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Who'’s Afraid of the Big Bad

Philosopher?

Sherman College of Straight Chi-
ropractic presents an annual conference
called the International Research and
Philosophical Symposium (IRAPS). It
has become one of my favorite semi-
nars, one in which I usually speak or
present a paper. I particularly enjoy the
unique opportunity to see philosophers
and scientists/researchers get together
and share ideas. This is probably the
only program of its kind in the chiro-
practic profession. For the first few
years, the two groups met separately
and came together for one or two key-
note speakers. Then some wise person
decided it would be better to have both
categories of presentations (philosophy
and research) be given to the entire as-
sembly. Guess what happened? Well,
let me tell you first what did not occur.
The researchers did not walk out when
the philosophers got up to present nor
vice versa. For the most part each
group was respectful, attentive and in-

terested in the other’s presentation.
There were interesting questions and
discussions as people attempted to inte-
grate the philosophy and science. That
is not to suggest that the usual aca-
demic disagreements that would occur
at any professional presentation did not
occur. However, they occurred in a
civil and respectful manner, a unique
phenomenon in chiropractic.

With very few exceptions, these
were philosophers who had little pro-
fessional interest in research and re-
searchers who were interested only in
research 364 days a year. Still, on this
one day both groups come together and
listen and learn from the other. Never
once did I hear a philosopher say,
“What do we need research for?” or a
researcher say, “Philosophy is not go-
ing to advance our profession.” For
one day a group of men and women
come together to learn the chiropractic
philosophy, art and science.
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It got me to thinking. Why is it
not like that all the time? Why do
the researchers seem to dislike the
philosophers? After all, we do define
chiropractic as a philosophy, art, and
science. It seems to be one of those
feuds that has been going on so long
that no one can remember what it
started over, just that we do not like
or trust one another. It clearly pre-
cedes the chiropractic profession, it
is just that we have added our own
little twist to it. The scientific natu-
ralists and atheists who have animos-
ity toward religion and toward those
who embrace metaphysical concepts
seem to be primarily perpetuating the
schism.

It seems more than coincidence
that it began in the late nineteenth
century after the publication of
Darwin’s Origin of Species. Two
source documents, Draper’s History
of the Conflict between Religion and
Science (1874) and White’s History
of the Warfare of Science with Theol-
ogy in Christendom (1896) have
been proven to be false, but their lies
are still perpetuated by people like
Daniel Dennett, Sam Harris, and the
late Carl Sagan. The charge of the
persecution of science by religion
focuses primarily on the treatment of
Galileo and Copernicus and the argu-
ment of whether the earth revolved
around the sun or the sun around the
earth. The events surrounding that
period and those differing theories
are very complicated but Galileo was
not a martyr. He died a natural
death. The conflict was little more
than you would expect from any dif-
ference among scientists with differ-
ing theories. Examining the data of
the time, there was as good a reason
to accept the earth as the stationary
center of the universe as any other
theory. The earth does not appear to
move. The sun appears to rise and
set (we still use that terminology on
the weather report.) A moving earth
would seem to wreak havoc with

birds flying or stones thrown. People
would be knocked over if the earth
was revolving. Ptolemy, who pre-
dated the Christian era, proposed the
geocentric theory and it was accepted
by some for many years. Although a
Greek, Aristarchus proposed the he-
liocentric theory in 300 B.C. Galileo
accepted Ptolemy’s theory until he
investigated Copernicus’ research
and became convinced of a revolving
carth. It was a scientific, not reli-
gious, issue and the paradigm of that
era was geocentric. (Thomas Kuhn,
the historian who gave us the word
paradigm, addresses this in his book
The Copernican Revolution. It was
not the fear that Galileo would un-
dermine religion. A revolving earth
does not contradict anyone’s theolo-
gy. The Bible does not address it,
except to use the language of the
time, just as the weatherman does. In
fact, even before Galileo, there were
theologians who supported the helio-
centric theory. To continue to casti-
gate theologians and philosophers for
supposed grievances even if they oc-
curred, which they did not, would be
as unfair as blaming the present
Catholic church for the Spanish In-
quisition, the present Evangelical
Church for the Crusades, or the pres-
ent government for slavery before the
Civil War. Oh, wait a minute, some
people still do that, don’t they? The
point is that Galileo had embraced a
new theory, and new theories require
time to gain acceptance. I find it in-
teresting that the same men men-
tioned above, Dennett, Harris and
others, are persecuting the Intelligent
Design Theorists who are challeng-
ing the theory of evolution. Appar-
ently, it is acceptable for the
scientists to persecute religion and
metaphysics.

