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Okay. Going to talk to you about engrams. Very interesting subject-engrams and Creative Processes.

Sounds like this lecture should have been made back about 1952 or 1951. The truth of the matter is, today we are quite positively and definitely interested in the characteristics of cases from the standpoint of engrams. And the reason why we're so interested is because we can solve them today much easier than we've ever solved them before. So if we can solve something, why, we definitely ought to look at it once in a while and take cognizance of it. Because, actually, the fact that the reactive bank has been solved is one of the best reasons why we should do something about the engram, you see?

This entire picture of engrams and pictures is a fascinating thing. Sometimes you speak to some phrenologist, I think they're called-it's a subject taught in American universities, it studies mice, [laughter] And I don't know, they do. They do study mice. Mice are very, very important. You know, all the mice in the world came from Russia. I don't know if you knew this, but that's a fact. The first invasion from the steppes took place when seven brands of mice and rats came out of the steppes and invaded Europe. 

And that's right. And the rest of the world never before that time or date, never, had ever seen one. It's very, very astonishing-great historical material involved here.

Well anyway, they got these mixed up with communists or something so they started to study them as a special subject known as phrenology or miceology in the United States. In every university, why, there's a big department and it studies mice. And I talked to some of these mice and they're not subversive. They're not. I mean, I asked one, one time. He says, "I'm an American."

And I said, "What do you mean an American?"

"My ancestors landed here before yours did." he says.

"Well" I said, "maybe you've got something there." I said, "What you doing?"

He said, "I'm trying to keep out of them damn universities," he said. "Somebody's likely to find out why I had to marry the girl."

Well anyhow, that's the way it is. In America, they do all sort of interesting things. But I'm not exaggerating it now. It really is true that all the mice in the world came from the steppes. The rats come from the Kremlin. Anyway . .. [laughter]

The whole problem of mental imagery is a fascinating one which has been delineated at great length in this field of phrenology. And the trouble is-mice, you know, don't-they don't talk well and so the mice have never really made many comments on this sort of thing. So they don't know about human beings. That's the only thing I can think of-that nobody ever ran into the tremendous amount of phenomena extant in the human mind, all out of-just plainly the subject of a picture. Just the subject of a picture has the most tremendous ramifications and phenomena that you'd care to study in a long month of Sundays.

The whole problem is covered in a few brief pages in this field of phrenology. It says that people sometimes get pictures. End of chapter. No, I'm not joking. I mean, it's a very cursorily glanced-at thing. I read in a textbook in phrenology one time, children and morons often have pictures. These are mental image pictures which they look at to amuse themselves. Nyah!

Did you ever run some somatics in an engram? Did you ever run any somatics? That's amusing.

Well, when we walked onto the scene in 1950, as even Time magazine now knows-I mean, finally Time published enough about Dianetics and me, Dianeticists and Scientologists-they finally found out we existed. And the last time they were talking about prenatals and so forth, why, they headed the whole article giving me credit for having discovered them.

I actually didn't discover them, I just found out about them. They'd been noticed several times. The most noteworthy time was about 1914 or '15-some chap had some method of getting people to recall way back. And Freud had an awful lot to say about this. He went on and on and on and on about return to the womb and how the tremendous need for Mother finally wound the fellow back up in the womb. Actually, psychiatry knew all about this. People were curled up in balls, factually, in sanitariums, to such an extent that they couldn't overlook the fact that they were in the womb position.

And I don't know why they all believe in mysticism to such a great extent. I don't know why these scientists buy such a tremendous amount of mysticism. And that's not the proper name, mysticism. I mean, just why they buy all of this para-science-because they think that the fellow curls up in a ball because he has nothing to curl him up in the ball. You see, if there is no energy manifestation to curl him up in a ball, then we have to get four times removed in our explanation, see, of why he's curled up in a ball. 

Here's an insane patient lying there in the womb position, you see. What got him up there? See? What's tying him up in this knot? Why is he doing this? I'd rather have an explanation than no explanation. My idea of science was always that it explained things. And when you see a phenomenon of this magnitude scattered all over the institutions and so forth and when the chap who founded permissive, investigative psychotherapy-Mr. Freud (not Dr. Freud, if you please, Mr. Freud)-Medical Association of the day said he was for the sea gulls and wanted nothing to do with him.

This chap has gone on and on about this manifestation, and other people have noticed it and mentioned it and so forth. Don't you think somebody would have come off this pitch of "it's all done with mirrors" or something? Hm? Don't you think somebody would have come off this kick? Fantastic-it's fantastic that anybody would accept a phenomenon without causation. If somebody continually curled up in a ball in an institution, somebody would say, sooner or later, "I wonder what's curling him up in the ball? He sure isn't, because he isn't there. There must be something around that's curling him up in a ball." Don't you think somebody should have asked this question, huh? In view of the fact that the German psychiatrist has known about it for over a century, that it's mentioned in the records of Bedlam right here in England? Don't you think somebody sooner or later would have said, "I wonder what's curling these people up in a ball looking like babies in the womb?" you know?

