: 

●​ He gives disastrous press conferences desperate for his father's attention 
●​ He sabotages his siblings but craves their alliance against their father 
●​ He interprets business victories as love and business failures as rejection 
●​ He recreates abusive dynamics in every professional relationship 
●​ He cannot form authentic connections outside transactional power structures 
●​ His rare moments of vulnerability immediately terrify him into retreating to performance 

That's not a label. That's psychology you can write across forty episodes without repetition. 

Joel from The Last of Us doesn't have "trust issues." Watch what the writers actually show: 

●​ He takes protection contracts but maintains emotional distance 
●​ He tests Ellie through small challenges before allowing vulnerability 
●​ He physically positions himself between her and every threat 



 
 

 
 

●​ He refuses intimate naming ("Joel" not "Dad") until late in the relationship 
●​ He resorts to violence as first response because calculation failed him once 
●​ His care manifests as hypervigilance, not tenderness 

That's not backstory. That's behavior you can film in every scene. 

The difference: Premium content doesn't ask "What's your character's flaw?" It asks: 

●​ What lie does your character believe about themselves? 
●​ What formative wound created that lie? 
●​ How does that lie drive specific, observable behavior in every scene? 
●​ What's the gap between what they think they need and what would actually heal them? 
●​ How does their psychology make their worst choices feel inevitable? 

That's the depth modern readers expect. Not decoration. Architecture. 

 

PART TWO: The Three-Part Framework 

PART ONE: From Invention to Excavation 

Traditional character development is invention. You decide your character should have trust 
issues, then manufacture backstory to justify it. 

Premium character development is excavation. You observe behavior, ask what belief would 
make that behavior necessary, then trace that belief to its origin. 

The Invention Approach: 

Step 1: Decide on a flaw (mistrustful)​
 Step 2: Create backstory to explain it (abandoned as child)​
 Step 3: Write scenes showing the flaw (pushes people away)​
 Step 4: Create arc where they overcome the flaw (learns to trust) 

Why It Produces Shallow Characters: 

The psychology was constructed backward from plot needs. It exists to serve story beats, not to 
create a coherent inner world. When you write scenes, you're performing the psychology rather 
than discovering it. 

The Excavation Approach: 



 
 

 
 
Step 1: Observe recurring behavior (tests new people by sharing vulnerability, then watches 
their reaction)​
 Step 2: Ask what belief makes this necessary (people will eventually betray you, so find out 
early who's safe)​
 Step 3: Trace belief to formative wound (mother left without explanation, father said "you can't 
count on anyone but yourself")​
 Step 4: Understand the logic system (testing isn't paranoia—it's a survival strategy learned 
through experience) 

Why It Produces Authentic Psychology: 

You've worked from observable specifics to underlying belief to originating wound. The 
psychology exists as a coherent system that generates behavior naturally. When you write 
scenes, the character tells you what they'd do. 

The Behavioral Translation Test 

Every piece of character psychology must translate into writeable moments. 

Weak: "My character has abandonment issues" 

Strong: "My character never fully unpacks when staying somewhere new. They keep essentials 
in a bag by the door. They memorize exit routes. They maintain separate bank accounts even in 
committed relationships. They're always prepared to leave first." 

Why the second works: You can write all of those behaviors. A scene where someone notices 
the packed bag. A conversation where they can't explain this habit. An argument about the 
separate bank accounts. A moment of growth when they finally unpack completely. 

The Test: If you cannot show the psychology through dialogue, body language, choices, and 
reactions, it's not character development—it's decoration. 

Application Exercise: 

Take any psychological element you've assigned your character. Complete this sentence: 

"Because my character believes _______, they specifically do _______ in situations involving 
_______." 

Example:​
 "Because my character believes people leave without warning, they specifically keep a packed 
bag by the door in situations involving even temporary relocation." 



 
 

 
 
If you can't complete the sentence with behavioral specifics, you haven't excavated deep 
enough. 

PART TWO: The Psychological Architecture Test 

Not every detail creates depth. Premium streaming teaches us three diagnostic tests: 

Test #1: The Behavioral Lock Test 

Question: Does this psychological element explain specific, recurring actions across multiple 
contexts? 

Fails the test:​
 "My character is defensive because of childhood criticism" 

Passes the test:​
 "Because my character internalized that any criticism means total failure, they pre-emptively 
attack perceived flaws in others (relationships), dismiss positive feedback as dishonest (work), 
and avoid trying new things where they might fail publicly (social situations)." 

Why it passes: The belief system generates behavior across three different domains. You can 
write the relationship dynamic, the work interaction, and the social avoidance as specific 
scenes. 

Test #2: The Inevitable Choice Test 

Question: When your character faces a crucial decision, does their psychology make one choice 
feel inevitable? 