With regard to chiropractic, the
persecution seems to be toward the
philosophy. The typical charge is
that chiropractic philosophy is really
religion in disguise and of course,

religion leads to intolerance and Gal-
ileo and Copernicus-type persecu-
tion. Perhaps, if we philosophers
cross our hearts and promise not to
kill off all the researchers at certain
chiropractic colleges they will begin
to allow us on campus.

It is time those in the chiroprac-
tic scientific community stop perse-
cuting, demeaning, ridiculing and
belittling the philosophy of chiro-
practic and those who pursue it as an
academic endeavor. In so doing we
can separate the dogma and that
which is in conflict with science
from the legitimate philosophy and
hopefully get rid of the dogma re-
gardless of whether it has come from
Palmer or someone else. It will not
happen until there are Sherman Col-
lege IRAPS-type programs on every
college campus where philosophers
and scientists can come together and
share. Then and only then will chiro-
practic be able to truly call itself a
philosophy, art and science. A

Good philosophy
must exist, if for
no other reason
because bad phi-
losophy needs to
be answered.
C.S. Lewis




Anthropopathisms in Chiropractic

Anthropopathism is a theologi-
cal term. It means ascribing to God
qualities or characteristics that He
does not have but that help us to un-
derstand His attitude toward us. For
example, the Bible says that He is a
jealous God. Now jealousy is a sin
and obviously God cannot sin. How-
ever, it conveys to us how important
our being faithful to Him is. It also
says that God repented that He made
man. Repentance means to change
one’s mind and God does not change
His mind. Again, it relates to how
extreme His displeasure with man
was. Hate is another anthro-
popathism. God does not hate but it
demonstrates the contrast between
His attitude toward Jacob and Esau.
Anthropopathisms are the language
of accommodation. We need them
because it is difficult to explain the
inexplicable, to describe certain char-
acteristics or attitudes that God has
when we have no frame of reference.
We do the same thing with anthropo-
morphisms, ascribing to God certain
physical characteristics like hands.
He does not have hands but when we
sing, “He’s got the whole world in
His hands,” we understand the idea
of His care for the world.

Similarly, we deal with concepts
and terms in chiropractic that defy
description. After all, we are ad-
dressing a totally unique concept.
Either we make up a new term to de-
scribe this concept or we use the lan-
guage of accommodation, or we use
both. For example, we use the term
innate intelligence. In this case, the
word is a new term which we have
coined to describe something totally
unique to chiropractic. It is not na-
ture for nature has the connotation, at
least among the scientific naturalist,
of random chance actions. It is defi-
nitely not that. Neither is it viz med-
icatrix naturae. It is a unique
concept, hence the need for a new

term. Granted, it is a term made up
of already existing words that have
meaning and hopefully that meaning
helps us to understand the term bet-
ter. Innate means inborn and it tells
us that this intelligence is not some-
thing learned. We were born with it
(actually we had it from conception).
Naming this concept is actually
relatively easy. It is when we have
to describe its characteristics or qual-
ities that we need to employ anthro-
popathisms. For example, we say
that the innate intelligence of the
body is aware of every innate need.
When you touch a hot stove, the in-
nate intelligence is aware of that im-
mediately and also aware of what
actions in the form of muscle con-
traction that need to occur to accom-
plish the pulling away of the hand.
This is called, in our philosophy, in-
tellectual adaptation. It occurs in-
stantaneously even though it may
take time for you to become educat-
edly aware of the heat and to pull
away your hand. Intellectual adapta-
tion is instantaneous. Adaptation, the
process of carrying out the desire
(another anthropopathism), is limited
by time and matter. Here is where
anthropopathism comes in. The in-
nate intelligence of the body is not
really aware. To be aware of a phys-
ical circumstance or situation takes a
physical entity and innate intelli-
gence is metaphysical. We have
awareness or consciousness because
we are human beings and we have
brains. Innate intelligence is not a
person. It is not aware in the sense
that we understand awareness. How-
ever, describing it that way helps us
understand the character that it has.
Awareness is an anthropopathism.
There are a number of anthro-
popathisms with regard to chiroprac-
tic philosophy in general and innate
intelligence in particular. We say
that innate intelligence knows what

to do in any given circumstance,
even though it has never had that ex-
perience before. Knowing in that
sense is an anthropopathism. We say
that innate intelligence decides to
send blood to the core rather than the
extremities under certain situations.
We want to convey the idea that this
is not luck, not random, not automat-
ic, not pre-programmed. It is intelli-
gent action in response to a certain
situation. Yet, deciding is an act of
the will and the innate intelligence of
the body does not have a will. Still,
that anthropopathism helps us under-
stand that unique characteristic of the
innate intelligence of the body. We
view the body and its workings dif-
ferently than the mechanist who sees
it as a product of chemistry and
physics. Here is another: we often
describe innate intelligence as a law
(B.J’s Law of Life). It really is more
than that, but that is an anthro-
popathism to help us understand how
it works in certain circumstances.