Well, it shouldn't have been-you see, I feel put upon. I want to tell you the truth, I feel put upon. Because when a scientist walks into a field which isn't his field, you see, and he is trained and educated in some other discipline, such as the discipline of atomic molecular phenomena and he knows his house is in order, his boys are all ready to blow the whole damn world up, you know, they're on the ball. They're right there. No humanity, but tremendous science, you know? When they wheel up the electrode, something pops, you know. And when they get the wires fixed to the terminals, why, it raises hell with somebody, you see? They can even tell who it's going to raise hell with: themselves. (They haven't found that out too thoroughly yet.)

But anyhow, here is this entire body of physical science, you see, and with a tremendous discipline, a tremendous mathematics, a great deal of experimentation, regimen. Things are not acceptable except according to very definite plans and data and agreement. And when everybody looks at the experiment and everybody sees the same thing, they say, "That's it! All right. We're fine now. Everybody sees this thing. All right, now let's go someplace."

But if there were six of them standing around the table and five of them say, "Well, we see it."

And the sixth one says, "I don't see it at all."

They'd say, "There's something wrong with this thing." And they'd go ahead and find out what was wrong with it and make it right. Now, that's the discipline of the physical sciences. It is. It's very definite.

You never saw anybody quite so savage as a physicist who does not see the phenomenon to which his compatriots are pointing. He says, "You guys are nuts!" He doesn't know anything about insanity, but he knows that much. That if all the guys don't see the same thing, either one of them is crazy or it isn't happening somehow or there's something else occurring that he knows not what of. Well, that's the discipline of the physical sciences.

All right. A chap trained in that discipline turns around and looks over into another field which is just as well represented as scientific and he thinks, "Well, the boys have been busy here for, well, since 1879 at Leipzig. And gee whiz, they've got all kinds of data and they can give us all kinds of answers. They can give us the smallest unit of energy because they study that. And they can give us this and they can give us that and they're mathematically, statistically accurate and ..."

What field? Not what datum. What field? Where? Where's the data? Who's been hiding it? Who hasn't looked at it? Terrible. You have no idea of the feeling of a lost terminal. You know? You suppose one is there and then you reach out and you can't
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find it. And the textbooks are all in disagreement. And nobody is doing anything and there isn't any cure for anything. And, you know, you get the most lost feeling you ever felt. It was a great shock to me when I first found this out.

Now, you have to know this. I'm not just talking one way or the other about this. I'm trying to point something out to you. Out of this entire field of research and the disappointment of failing to discover that anybody had been busy or that anybody had been in agreement with anybody since 1879, evidently-to find at that end of the line, a great deal of no data, no observation to amount to anything. The stuff was strictly balderdash-statistically inaccurate and the research materials bad-very poor.

You take the sleep curve. This is a case in point This confounded sleep curve. I finally ran down the doctorate thesis which told me what the sleep curve was. The sleep curve had been dreamed up by throwing away all of the data that didn't agree with it back about 1902. And that same curve that appears in all of the textbooks, prior to 1950 in the field of the mind, was originally dreamed up on a series of about three cases. And it was published by a student. And it was picked up by his professor and published in his textbook with a complete explanation of it and then was lifted by the next textbook writer on the subject without the explanation and has been riding ever since without further check or addition in that (quote) "science" (unquote) without any elucidation of its accuracy. The sleep curve printed in the textbooks of the mind sciences prior to 1950 is not inaccurate. It just is not!

Now, I was fascinated with this because after I had run down trying to correlate some data and find myself. .. You see, for a long time I simply said, "Well now, wait a minute here. It is I that is lost, see? I am the one who is lost. I simply don't know what text to put my hands on and it requires an orientation."

I studied this subject from that viewpoint, then, in a very definite effort to get good orientation and so forth. But it was just more lost terminals, you know, more lost terminals. 

And I finally found out that if these jokers at least would stop lying for three minutes, they would have told me long since that there is no subject there. It's just a bunch of opinions which have congealed-like this sleep curve.

And finally I found the doctorate thesis of the young man who had finally traced back the sleep curve. He was a PhD. He had done his work beautifully and accurately. And he finally found out where the sleep curve came from.

And I went down to the Library of Congress and I looked up the textbook he referred to. And sure enough, there was the original sleep curve in about 1902, with a full explanation of how it was a series of three and how it was for the birds. And there was the same curve. And all those years, all those decades later, this sleep curve was being published in every single textbook of any note on this subject as the fact, as the complete fact. And it said that in the first hour of the night everybody slept deepest and then at certain hours of the night their sleep lightened and so on. In other words, depth of sleep during the night for the average person. Now, that is the sleep curve, you know?