Think about Joel's final choice in The Last of Us. Could he reasonably have decided differently? 

No. Not if you understand his psychology: 

●​ Losing Sarah destroyed his capacity for attachment 
●​ Twenty years of emotional numbing as survival strategy 
●​ The moment he allows himself to love Ellie, her loss becomes unbearable 
●​ Saving humanity cannot outweigh losing another daughter 
●​ The choice is horrifying—and inevitable 

Your character's crucial choices should feel the same way. 

Application Framework: 



 
 

 
 
Identify your story's major decision points. For each one, ask: 

1.​ What would my character's psychology make them do? 
2.​ Could they reasonably choose differently? 
3.​ If yes—is the psychology strong enough? 
4.​ Does the choice feel inevitable while breaking hearts? 

Test #3: The Recognition Test 

Question: Would readers who know people like this recognize the authenticity? 

When someone watches Succession and says "Oh god, I know someone exactly like 
Kendall"—that's the recognition test passing. The specific details differ, but the psychological 
pattern rings true. 

Your character should create that same recognition. 

Not "I've read this character type before" but "I know someone who operates exactly like this." 

The Diagnostic: 

Show your character to beta readers from different backgrounds. Ask: 

●​ Does this psychology feel authentic? 
●​ Does it remind you of anyone you know? 
●​ What rings false? 

Generic praise ("great character!") isn't helpful. Specific recognition ("my sister does that exact 
thing") confirms authentic psychology. 

PART THREE: The Systematic Excavation Method 

Premium streaming didn't invent psychological complexity. It systematized it through writers' 
rooms that ask the right questions in sequence. 

You can replicate this process using ethical AI collaboration. 

The Seven-Layer Excavation: 

Layer 1: Observable Behavior​
 Start with what's visible. What does your character do repeatedly across different situations? 



 
 

 
 
Not: "She has trust issues"​
 But: "She tests new people by sharing something vulnerable, then watches carefully for their 
reaction" 

Layer 2: Driving Belief​
 Ask the therapist's question: What would someone have to believe for this behavior to feel 
necessary? 

Not: "She's been hurt before"​
 But: "People will eventually betray you, so you need to find out early who's safe" 

Layer 3: Formative Wound​
 Trace the belief to its origin. What specific event crystallized this conviction? 

Not: "Childhood abandonment"​
 But: "Her mother left without explanation when she was seven. Her father told her, 'You can't 
count on anyone but yourself.' She internalized that love is conditional and withdrawal is 
inevitable." 

Layer 4: The Lie​
 Identify the distorted conclusion about themselves. 

Not: "She thinks she's unlovable"​
 But: "She believes: 'If I need anyone, they'll eventually leave, so I must be entirely self-sufficient 
to prevent the pain of inevitable betrayal'" 

Layer 5: Want vs. Need​
 Understand what they think will fix them vs. what actually would. 

Want: "Prove I don't need anyone by succeeding alone"​
 Need: "Learn that interdependence isn't weakness and that vulnerability doesn't guarantee 
abandonment" 

Layer 6: Fear and Desire​
 Identify the emotional forces creating internal conflict. 

Fear: "Being abandoned while dependent on someone"​
 Desire: "Deep connection without the terror of loss" 

Layer 7: Domain Manifestation​
 See how the psychology shows up across life areas. 

●​ Romantic relationships: Sabotages intimacy before partner can leave 



 
 

 
 

●​ Work: Over-functions to prove independence, resists collaboration 
●​ Friendships: Maintains surface connections, avoids dependency 
●​ Family: Keeps emotional distance while providing practical support 

The Power of Systematic Excavation: 

Each layer builds on the previous one. The behavior in Layer 1 makes sense because of the 
belief in Layer 2. The belief exists because of the wound in Layer 3. The wound created the lie 
in Layer 4. The lie drives the want in Layer 5 while the desire points toward the need. Fear and 
desire create internal conflict in Layer 6. All of it manifests differently across domains in Layer 7. 

This is what premium streaming does systematically.​
 This is what your readers now expect. 

 

PART THREE: Ethical AI Collaboration 

The Conflict AI Problem 

Here's the standard approach that destroys your creative development: 

Writer: "AI, write me a character backstory for a detective with trust issues." 

AI: [Generates 500 words of backstory including childhood trauma, relationship failures, and 
career setbacks] 

Writer: "Perfect!" [Copies into character notes] 

Three months later: The writer cannot explain why their character makes specific choices. 
They just know the AI suggested it and it sounded good. 

This is conflict AI. You've outsourced excavation. You're accepting generated content rather 
than discovering psychology. 