Anthropopathisms help us un-
derstand this philosophical concept.
They also help us avoid mistakes.
By knowing that decide is an anthro-
popathism, we are not likely to as-
cribe personality to innate
intelligence, to personify it, and err
as many chiropractors have. We say
it fells us when we are hungry. As
long as we understand that zell is an
anthropopathism, we will not fall
into the trap of thinking that innate
intelligence talks to us and can actu-
ally tell us where to open a practice,
for example. There are many other
anthropopathisms when it comes to
innate intelligence and they are wor-
thy of our consideration and discus-
sion. Think about them on your own
or with colleagues and look for Part
IT of this article in a future issue of
The Pivot. A




Syncretistic Chiropractic

No, it’s not a new type of chiro-
practic. Syncretism is defined as: 1.
Reconciliation or fusion of differing
systems of belief especially with par-
tial success or a heterogeneous result
(American Heritage College Diction-
ary). Is it just a nicer word for
“mixing chiropractic?” We have had
mixing chiropractic almost since the
beginning of the profession. The rea-
sons were and continue to be

For all intents and purposes, pro-
cedures done in the health care com-
munity are based upon what we in
chiropractic call an outside-in view-
point or belief system. Chiropractic,
on the other hand, is based upon
above-down inside-out (ADIO). We
recognize that the innate intelligence
of the body runs the organism. We
cannot improve upon its ability. The

explanation for their point of view,
although I cannot, for the life of me,
understand it. What is not reason-
able, and what we are seeing more
and more is an attempt to syncretize
both philosophies to form a new phi-
losophy that will be acceptable to ev-
eryone. Perhaps it is the postmodern
society that we live in that causes
people to blend contradictory abso-
lutes. We have people who

numerous, everything from
making money to providing
an additional needed service.
But, it seems to me, that as
we have more clearly de-
fined our chiropractic objec-
tive, syncretism is replacing

We recognize that the innate
intelligence of the body runs the
organism. We cannot improve

upon its ability.

have been able to syncretize
the outside-in philosophy of
evolution with the above-down
philosophy of creation and
somehow come up with
“theistic evolution,” an oxy-
moronic term in my mind.

mixing.

There is a difference. Mixing is
combining medical or therapeutic
objectives and procedures with the
singular chiropractic objective, cor-
recting vertebral subluxations to en-
able the innate intelligence of the
body to be more fully expressed.
Syncretism, on the other hand, is an
attempt to reconcile or fuse two dif-
fering belief systems into a success-
ful philosophy, to create a new and
different philosophy.

Every procedure is based upon a
belief system. The belief system pre-
cedes the application of a procedure
and usually gives rise to it. In other
words, under most circumstances,
thought precedes action. Now, [ am
sure there are many chiropractors
who utilize procedures, giving little
or no thought to them, or at least not
basing them upon sound principles.
However, it seems that more and
more chiropractors are basing their
actions on a new principle, one in
which they have tried to combine not
just the procedures of medicine and
chiropractic but also the philoso-
phies.

best we can do is to remove an inter-
ference to its maximum expression
and since the nerve system is the ma-
jor tool of its expression, we address
our attention to correcting interfer-
ence at the vertebral level. That is
more than merely an arbitrary choice.
It is based on our ADIO philosophy.
It is not a choice because we are lazy
and do not want to do anything else
or because we are not as smart as
other doctors. It is because anything
else requires an expertise that we do
not have and perhaps one that no one
has. It is based upon the truth that
the world is one of order and organi-
zation, created and continually run by
an intelligence greater than us. We
do not name that intelligence or cre-
ator in chiropractic, but if it is a truth
and the belief of an ADIO world and
life viewpoint, we cannot ignore its
existence or the impact that it has
upon our area of expertise. Once we
have accepted that viewpoint then
everything else becomes perfectly
logical and reasonable.

Those who have an outside-in
viewpoint of life apparently have
some reasonable, rational and logical

In the chiropractic profes-
sion we have chiropractors who
somehow syncretize the outside-in
approach of diagnosis with the ADIO
philosophy of an innate intelligence.
To determine what is normal for the
body in order to determine what is
abnormal, you must understand what
the innate intelligence is attempting
to accomplish and the limitations of
our educated brain preclude the pos-
sibility of that. Yet thousands of chi-
ropractors pretend to be able to do it
every day and many of these are chi-
ropractors who would claim to be
straight.