And this boy ran a curve on this. He finally ran a curve on this himself and found out that it was too random to be plotted. There is no sleep curve.

How would you like to be a scientist researching in the field of the mind where all of the data on which you were depending hadn't ever been raked up, but the data that had been raked up was of this quality?

Somebody speaks of Dianetics: Modern Science of Mental Health making wild statements. It's very interesting. A textbook in the field of psychotherapy has these lines as follows: "Every time a kleptomaniac fails to steal something, he burns down the house." I mean, that's a direct quote, I'm sorry. People don't believe this sort of thing, see? How would you like a statement like that to be a factual scientific statement in the field that you're researching, see? 

Well, another statement: "Every time a kleptomaniac steals anything, he has or she has an orgasm." This is science? No, it is not science.

Now, why am I talking to you about this? Because you live in a society which has been living alongside of this incorrect information-not just incorrect, but falsified. That's a hard word. For lack of actual knowledge, for lack of observed statistics, information was falsified. All right.

What's this got to do with us? It means that we're living alongside of a chain of lies of one kind or another. We're living alongside of a bunch of misconceptions which are so overpoweringly huge in magnitude that the data of the engram, the picture, the anatomy of the mind, the behavior of energy in the mind, the situation of the awareness of awareness unit and so forth, dredged up, looked at very hard, classified, so on, comes under considerable strain as nonscientific.

Now, let's get this real straight. Let's look at this plainly. Here we do have a tremendous body of technology, don't we? Here's the engram and energy picture manifestations, the time track-all of these various things which are discernible, are detectable, which are measurable, person after person. And this body of information is in existence in a superstition-I hate to have to call it by this word, but this thing called a superstition is simply a-it's an old Roman connotation. It means a bunch of the boys got around and dreamed something up and said that was it and it was kind of mysterious. It was their early word for church and so forth. It's a bunch of more or less erroneous or dreamed-up beliefs of one kind or another that sit as a body used by some cult. All right.

This data about the engram and the reactive bank sits there as a series of precisions, you see? And it is being bedmates with a superstition. What do you suppose is going to happen? It becomes almost unsafe to publish the actual data on the subject of the phenomena of the mind. It becomes almost unsafe to do so. Because the agreement is the superstition. Do you see this? The wide "scientifically held"-and that in about eight sets of quotes-"scientifically held" opinion is a superstition, but it is the widely held opinion. I want to call that to your attention.
Therefore, anything you offer in the field of the mind which is factual, measurable, observable and remediable-out of the body of material called Dianetics-is immediately up against a series of superstitions which are much more widely held and believed. It's an incredible thing-incredible thing. Because it renders your preclear liable to a peculiarity of restimulation, which is the first problem of address to auditing engrams. After all these years I know this is the first thing that an auditor has to take into account: the credulity or the extant superstition concerning the mind.

And into this he hands a precise, knowable datum: he says, "A prenatal." Now certainly, if bodies are going to curl up in prenatal positions and behave prenatally, although now, (quote) "fully matured" (unquote), it'd only be a superstition that tells you that there's nothing that makes them do this, see? There's no actual experience, there's no belief, there's no consideration-it just happens. Oh, my God, I mean, how wild can we get, see? We've got to have some kind of a causation. We know this body has been developed in a womb. This is an observable fact. And therefore, we must assume that the body must have carried along some of the patterns of its development.

People talked all the time about the genetic blueprint. A fellow by the name of Darwin came up and screamed like a banshee. Lamarck-these characters-I mean, they're just characters! It's fabulous what these men have done! They say, "There's an unending stream of protoplasm that develops itself by accident. And there's no blueprint of the development." Oh, Christ.

Go out here and find a bunch of workmen and say, "Okay, workmen . . ."-we'll treat them as the unending stream of protoplasm-we'll say, "Go ahead, workmen, build an auditorium." And then walk off. You come back a long time later and you say, "What you doing?"

"I don't know."

"Well, what are you doing?"

"Well, we're supposed to build an auditorium."

"Well, why don't you get busy on it?"

And they say, "Well, there's a lot of material around here, but what's an auditorium? Where's the blueprints? How many floors does it have? How many people has it got to hold? Where's the entrance? What street does it face on? What's the numbering system of its offices? We've got to have some data. Give us a blueprint and we can build."

All right. According to past theoreticians, you would then have made a magic pass in the air, see, and you'd say, "There's your blueprint," and walked off. Rrrrr. I mean, after all, how silly can we get? I mean, the workmen would have stood there and said, "That certainly was a pretty pass. His little finger was held just right while he was making it. But where the hell does the front door go?" You get the idea?