The long-term damage: 

●​ Voice erosion (sounds like AI, not you) 
●​ Dependency (can't develop characters without AI) 
●​ Shallow psychology (backstory without behavioral logic) 
●​ Inability to explain choices (you didn't do the work) 



 
 

 
 
The Ethical Alternative 

Watch what happens when you use AI as a Socratic coach instead of a content generator. 

Writer: "My character tests new people before trusting them. I know this is connected to their 
past, but I can't articulate what belief drives the testing." 

AI Coach: "Let's excavate this. What would someone have to believe about the world for testing 
to feel necessary rather than optional?" 

Writer: "That... people aren't trustworthy by default. That you need evidence before believing 
someone." 

AI Coach: "Dig deeper. What specifically do they believe will happen if they don't test?" 

Writer: "They'll be betrayed. They'll let someone dangerous get close." 

AI Coach: "So it's not just distrust—it's a conviction that betrayal is inevitable without preventive 
measures. When did your character learn this? What moment taught them that testing is 
survival?" 

Writer: "Oh. Their mother left without any warning signs. One day she was there, the next she 
was gone. Their father told them afterward: 'Your mother hid who she really was. That's why you 
have to watch people carefully.'" 

AI Coach: "Now you've found the origin. The behavior makes sense. The belief is specific. The 
wound explains both. How does this testing behavior show up in different areas of their life?" 

Notice the difference: 

●​ The insight came from the writer, not AI 
●​ Questions unlocked intuitive knowledge 
●​ Understanding is genuine and transferable 
●​ The psychology sounds like the writer's voice 
●​ The writer can now excavate other characters using the same method 

This is ethical AI collaboration. 

The Three Ethical AI Principles 

Principle #1: AI Asks, You Answer 



 
 

 
 
Never: "Generate my character's backstory"​
 Always: "What questions should I ask to discover my character's formative wound?" 

Principle #2: Understand Before Implementing 

Never: Accept suggestions you can't explain​
 Always: Demand the craft principle, then experiment yourself 

Principle #3: Transfer Skills, Don't Create Dependency 

Never: "Fix this for me"​
 Always: "Help me understand what's weak so I can fix it and recognize the pattern elsewhere" 

The Socratic Question Framework 

Use these questions with AI to excavate rather than generate: 

For Observable Behavior: 

●​ "I've noticed my character does X. What other situations might this pattern show up in?" 
●​ "This behavior feels important but I don't know why. What questions should I ask to 

understand it?" 

For Driving Belief: 

●​ "What would someone have to believe for this behavior to feel necessary?" 
●​ "If my character stopped this behavior, what would they fear might happen?" 

For Formative Wound: 

●​ "What kind of experience would teach someone to believe this?" 
●​ "What might have happened in childhood that would make this belief feel like truth?" 

For The Lie: 

●​ "What false conclusion might they have drawn from that wound?" 
●​ "How would that wound distort how they see themselves?" 

For Want vs. Need: 

●​ "Given this lie, what would my character think will fix them?" 
●​ "What would actually heal the wound, even if they can't see it yet?" 



 
 

 
 
For Fear and Desire: 

●​ "What terrifies my character about abandoning the lie?" 
●​ "What wholeness are they yearning for beneath the fear?" 

For Domain Manifestation: 

●​ "How would this psychology show up in romantic relationships?" 
●​ "What would this look like in their professional life?" 
●​ "How might family dynamics reflect this belief system?" 

The Key: AI doesn't answer these questions. It helps you discover your answers through 
systematic exploration. 

 

PART FOUR: Diagnosis and Repair 

How to Diagnose Shallow Character Development 

Diagnostic Test #1: The Explanation Test 

Take your main character's three most important choices in your story. For each one, answer: 

●​ Why did they make this choice? 
●​ What belief system made it feel necessary? 
●​ How does this connect to their formative wound? 
●​ Could they have reasonably chosen differently? 

Scoring: 

●​ Can answer all questions for all choices → Strong psychology 
●​ Can answer some questions for some choices → Moderate depth 
●​ Cannot answer most questions → Shallow development 

Diagnostic Test #2: The Behavioral Specificity Test 

List five aspects of your character's psychology. For each one, write three specific, observable 
behaviors that demonstrate it. 

Example:​
 Psychology: "Mistrustful" 



 
 

 
 
Behaviors: 

1.​ Tests new people by sharing vulnerability and watching their reaction 
2.​ Keeps escape routes planned even in safe situations 
3.​ Maintains separate finances even in committed relationships 

If you cannot list three behavioral specifics for each psychological element, your 
development is too abstract. 