It is one thing to have chiroprac-
tors mix “Complimentary Alternative
Medical” procedures with chiroprac-
tic. It is an altogether different thing
to maintain that there is a similar
philosophical basis for all of these
procedures to be lumped together.
When governmental agencies do it,
we can write it off to their ignorance
about what we do as chiropractors.
When chiropractors do it, it is a de-
liberate effort to syncretize outside-in
thinking with ADIO thinking. That
to me is dangerous. When people
mix, and understand that they are




mixing medical procedures with chi-
ropractic, that is one thing. You can
do that and understand that it is not
chiropractic. I have heard many chi-
ropractors admit to me, to them-
selves, and even to practice members
that what they are doing to help the
patient is not chiropractic. However,
when it comes to syncretization,
blending the beliefs or world life
viewpoints, a concentrated effort is
being made to create a new viewpoint
to blend apparent contradicting and
mutually exclusive ideas into one that
will be new and acceptable to every-
one. It will not work and if it could,

Pascal’s Wager and Chiropractic

There are those in our profession who
say that we should not make claims in
chiropractic that we cannot prove sci-
entifically. They go so far as to say
that we should claim nothing about
curing disease (of which I agree be-
cause of my non-therapeu-

it would water down our ADIO view-

point so much that it would destroy it. A

Research/Philosophy

What we need to be doing in the area of research is to
create findings that, while they may not empirically
prove our metaphysical constructs, will make any al-
ternative to them seem absurd.

Similarly,

Our Philosophy should be so logical and so compel-
ling that any alternative to it will be unacceptable.

gambling on the existence of God.
His proposition was that if you be-
lieved in God and in the end there
was no God, you have lost nothing.
On the other hand, if you chose not to
believe in God, and He does exist, the

choice. They have the final say in
whether they think it is worthwhile to
them. No one is holding a gun to
their head and forcing them to have
their spine checked.

On the other hand, suppose
what we say our philosophy

tic objective). They also
maintain, however, that
we should not make
claims regarding our phi-
losophy; that we correct
vertebral subluxation, that

People, by being adjusted
regularly, will more likely reach

their potential in life.

indicates is true. Suppose the
body functions at less than its
potential as a result of nerve
interference when vertebral
subluxations are present. If
that is the case, all the results

in so doing we reduce in-
terference in the nerve system. Doing
that enables the innate intelligence to
be more fully expressed, or that as a
result the body has a greater ability to
function at a higher level, to normal-
ize and even to heal itself. From a
strictly scientific perspective that
might be appropriate since these
things have not been demonstrated
empirically. Yet, the fact that we deal
with a metaphysical phenomena, the
innate intelligence of the body, makes
it impossible to demonstrate these
things. Consequently, we can apply a
variation of Blaise Pascal’s famous
wager on the existence of God. Pas-
cal suggested that since belief in God
was a matter of faith that one really is

loss could have eternal ramifications.
Therefore, it was in your best interest
to wager on God’s existence.

In chiropractic, the choice is
whether to take care of people in light
of the limited scientific knowledge of
what we are accomplishing with our
adjustment or to adjust them based
upon the philosophical/deductive con-
clusion of what we are accomplishing
with our care. If we choose the latter,
that is see people on a regular basis,
check their spines and adjust when
our analysis shows the need and there
is really nothing to this chiropractic
thing, what have they lost? A little
bit of their time, a little bit of their
money? And ultimately, it is their

that we talk about as a result
of our adjustments may occur. Peo-
ple will reach their potential in life.
They will have a greater tendency to-
ward health and well being. They
will be more effective in their work
and play and their life span will be
lengthened.

When you realize how much
time and money are wasted by people
every week on things that are worse
than harmless, it seems to me that the
choice is pretty clear. If we are
wrong about what chiropractic can
do, then no harm is done. However,
if we are correct, we are providing a
valuable service to humanity. Seems
to me the choice is clear. A
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Introducing Still ngh er Ground

The newest

Blue Book

by

Joseph B. Strauss

For the chiropractor
and chiropractic student.

Only
$25.00

Call to Like his very popular book Higher Ground this
order today! newest hardbound Blue Book is a collection of talks
1-800-397-9722 or and lectures given by Dr. Strauss throughout the
country over the past few years. It covers philosoph-
order online ical, motivational and practice building topics.
f-a-c-e.com It is book you will find yourself returning to
again and again. 220 pages.
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