Now, let's just look at some of these things and face them up-not out of rancor. The only rancor in this, by the way-you should understand this clearly-is the fact that it made me do work which I didn't want to do, see? I had other fish to fry. I had had a lot of other things that I was interested in without accumulating all this basic information. You get the idea? And therefore the accumulation of all this basic information.... [sigh] Why didn't somebody accumulate it?

I mean, you know, you think you're playing on a team and there you are on the football field and you say, "Thank God for all these other players. You know, there they are-all ranked up. We're all ready to kick off here." And you run down the field and you say, "That's funny. The ball hasn't been kicked off yet." And you look around. "What other players?" You're standing out there all by yourself feeling like a silly ass, see? The most nonsensical thing that could happen to anybody. There's supposed to be a game in progress and nobody kicks the ball off.

So you, wisely or unwisely, go back and say, "Well, all right. I will run down the field, kick the ball off and then I'll run back and protect the goal." You get the idea? This becomes, then, a wild confusion-my life, and yours, to a marked degree, have been confused for just these basic and fundamental reasons: we were doing too much work for the same period of time that we should have been developing its application for people, you see-analyzing already existing phenomena. We were examining phenomena when we should have been doing many other things, you see?

Actually, nobody took responsibility for it. It does not lie in the field of medicine-definitely. Medicine is observable structure-it's a business of observable structure. And this stuff is not clearly observable-it's mental structure, see? Although it influences the body structure, medicine-it never would have occurred, really, to medicine to have examined this thing. So, really, nobody was around. The psychiatrist, he was observable structure. The fellow was insane, so he'd just record everything the fellow said, you know, and hoped that sooner or later if he took enough notes-you know, if fifty million monkeys write on fifty thousand typewriters for twenty-five million years-some datum like this-they would write all the books ever written. Well, they just recorded data. Nobody assimilated it. Nobody put it together. Then, very often they would throw away the wrong piece of paper, you see?

So we came into this incredible thing of where we ourselves are tumbling over the basic work. And we're doing this fantastic thing: we're trying to wrap up much better than a hundred years of scientific mental research in a period of about six or seven. That we've done this shows only not how wonderful it all is. It just shows that it could have been done much more easily a long time ago. This is the only thing you can assume from this.

And you come up with this suddenly developed, suddenly presented datum. It was simply there to be seen. It was there to be cataloged. It was there to be classified. And you come up with this datum as an auditor and you say, "There you are. A prenatal."

The fellows say, "Prenatal what?"

"Prenatal energy picture."

"What's that?"

"It is a moment of experience which has been solidified and is ready to react again upon the body. It is the heart of the stimulus-response mechanism of the body. And it's done by pictures and interaction amongst pictures. And this is one of its pictures. This is the blueprint. This is part of the blueprint of the body. Now, it. .."

"Part of what blueprint?" is the reaction you're going to get, see? "Part of what blueprint?"

You say, "The blueprint of the body, [sigh]"

And they say, "There isn't any blueprint for the body. It's an unending stream of protoplasm."

You say, "It might have been an unending stream of protoplasm, but I'd sure like to see these workmen out here build that auditorium without any kind of a blueprint.

"This is one of the pictures. This is probably blueprint eight to the eight billionth power of one instant in space which may be duplicated in certain instances. And this is a piece of that gigantic blueprint which finally evolves a human body, [sigh]"

The fellow will say, "What's a prenatal?"

"It's a mental energy picture. It's a mental energy picture that is part and has become part, because of its peculiarities, of the blueprint by which is made the body in which you are looking at this with."

"Blueprint. What do you mean a blueprint?"

"It's the accumulation of experience which monitors and modifies the structural and functional characteristics of a body."

"Where'd it come from?"

"Well, it happened at the time it occurred. A certain amount of stress and duress came about in an instant of time and the body took a picture of it and filed it. And it's filed in the reactive banks because unconsciousness is part of it And that's what it is. Blueprint."

He'd say, "[sigh] I don't know what you're talking about. I am a psychologist." You get... ?

So it isn't any man's viciousness. It was a bunch of men's laziness. And it's the only real fault you could find with these characters. They were just too stinking lazy to be let live. I'm sure Professor Wundt had an idea of what he was doing, but he should have writ something and told the boys, "You are applying scientific principles of physiology to the field of the mind and this is the way you do it and this is the scientific regimen. Scientific regimens are performed in the following fashion: a, b, c, d, 2, a, b, c, d, 3, a, b, c, d." You know like Bacon did. There was a man. There was a man.

But of course this Wundt was, I guess, thorough only in collecting his salary, as near as I can figure out.