Diagnostic Test #3: The Cross-Domain Test 

Take one psychological element. Show how it manifests in three different life areas: 

●​ Romantic relationships 
●​ Professional/work life 
●​ Family dynamics 

If the psychology only shows up in one domain, it's not foundational—it's a plot device. 

Diagnostic Test #4: The Netflix Comparison 

Watch one season of a prestige drama (Succession, The Bear, The Last of Us). 

Then reread your manuscript. 

Ask honestly: 

●​ Is my protagonist's psychology as coherent as these characters? 
●​ Are their choices as inevitable? 
●​ Does their behavior make as much sense? 
●​ Would viewers/readers recognize the authenticity? 

This isn't about matching production values. It's about psychological depth. 

The Repair Process 

Step 1: Behavioral Inventory 

List every significant thing your character does in your manuscript: 

●​ Decisions they make 
●​ How they treat other people 
●​ What they avoid 



 
 

 
 

●​ How they respond to conflict 
●​ What they prioritize 
●​ Their micro-reactions (body language, tone, silences) 

Step 2: Pattern Recognition 

Look for recurring patterns: 

●​ Do they test people repeatedly? 
●​ Do they over-function in specific situations? 
●​ Do they avoid certain types of interaction? 
●​ Do they react disproportionately to specific triggers? 

Step 3: Belief Excavation 

For each pattern, ask: "What would someone have to believe for this to feel necessary?" 

Use AI as Socratic partner: 

"I've noticed my character always offers help before anyone asks. What might drive this 
pattern?" 

Let AI ask questions. You provide answers. 

Step 4: Wound Discovery 

Trace each belief to origin: 

"When might my character have learned that offering help unrequested was necessary?" 

Step 5: Lie Articulation 

Identify the false conclusion: 

"What did my character decide about themselves from that wound?" 

Step 6: Want/Need Clarification 

●​ What does this lie make them think they need? 
●​ What would actually heal the wound? 

Step 7: Domain Testing 

Take the psychology you've excavated. Show how it manifests in: 



 
 

 
 

●​ Family relationships 
●​ Romantic relationships 
●​ Professional life 
●​ Friendships 
●​ Self-concept 

If it doesn't show up coherently across domains, refine until it does. 

 

PART FIVE: Case Studies 

Case Study #1: From Shallow to Deep 

Original Character (Invention Approach): 

Character Sheet: 

●​ Name: Detective Sarah Chen 
●​ Flaw: Trust issues 
●​ Backstory: Father was a corrupt cop who betrayed the department 
●​ Arc: Learns to trust her partner 

What the writer could explain: "She doesn't trust people because her father was corrupt." 

What they couldn't explain: 

●​ Why she makes specific choices scene by scene 
●​ How the psychology manifests in different relationships 
●​ What belief system drives her behavior 
●​ Why healing requires this particular arc 

Revised Character (Excavation Approach): 

Layer 1: Observable Behavior Sarah investigates her partners before accepting partnership. 
She keeps case notes they can't access. She runs parallel investigations without telling them. 
She verifies every piece of information independently. 

Layer 2: Driving Belief "Anyone with power will eventually abuse it. The only protection is 
knowing what they're really doing before it's too late." 



 
 

 
 
Layer 3: Formative Wound Her father wasn't just corrupt—he was beloved by the department 
while secretly selling evidence. Sarah discovered his crimes herself by noticing inconsistencies. 
When she reported him, senior officers protected him initially, gaslighting her about what she'd 
seen. She learned: authority figures lie, institutions protect abusers, and only her own 
investigation can be trusted. 

Layer 4: The Lie "I am only safe if I trust no one and verify everything myself." 

Layer 5: Want vs. Need Want: Solve every case alone, proving she doesn't need institutional 
support that failed her Need: Learn that not all authority is corrupt and that genuine partnership 
multiplies effectiveness rather than compromising it 

Layer 6: Fear and Desire Fear: Being complicit through trust, like the officers who believed her 
father Desire: The efficiency and connection that genuine partnership offers 

Layer 7: Domain Manifestation 

●​ Work: Runs parallel investigations, verifies everything 
●​ Romantic: Dates but never moves in together, maintains separate finances 
●​ Family: Estranged from extended family who defended father 
●​ Friendships: Surface-level only, never vulnerable 

What Changed: 

The writer can now: 

●​ Explain every choice Sarah makes 
●​ Write her behavior consistently across contexts 
●​ Understand why healing requires this specific arc (she must witness authority used justly 

repeatedly before belief shifts) 
●​ Show psychology through action rather than telling through exposition 

The Result: Readers recognize the authentication. Beta readers say "I know someone exactly 
like this." 

Case Study #2: The Ethical AI Journey 

Writer Tom's Original Approach (Conflict AI): 

Week 1: "ChatGPT, create a complex backstory for my fantasy protagonist." 

