DR, WILLIAM S. SADLER

B33 DIVERSEY PARKWAT
CHICAGD |lay £, 1953

Lr. Heredith J. Sprunger
207 Plymoubn Shreet
Culver, Indiasna

Dear Dr. Sprunger:

Thank Fou for vour letter about Dr. Hubbapd. It would seem that
nils pssocistes were largely dritish and Canadisn. I hope that
gome of them will get interssted in the Dook.

dow about the "Hind ab Rischief" and Appendix. At the time that
book wes wribten we bad nof begun to recelve the Urantie Peners.
Our eomrunications wers varied and of mizcellaneous nature, and
furvhermore, we hed not besn put under eny restrlcetions about
discusaing the case. lThesa were toe fimes in which we could bring
in magiclans, physiciens, and friends L0 help us observe this
phenometit.

Theretofora, I had always wadie the stotezent that I had never mat
& paychlo or gensitive, who was willlng to submit to observetion,
tnat we Led not Deen &ble Go understand and elassify,

tow wlien I mode that statement several tines in writing "The iiind
at lilachief" 1t immediztely oceurred to we that it wes not strletly
true becsuge unitil up to that date I had nof solved thig perticular
case. Tnerafore, in three ar four statements I put in thig
footnote &nd referred to the Appendix.

At the time I wrote this Appendix I was puszled and bewildered.

I ned been unable to solve my problem but I ptill regarded it as
gome new phaga of astural psychic phenomena. Thieg mamseript was
nrapared eltner late in 1927, or esrly 1In 1928-— more then thirtr
YEars BEo.

e certeinly enjoyed you all during your visit, snd we trust you
will, before too long, repeat 1t. I am very much interested in
your worik. It seems to me tnet you are the lesding pioneer in the
study and introduction of the Urantia Hook to theologians

Sinesrely,

Thptlni b, —

%illiem 5. Ssdler
nes/ar



Hey £, 1958

Dr: Heredith J. Eprunger
207 Plymouith Etreet
Culver, Indians

Dear Dr. Sprunger:

Thank you for your letter about Dr. Hubbard. It would seam that
his assoclates werd largely British and Canadian. I hope that
soma of then will get lnterested in the Book.

Bow about the "Mind at Mischiel™ and Appendix. At the time that
book was written we hed not begun to receive the Urantis Papers.
Our commmnications wers varied and of migcalisneous natore, and
furthermore, wve had not besn put under any restrictions about
discussing the case. These ware the times in which we could bring
in magicians, physicians, and friends to help us observe this
phenoneua.

Theretofore, I had always made the statement thet I had never met
peyciic or sensltive, who was willing to sulmit to observation,
that we had ot bean able 1o understand and clasgify.

How when I pade that statemant several tlues in writing "The Hind
st Hischilef® it immediately occurred to me that it wes not strlcily
true beosuse until up to that date I had not solved this particular
cass. Therafors, ln three or four ~tatements I put in this
footoote end referred to the Appendix.

At the time I wrote this Appendix I was puszled and bewildered.

I had been unable to molve my problem but I still regaxrded it as
some new phage of hatural psychic phenomena. Thisz manuscript was
preparsd either lale in 1927, or early in 1938 - more than thirty
7.‘“ Sg0 »

We certainly enjoypd you all during your visit, and we trust you
will, before too s repeat 1t. I am very much interested in
your work. It sssma to me that you are the leading pionesr in the
study and introduction of the Urantis Book to theologians.

Sincerely,

William E. Sadler
W3S/ ar