It's a fantastic fact-it's a fantastic fact that a science can be dreamed up all in one fell swoop. Did you ever look over the science of and classifications and so forth of botany? Bacon sat down one day and he says, "This is the way you put a science together." Scribble, scribble, scribble, scribble, scribble. "As example, a science for flowers." Scribble, scribble, scribble, scribble, scribble. "That's botany, folks." He just used this as an example. And the botanists took it and they said, "Hey, you know, this is all right!" And that is botany. Did you know that? He told them how to put something together, how to classify.

They use, by the way, the exact classifications today that he scribbled with this quill pen-1500 and what was it? Way back, way back. Actually, it hasn't moved an inch except to add to its classifications. But as a result you have an orderly horticulture. You have a very orderly-what is it?-floriculture as well.
Out of this original study of botany came classifications of all kinds of plantings-food. The agrarian civilization became so efficient that we no longer had to be interiorized entirely into raising a couple of peonies and a spud, you see? We knew enough about it so that we no longer had to stand there looking at it, because people could add to this classification and get somewhere with it. You see this? So it would have been possible a hundred years ago to have done this.

All right. We've done it today. And it's brand-new. And it's workable. And it exists in the midst of a superstition created by a bunch of guys because they were too lazy to create facts or look. They let the human sciences fall abysmally behind the physical sciences. And this occurred only because the physical scientist in his disciplines did not know that the human scientists were falling behind. And they have fallen behind to such a degree that now the nuclear physicist is a nut in control of an atom bomb. This could be a very destructive mis-pace, couldn't it? Hm? This could be cataclysmic. As a matter of fact, you might get your right index finger radioactively burned because this datum has occurred. Out of pace.

Now let's look at the physical sciences-and here they are, sitting here roaring and ready to go, with an understanding of everything but human beings, politics, sanity, economics. Here they are, see. But here they are, all set and raring to go. Boy, can they build motor cars! Man, are they hot where it comes to setting up new refrigerators! And, gee, they're certainly sharp when it comes to stringing new power lines! And they can build planes that go swoosh! They're in terrific condition, see? With what? They have armed a thing that doesn't have any understanding or real control of itself with weapons beyond the capability of the single individual to resist. All because this other thing has occurred.

Now, I don't want to get you the idea or any of you who are trained in this past discipline (although very few people have ever been trained in it, they've studied it), don't want you to get the idea that we are berating these fellows for anything else than an incredible laziness. And I don't want you to get any other idea about my rancor concerning this. It's simply the rancor of a busy man who had an awful lot of basic spade work to do, see? And I do feel a bit of blame, particularly since they were not helpful. But there was, then, a terrific dis-pace here.

Here's the physical sciences, way up here. Here are these mental sciences, way down here.

All right. Now, I want you to look at the comparable datum. If these low-developed superstitions are what are passing for humanities, right now-if that's the case-then you, whereas you may not be up to the same perfection and precision, but damn near, of the physical sciences, see, you've still got the same gap. And your impatience with these humanities is apt to be-is apt to be as wroth as mine, after you've been at this for a while.

If you were to go around to a few universities and so forth and try to give the boys the hot dope so they could come up to present time on the material, you would find that you were running into a cult-like superstition which depends upon a sort of a priestly belief-in rather than any data. They're not there to have anything proved to or anything. You're going to be out of pace with them. You savvy? All right.

You're going to be out of pace with these people. To that degree, remember that the physical sciences were carrying everybody pell-mell toward disaster by being so out of pace with the mental sciences. And it's very, very curious that you're just as far out of pace now as a mental scientist. Here you are, a relatively small group in a world, with a tremendous command of the mind. You do have a command of the mind. The people sitting right here have looked over this work, they have acquaintance with it.

One chap this morning was telling me, "You know, I've never run an engram." Well, he may never have run one, but he knows what they are. He knows what the score is with them and he could handle them in several different ways.

So the first and foremost lesson you have to learn about the engram and about its materiel is that it, as a technology, is as far displaced in development in comparison to the extant humanities as the physical sciences are displaced.

The physical sciences can ruin Man, can't they? They're in a position to ruin Man. That's because the wide and broad agreement on this subject has not been brought up to parity.

I'm going to tell you the first thing you've got to learn about the engram. The first thing you've got to learn about all the odds and ends and Para-Scientology, what you've got to learn about prenatals and past lives and future lives and thetans and Lord knows what tremendously wide category of materials-the first thing you've got to learn about it is how to use it in dissemination of materials. That's the first thing. Because you can use it in such a way as to reform and recapture and overcome a hundred years of laziness on the part of the mental scientist. Or you could use it to drive any extant groups or persons interested in this subject into maybe a psychotic rage and maybe an apathy of depth.

Now, we're talking just amongst us girls now. You got the idea. Here you have the physical sciences driving Man right straight out the bottom of the barrel by developing weapons, transportation, technologies and machines far beyond Man's capabilities to understand or use on the human plane. And with that, the world faces chaos.