Result: Five paragraphs of generated backstory including: 



 
 

 
 

●​ Orphaned young 
●​ Trained by mysterious mentor 
●​ Betrayed by trusted friend 
●​ Seeks revenge while questioning morality 

Week 4: Tom accepts this wholesale, writes three chapters 

Week 8: Beta readers report: "The character feels generic. I've read this before." 

Tom's Problem: He'd outsourced excavation. The psychology sounded complete but wasn't 
his. He couldn't explain why the character made specific choices beyond "that's what the AI 
suggested." 

Tom's Revised Approach (Ethical AI): 

Week 1: Tom observes his character's behavior in the scenes he'd already written: 

"My character always positions himself with back to walls. He never accepts food he didn't 
prepare. He tests new people by lying about his background, then seeing if they notice 
inconsistencies." 

Week 2: Tom uses AI as Socratic coach: 

Tom: "What would someone have to believe for this testing behavior to feel necessary?" 

AI: "What do they fear will happen if they don't test?" 

Tom: "That someone will use their real background against them. Wait—it's not just fear of 
exposure. It's fear of being vulnerable to someone who's gathering information." 

AI: "What would teach someone that vulnerability equals exploitation?" 

Tom: "His mentor. The mentor took him in as orphan, learned his fears and weaknesses, then 
used them to manipulate him into doing things he's ashamed of." 

Week 3: Tom excavates the complete architecture using Socratic questions: 

●​ Behavior: Tests through deception, maintains physical defensiveness 
●​ Belief: "People gather information to exploit vulnerability" 
●​ Wound: Mentor weaponized his trust 
●​ Lie: "Authentic connection gives others power to destroy me" 
●​ Want: Achieve goals while revealing nothing real about himself 
●​ Need: Learn that authentic connection isn't always exploitation 



 
 

 
 
Week 8: New beta readers report: "This character feels real. Complex. I'd love to understand 
him better." 

What Changed: 

●​ Tom discovered the psychology himself through systematic questioning 
●​ AI guided excavation but didn't generate content 
●​ The character now sounds like Tom's voice, not generic fantasy 
●​ Tom can explain every choice and replicate the process with other characters 

 

PART SIX: The Systematic Application 

The Scene-by-Scene Application 

Every scene should reflect your character's excavated psychology. 

Before Excavation: 

Scene: Detective Sarah meets her new partner. 

What you write: "Sarah didn't trust easily. Her father had been corrupt, which made her 
suspicious of other cops. She shook hands with her new partner but kept her distance." 

The Problem: You're telling readers about trust issues rather than showing psychological 
behavior. 

After Excavation: 

Scene: Detective Sarah meets her new partner. 

What you write: 

"Sarah had already run the background check before their first shift. Eight years on the force, 
clean record, two commendations. Which meant exactly nothing—her father had three 
commendations when he was selling evidence to dealers. 

'Chen?' The new partner extended his hand. 



 
 

 
 
She shook it, already tracking details. Firm grip. Wedding ring worn smooth—genuine, not for 
show. Eye contact steady but not challenging. He positioned himself at an angle, not directly 
opposite. Either tactical training or instinctive non-threat display. 

'Marcus.' 

She released his hand after exactly two seconds. Long enough not to be rude. Short enough to 
establish boundaries. 

'I pulled the Rodriguez case file.' He held out a folder. 

Sarah didn't take it immediately. 'Why Rodriguez?' 

'You worked it last year. Thought I should know what you closed.' 

She took the folder. Flipped it open. Read three lines. Her handwriting, her case notes—but not 
the official report. These were her personal observations, filed separately. The ones she kept 
encrypted. 

'Where did you get this?' 

'Your lieutenant thought—' 

'My lieutenant doesn't have access to these notes.' Sarah's voice dropped. 'So I'll ask again: 
where did you get this?'" 

Why This Works: 

●​ Shows her background investigation behavior 
●​ Demonstrates her physical defensiveness (handshake timing) 
●​ Reveals her analytical observation pattern 
●​ Creates immediate conflict when he has files he shouldn't 
●​ Every detail emerges from her psychology (belief that authority figures lie, conviction that 

institutions protect abusers) 

The Principle: Your excavated psychology generates scene details automatically. You're not 
performing the character—you're discovering what they'd do. 

The Dialogue Application 

Excavated psychology shapes every line of dialogue. 

Generic Dialogue (Before Excavation): 



 
 

 
 
"I don't trust you."​
 "Why not?"​
 "I've been hurt before." 

Psychologically Grounded Dialogue (After Excavation): 

"Where did you get those files?"​
 "Your lieutenant—"​
 "My lieutenant doesn't have access to my personal notes. Which means either you broke 
protocol to access them, or someone higher up gave them to you without authorization. Both 
possibilities mean I can't trust the institutional chain here. So which is it?" 