Similarly, having developed the material which you have in your hands at this moment, you are in a similar position with relationship to the entirety of the field of healing. I want to teach you this, right now: that if you use your information well and within 

certain principles and bounds, you can recapture and reform and bring up to date the entire field of healing, the length and breadth of the world, with no difficulty. But misusing this information, which is to say, mishandling it in dissemination, you could bring about a complete chaos in the field of healing.

Don't for a moment believe that it is a question of does the engram exist or doesn't it exist? That is not the question today. The question is this-is the phenomena of Dianetics going to be employed to remedy the tardiness of the human sciences or is it going to be used, as the physical sciences are unfortunately being used, to completely smash the world of healing? Now, that's what it amounts to.

Now, as you sit there, you have available either in your own experience or at your fingertips in books, which you are trained to understand, an enormous amount of this phenomena. You know what this phenomena is. It's old hat to most of you. It seems common to you. Now, the way that you have understood this collision between the precision and mechanical understanding in Dianetics and the superstition of past studies, is that you very often got invalidated and your preclear very often got invalidated. And then you believed that your material in the engram, locks, secondaries, facsimiles in general, past lives and so on, you believed that this material then stood on a queasy, uncomfortably, unsound basis. But you know very well if you have studied this material that it does not stand on any such unsound basis. It's standing on concrete. It's the physical sciences-the physically developed but undeveloped superstitions that are standing above a void. Now do you understand this?

The material which you have, number one, can be or is invalidated by the general agreement which has not yet caught up to this material. Follow me?

Audience: Mm-hm.

The general agreement is not there yet. All right. Therefore, it has an invalidating 13 effect upon you. But you kind of-get kind of sore about it. You've seen a preclear run a prenatal or you've had all kinds of things turn up in the bank-you've run certain kinds of processes and you achieved certain phenomena and results on a preclear. And you're getting good about it, you know how to predict these things.

And here's the oddity: your faith is not required. That is the disadvantage of the physical sciences. Nobody's faith is required. The phenomena exists or it doesn't exist and if it doesn't exist, it doesn't exist. If everybody can look, all six guys around the table take a look at this phenomenon and they say, "Well, that's it." That's it. You see? It's not a case of argue.

This is a terribly destructive thing. It puts into the hands of an individual such weapons of conviction that nothing else can occur but that everybody bows down to that conviction.

A man would be mad, indeed, if you took two little sticks, you put them just under the edge of the table and you said, "Now, you know that when I lift my arms and put two little sticks on the table, there are going to be two little sticks on the table."

And this fellow sitting across from you says, "Oh, that doesn't seem very likely. After all, I've been given to understand that when somebody puts his hands on the table, they're always and invariably empty."

And you say, "Well now, watch out, because I'm going to do this."

And the fellow says, "Oh, well, I wouldn't believe it if I saw it."

And you put your hands on the table and there are two litde sticks in them. And you put the two litde sticks there and you say, "That's that."

This guy will look at you. He will be upset with you.

Do you realize you're in a position to do that? With psychometric tests, you can demonstrate conclusively that somebody was wrong for a real long time when he said the IQ of an individual could not be changed at will. See? That's an awful battering ram right there. Anybody could take these tests. 

There is such a thing as a lie detector-not our E-Meters, but the police lie detectors. We can show by the operation of the lie detector exactly where these things lie and how. It's an awful crusher.

And along with these two things, you have dozens of crushers, not the least of which is that people get better and psychosomatics disappear. You've got these two little sticks in your hands and when you put your hands on the table, there are two little sticks there. And the superstition is going to say to you, "No, no. There are not going to be any sticks there. When people put their hands on the table, they're empty."

And you say, "When I put my hands on the table, there are sticks." You do it.

What's he going to do? You're in a position, as I say, to enturbulate the entire field of healing. And not to drag it out or look it over any further, you are at this moment enturbulating healing. And so am I.

A few years ago in the United States, psychiatrists used to say, "Dianetics, hah, hah, hah! Hah! Oh, that ridiculous stuff. That guy, Hubbard. Yeah, well!" They don't do that today. They sit there, they look like birds that have been suddenly faced with a snake. They are coldly upset about the whole thing. They are not vicious. They're just coldly, politely reserved.

Some patient comes in and says, "I have been worked on with some Dianetics (or some Scientology)." He tells a medical doctor or a psychiatrist this in the United States, the fellow greets it with silence. He doesn't come up against it anymore.

What do you want to do? Knock out the whole field of healing? We could go on a sufficient advertising campaign within the United States or elsewhere at this moment to unsettle and unstabilize a great many things that have been built up over a great, long period of time. Yes, it may be true that the people in the United States in the field of healing are not doing the best they can do, by our lights. But I've shown you already this morning the intolerance of the physical scientist for bad scientific work-just one field of investigation-terrific intolerance. If you lost that intolerance, you never get anyplace. Always spit on somebody that's doing a lousy piece of research and telling you it's a good one.