Why This Works: 

●​ The psychology (verify everything, institutions protect corruption) drives the dialogue 
●​ She doesn't explain her trust issues—she demonstrates the investigative behavior they 

created 
●​ Her specific wound (institutional betrayal) shapes her specific concern (unauthorized file 

access) 
●​ The dialogue reveals character while advancing plot 

The Arc Application 

Your excavated psychology determines what transformation actually means. 

Generic Arc: 

"Sarah learns to trust her partner and solves the case together." 

Psychologically Grounded Arc: 

Early: Sarah runs parallel investigations, verifies everything Marcus tells her 

Quarter Mark: Sarah witnesses Marcus refuse pressure from higher-ups to cover up 
evidence—first crack in her belief that all authority is corrupt 

Midpoint: Sarah forced to rely on Marcus when investigating alone would blow her 
cover—discovers partnership can work without exploitation 

Three-Quarter Mark: Sarah learns her verification was right (someone in the department is 
corrupt) but wrong person (not Marcus)—system has corruption AND honest actors 



 
 

 
 
Climax: Sarah must choose: solve case alone (maintains Lie) or accept institutional backup 
Marcus arranges (embraces Need) 

Resolution: Sarah accepts backup, case is solved, but she maintains some verification 
habits—realistic growth that honors her wound while allowing connection 

Why This Works: 

●​ The arc addresses the specific lie ("I'm only safe if I trust no one") 
●​ Growth is gradual, realistic, and honors the formative wound 
●​ The climax creates genuine choice (want vs. need) 
●​ Resolution shows transformation without erasing psychology 

 

PART SEVEN: Resources and Further Reading 

Recommended Books on Character Psychology 

"Story Genius" by Lisa Cron 

●​ Chapter on misbeliefs and how they drive story 
●​ Framework for connecting character psychology to plot 

"The Anatomy of Story" by John Truby 

●​ Deep dive on character webs and psychological systems 
●​ How to create morally complex characters 

"Creating Character Arcs" by K.M. Weiland 

●​ Comprehensive system for want vs. need 
●​ The lie the character believes framework 

"The Emotional Craft of Fiction" by Donald Maass 

●​ Techniques for deepening character psychology 
●​ Exercises for accessing deeper layers 

"Wired for Story" by Lisa Cron 

●​ Neuroscience of how readers process character 



 
 

 
 

●​ Why psychological coherence matters 

Premium Streaming to Study 

For Character Psychology: 

Succession 

●​ Study: How childhood wounds create adult pathology 
●​ Notice: Transactional love creating inability to form authentic connection 
●​ Learn: How to show psychological damage without explaining it 

The Last of Us 

●​ Study: How formative trauma shapes protective behavior 
●​ Notice: Testing relationships through small challenges before vulnerability 
●​ Learn: Physical behavior revealing psychological state 

Breaking Bad 

●​ Study: How the lie ("I'm doing this for my family") drives self-destructive choices 
●​ Notice: Pride masquerading as protection 
●​ Learn: Internal justification vs. external reality 

Fleabag 

●​ Study: How grief and guilt create compulsive behavior 
●​ Notice: Breaking the fourth wall as avoidance of authentic connection 
●​ Learn: Vulnerability shown through resistance to vulnerability 

The Bear 

●​ Study: How trauma creates perfectionism and emotional dysregulation 
●​ Notice: Professional excellence masking personal damage 
●​ Learn: Showing vs. telling psychological wounds 

What to Analyze: 

●​ How do writers show psychology without exposition? 
●​ How does behavior reflect belief systems? 
●​ How do choices feel inevitable given character psychology? 
●​ How does dialogue reveal psychology without stating it? 
●​ How do physical actions convey emotional states? 



 
 

 
 
Online Resources 

The STRATUM Course 

●​ Comprehensive 17-lesson system for character excavation 
●​ Learn the complete methodology with AI coaching 
●​ Free Lesson 1 available at myaiwritingcoach.com 

TikTok: @myaiwritingcoach 

●​ Short-form examples of excavation techniques 
●​ Ethical AI collaboration demonstrations 
●​ Community discussions on character depth 

Writing Excuses Podcast 

●​ Mary Robinette Kowal's episodes on character 
●​ Brandon Sanderson on promises and payoffs 
●​ Focus on craft over inspiration 

Jane Friedman's Blog 

●​ "The Difference Between Character-Driven and Plot-Driven" 
●​ "Creating Believable Characters" 
●​ Industry perspective on character expectations 

 

PART EIGHT: Practice Exercises 

Exercise 1: The Excavation Challenge 

Take a character you've already developed using traditional methods. 