Similarly, in the field of practice, you could so thoroughly invalidate, if you really got busy, any field of healing that you ran into, that you could upset and unstabilize the field of healing.

You could advertise Dianetics and Scientology, I could write some books, I could demonstrate some proof, I could put some weapons of one kind or another in your hands and you could go out on a campaign of trying to sell Scientology and so on to fields of healing. And Scientology is not purely a healing science, you understand. You could go out and do this.

You know what reaction you'd get? You'd get a complete confusion. Now, why would you get a confusion? It's because you would be knocking out the stable data of those fields. And remember the confusion in those fields is held in check by its stable data. Got the structure?

Here's a stable datum that's quite interesting. There are some fields that believe that structure monitors function. And that's the totality of it: structure monitors function. And they align all of their data to that fact. You see this?

All right. You come along and you say, "Look. Look here. I can prove to you"-and you could, by the way, in their own framework with the endocrine system-"I can prove to you that function monitors structure." You could say this. And you could say, "Now, we're going to take this fellow and we're going to give him hormones and then we're going to-and we're going to find out there's no change-and then we're going to clear his attitudes toward sex, and then we're going to give him hormones again and now they're functional." This is not a total proof, but it's an awfully upsetting one. There are several other such proofs. In other words, you could bear down on this poor chap to a point of where he was practically spinning.

Why would he be spinning? You would be invalidating his stable data. The stable data of that field in which he's associated is that structure monitors function and that function does not control structure. And you've just come along and said, "Look, thinkingness or function controls the structure of this man's glandular system." And this man's glandular system did not change unless you changed it via the monitoring factor-function. It didn't change by the mere addition of some drugs or fluids or secretions. You see what you've done? You've shaken that basic datum. You've shaken it badly. And as a result, you are met by confusion. And the confusion in that man's eyes is going to be headed at you as anything on the Emotional Scale: Anger, Fear, Antagonism. Any of these things could occur as an emotional reaction to your very definite proof that structure did not monitor function.

Now, you understand his entire network may be built on this datum. And if his network is built on that datum-look, you've just plain ordinary, pure and simple, got to choose between the will to heal, the will to help of this individual and his position and role in the society or his extinction by confusion.

Now we're taking up a problem that actually I seldom think about. I mean, it's good roads and good weather if somebody out of the field of healing talks to me . .. Last night I spent hours and hours with three very fine fellows in the field of healing. We found out we had tremendous points in agreement. These chaps had heard a lot about Para-Scientology. It upset a lot of their basic data. They were confused. And all of a sudden they said to themselves, "You know, maybe Hubbard isn't as goofy as some of this stuff sounds. Let's go get ahold of him and talk to him."

And so we all had dinner together. And they were real happy at the end of that time. Why? I didn't upset any of their stable data. I told them what was Para-Scientology and what we really worked with. You see? I simply answered their questions and let them fit into their frame of reference any data they wanted to fit in. If they wanted to throw some of that data away, that was all right with me. I wasn't insisting they were taking the whole boodle. And they finished the evening, they felt calm and they felt cheerful about the whole thing. These men were in the field of healing. They were professionals. All right. Now . . . (Very important ones, too.)

Here's an interesting thing-very interesting. The wrong thing to do would be the thing you are prone to do, which is to throw aside your actual information on the subject and say, "Well, we will hold this somewhat in doubt and we will agree over here a little bit with this superstition and then we will get a bridge of communication." See, that's not smart either, because you're just dropping your abilities and discounting them. You know what you know. If you don't know it, you don't know it. But if you know engrams exist and all of this other phenomena exist, why, don't let yourself be invalidated. You just happen to know more about the mind than somebody else. You see? And that's no reason for you to drop your hard-won information on the subject. At the same time, it's no reason to upset his stable data. You follow me?

So I'm going to tell you here very briefly how to handle the engrams and phenomena of Dianetics and Scientology so that they become very digestible-very briefly.

You find out what the other fellow is doing to heal. Follow me? What he's doing-what technologies he uses. And then you simply show him-having discovered what he is doing-then you simply show him that you might have a datum or two, you see, that would assist him to do this very thing and which fits within his framework. Don't throw the book at him. Work with him slowly. Do you see this? You see, you could do this.

I'll give you an example. A very, very well-known chap here in England told me the basic theory of-you should realize that these fellows are used to being confronted with other fields of healing. You should realize that, see? They're used to being confronted with wild guys that suddenly step up with a panacea for the world's ills. See, they're used to this guy. Right now, they feel funny because we don't quite fit in this bracket. See, we're not fitting in this bracket. We're not doing just exactly that. And therefore they are a little bit out of condition as far as we're concerned, so it has to be gently handled. Otherwise you're going to make a lot of people stay away.