Step 1: Behavioral Inventory 

List every significant action this character takes in your manuscript. Be specific: 

●​ Not "She's defensive" 
●​ But "She crosses arms when questioned, deflects with humor, changes subject when 

conversation gets personal" 



 
 

 
 
Step 2: Pattern Recognition 

Group similar behaviors. Look for patterns across contexts: 

●​ Does she deflect in romantic conversations AND professional settings? 
●​ Does the pattern intensify under certain conditions? 
●​ Are there situations where the pattern doesn't appear? Why? 

Step 3: Belief Excavation 

For the strongest pattern, ask: "What would someone have to believe for this behavior to feel 
necessary?" 

Use AI as Socratic coach. Don't accept AI's first suggestion—dig deeper through questions. 

Step 4: Wound Discovery 

Once you've articulated the belief, ask: "When might someone learn this? What experience 
would teach it?" 

Step 5: Complete Architecture 

Using your discoveries, map the full seven layers: 

1.​ Observable behavior 
2.​ Driving belief 
3.​ Formative wound 
4.​ The lie 
5.​ Want vs. need 
6.​ Fear and desire 
7.​ Domain manifestation 

Step 6: Rewrite Test 

Take one scene from your manuscript. Rewrite it using the excavated psychology. 

Compare the versions: 

●​ Which feels more authentic? 
●​ Which generates more scene detail naturally? 
●​ Which reveals character through action rather than telling? 

Exercise 2: The Netflix Comparison 



 
 

 
 
Week 1: Immersion 

Watch one complete season of a character-driven prestige drama. Take notes on the 
protagonist: 

●​ What specific behaviors recur? 
●​ What belief system seems to drive them? 
●​ When do we learn about their formative wound? 
●​ How do the writers show psychology without exposition? 
●​ What makes choices feel inevitable? 

Week 2: Analysis 

Create a seven-layer excavation of the character: 

1.​ Observable behavior 
2.​ Driving belief 
3.​ Formative wound 
4.​ The lie 
5.​ Want vs. need 
6.​ Fear and desire 
7.​ Domain manifestation 

Week 3: Application 

Apply the same analytical framework to your protagonist: 

●​ Can you map the same seven layers? 
●​ Is your psychology as specific as the TV character's? 
●​ Do your character's choices feel as inevitable? 
●​ Does their behavior reflect their belief system as clearly? 

Week 4: Revision 

Revise your character using what you learned. Focus on: 

●​ Behavioral specificity 
●​ Psychological coherence 
●​ Inevitable choices 
●​ Show vs. tell 

Exercise 3: The Ethical AI Excavation 



 
 

 
 
Setup: 

Choose a character you're developing. Open AI (Claude recommended for extended 
conversations). 

Session 1: Behavior Discovery (30 minutes) 

Prompt: "I'm developing a character. I want to excavate their psychology systematically rather 
than inventing it. Let's start with observable behavior. Ask me Socratic questions that help me 
identify specific, recurring behaviors. Don't suggest behaviors—ask questions that help me 
discover what I already intuitively know." 

Document all behaviors you discover. 

Session 2: Belief Discovery (30 minutes) 

Prompt: "Based on these behaviors [paste your list], ask me Socratic questions that help me 
discover what belief system might drive them. Remember: don't suggest beliefs. Ask questions 
that help me articulate what I already know." 

Document the belief system. 

Session 3: Wound Discovery (30 minutes) 

Prompt: "Based on this belief system [paste your findings], ask me Socratic questions about 
what formative experience might have created it. Don't suggest wounds—guide me to discover 
the origin." 

Document the formative wound. 

Session 4-7: Complete the Layers 

Continue using Socratic prompts for: 

●​ The lie (Session 4) 
●​ Want vs. need (Session 5) 
●​ Fear and desire (Session 6) 
●​ Domain manifestation (Session 7) 

Key Rule: If AI suggests content instead of asking questions, stop and redirect: "Don't 
suggest—ask me questions that help me discover my own answer." 

Result: 



 
 

 
 
You'll have a complete seven-layer excavation that: 

●​ Came from your intuitive knowledge 
●​ Was discovered through systematic questioning 
●​ Maintains your voice and vision 
●​ Can be replicated with other characters 

 

CONCLUSION: The New Minimum 
Here's the paradox every modern fiction writer must embrace: 

The bar has been permanently raised. 

Your readers have been trained by hundreds of hours of premium content to expect character 
psychology that rivals therapy. They've watched protagonists whose choices feel inevitable 
because the writers excavated psychological architecture, not just assigned personality traits. 

That's not a bug. It's the new baseline. 