Now here's this chap and he described to me how the body is trying to finish off ... By the way, his basic stable datum is that the body is always trying to get well. See, that stable datum in that science-the body is always trying to get well and if you simply let it get well, it will get well. We know this: the body is trying to survive and it will do anything to survive, even kill itself so it can have another form which will survive better. That's just a broader statement, you see, but it certainly does knock out this other stable datum. It demonstrates that it's wrong.

All right. I didn't contest this or talk about this. I got him to talking about this. And he said the body was trying to finish off an illness anytime it had a chronic illness. See? Anytime the body had a chronic ill which went on for a long time-anytime this occurred-why, it had been sick at one time or another and somebody had healed it ferociously or suddenly and it had not had a chance to finish off that cycle of illness. You get this? You get this as an interesting theory, though.

Now let's just look at this as a theory. The fellow, let us say, had diphtheria. And about halfway through diphtheria something happened to change the course of diphtheria. The body was trying to get rid of certain toxins and ills with diphtheria, see? And it would have gotten rid of all of these and would have gotten well. But it was stopped right in the middle of diphtheria. Now, you see where this comes in?

You see how a fellow observing this phenomenon ... It isn't whether he's right or we're right, see, that isn't the contest. You have the actual information to know exactly why a body would appear to be this way-there would be a stop in the middle of diphtheria. 

And so they're trying to explain a very cleverly observed fact. This was Hahnemann, by the way, a hundred and seventy years ago, developed this theory, if I remember rightly. All right.

We do know that the body can get stuck in the middle of an engram, don't we? And here's somebody with an explanation for it. We could tell him, "Well, now look, there's a picture of the engram and it does this and it does that and it restimulates. And, of course, there are stop spots in it and the body, of course, looks like it was trying to get rid of an ill or finish something."

Well, he's right in saying, "Finish a cycle-of-action." He's right in so many categories here that it's quite astonishing. See? But it's just hung together with the wrong thread somehow or another, so it doesn't quite work. So practitioners in that field are in argument with one another.

You know what I did with this chap? I showed him how to handle an engram with Creative Processing but never telling him the engram existed at all. "Oh, the body is trying to finish off an illness? Well, that's very interesting. That's extremely interesting, because we have a process in Scientology which finishes off an illness with created image pictures in the mind. And maybe this would work as well as a drug injection. How about let's figure out what illness the body is stuck in" (since they have this well-categorized) "and then let's just finish the whole thing off with creative image pictures. Then the body won't have to develop fevers and lie there for six or seven days and get well the way it's doing. Maybe we could speed this up and it just might be, then, that we'd have a little advance in your field." And so on.

And this fellow looked at me and he thought that was wonderful. He said, "My golly." He said, "that would be terrific." He said, "You wouldn't have a patient lying around the hospital for three or four days, see, finishing off this illness after having been given an injection of certain drugs." You see? He said, "This is remarkable." He was all steamed up. 

His certainty had been increased. By what? A body one way or the other must finish off a cycle of illness.

Well, if you can make the body think it has, that might be just as good as pushing it the rest of the way through. And it just might be that this would just work fine. We didn't have to change any of the basic concepts on which he was operating. That structure monitors function is one of them. And that a body is always trying to get well is another one of them. And that a body is trying to finish off an illness to get rid of certain toxins. We don't argue with those. If we argued with them, we would have a man in confusion. We'd have a man in chaos. Do you understand? You're looking at a delicately fabricated thing. You're looking at aligned science which isn't very well aligned. And it's easy to shake it up and it's easy to bring about the confusion. You see that? Hm? Very easy to do that.

All right. So we could with creative image pictures make this individual finish off his cycle-of-action. And the fellow says, "Good. Good. That's fine."

And it not only works with an individual when you're trying to teach him something, it also works with a preclear when you're trying to process him. You don't upset and dump on his head all the confusion in the bank.

And if you follow what I've been saying here with the field of healing-just try to give them a little bit more, then let them align it themselves-the whole field of healing will better and Man will have healers.

If we do it the other way and prove it to them and drive it home with battering rams, we would have a world of healing chaos and probably no healers at all. Because, remember, you can't stop an artery pumping blood by running an engram. You can't do that yet. The day you can do it in three minutes, you can do away with medical doctors, but you can't do that yet. You've still got a few things that have got to be done one way or the other. There are lots of them. 

But if you maintain the stability in the healing field, give them the data that they can align with their own data, we will win. And the engram and its theory and all this other phenomena will become common property to the entire field of healing. And I think that's worthwhile.

Thank you. Thank you.