Traditional character development—worksheets asking about wants, fears, and 
flaws—produces characters that feel adequate by 2005 standards. Modern expectations 
demand characters that feel unavoidable. 

The Three Core Principles Revisited: 

1. From Invention to Excavation 

Stop deciding what your character should be. Start discovering what they are through 
systematic observation of their behavior, excavation of driving beliefs, and tracing those beliefs 
to formative wounds. 

2. Psychology Must Generate Behavior 

Every psychological element must translate into specific, writeable actions across multiple 
contexts. If you can't show it in dialogue, body language, and choices, it's decoration, not 
development. 

3. Ethical AI Amplifies, Never Replaces 



 
 

 
 
Use AI as a Socratic coach that asks questions, not a content generator that provides answers. 
The insights must come from you. AI should help you access what you already intuitively 
know—never replace your creative judgment. 

Your Character Development Should: ✓ Generate specific, recurring behaviors across 
contexts​
 ✓ Make crucial choices feel inevitable​
 ✓ Create recognition in readers ("I know someone like this")​
 ✓ Deepen through systematic excavation, not invention​
 ✓ Maintain your authentic voice throughout 

Your Character Development Should Never: ✗ Rely on labels without behavioral translation​
 ✗ Accept AI-generated content without understanding​
 ✗ Create psychology that only serves plot needs​
 ✗ Stop at surface traits without deeper architecture​
 ✗ Sacrifice voice for generic psychological complexity 

The Ultimate Test: 

Six months from now, will beta readers say: 

"This character feels as real as the ones I'm watching on Netflix"? 

Or will they say: 

"The character is well-developed, but..."? 

The difference between those outcomes is systematic excavation guided by the framework in 
this guide. 

 

About STRATUM 
This guide is based on principles taught in STRATUM, a comprehensive character development 
course for fiction writers launching March 1, 2026. 

STRATUM teaches the complete excavation methodology outlined in this guide across 17 
systematic lessons. You'll learn to develop character psychology at the depth modern readers 
expect—using AI ethically as a Socratic coach, not a content generator. 

What You'll Learn: 



 
 

 
 
Foundation (Lessons 1-8): Complete psychological architecture through systematic excavation 

●​ Observable behavior patterns 
●​ Driving belief systems 
●​ Formative wounds 
●​ The lie they believe 
●​ Want vs. need 
●​ Fear and desire 
●​ Domain manifestation 
●​ Psychological integration 

Excavation (Lesson 9): The Interview Method for discovering character voice, texture, and 
detail 

Integration (Lessons 10-17): Deploying psychology on the page 

●​ Backstory drip techniques 
●​ Context, memory, and flashback 
●​ Dialogue as revelation 
●​ Avoiding info-dumps 
●​ Testing psychological coherence 

The STRATUM Difference: 

●​ Systematic excavation, not random invention 
●​ Ethical AI collaboration, not content generation 
●​ Seven-layer architecture that rivals premium streaming 
●​ 35+ years of teaching expertise applied to character craft 
●​ Fortune 500-caliber instruction for fiction writers 

Early Bird Pricing: 

●​ Register before March 1: $197 
●​ Regular price after launch: $347 
●​ Lifetime access at your registration price 

But You Don't Have to Wait. 

Access Lesson One completely free right now at myaiwritingcoach.com. 

Experience the excavation method firsthand. Learn to identify your character's surface behavior 
pattern using AI as a Socratic partner. 



 
 

 
 
No pressure. No commitment. Just one lesson to see if this systematic approach resonates with 
you. 

 

Your Next Steps 
Before you close this guide, complete this action plan: 

The character I'll excavate first: 

___________________________________________________ 

One behavior I've already observed: 

___________________________________________________ 

The diagnostic test I'll apply first: 

●​ [ ] Behavioral Lock Test 
●​ [ ] Inevitable Choice Test 
●​ [ ] Recognition Test 
●​ [ ] Cross-Domain Test 

My deadline for completing the seven-layer excavation: 

___________________________________________________ 

Date I'll access free Lesson One: 

___________________________________________________ 

 

The bar has been raised. 

Your readers expect character psychology as complex as the protagonists dominating prestige 
television. 

You can meet that expectation—not by abandoning your voice, but by excavating the character 
psychology you've been carrying all along. 

Systematic excavation. Ethical AI collaboration. Psychology that rivals therapy. 



 
 

 
 
Ready to close the Netflix gap? 

Visit myaiwritingcoach.com and discover how the excavation method creates characters as 
psychologically complex as the ones your readers are binging right now. 

Transform invention into excavation. Labels into lived behavior. Decoration into inevitable 
choices. 

Your readers are waiting for characters that feel as real on the page as they do on screen. 
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