(Copy of a letter sent to Dr. Sprunger
from a physicist, Richie D. Mikesell
Univ. of Illinois, Champaign, I1l.)

204 E. John St.
Champaign, I1l.
October 21, 1957

Dear Dr. Sprunger:

I was contacted by your brother (-in-law?) today about-the book
that you loaned me lest year. I will give it to him tomorrow.

I's very morry aboul Belong =0 negligent. I sew very little of
the book last spring bocsuse I was very much overworked, none at all
this summer, and had| just started to take an interest in it this fall.
My roommate this semester is a Ph.D. candidate in the philosophy
department, and we fF:quantly have discussions together. In one of

these discussions I birought the book out, and we've been using it ever
since.

I'11 be gulte frenk wlth you — thls book has more absolute
nonsenze ln Lt than eny other single book I've ever seen. Furthermore,
gz A religious liberal who finds Christisn theology almost completely
untenable, thls book seems especinlly ridloulous In thst it retains
most of these old ideas, ndds very unllikely ner ones, and trlies 0
pusp lteelf off ss & "new revelution.®

iy roommate hag commented:

1. The parts of the book which deal with factual knowledge
can be found in elementary textbooks dealing with sociology,

psychology, astronomy, biology, etc. and are certainly no
revelation to anyone.

2. The use|of terminology seems to be designed to arouse
emotiongl responses independent of cognitive meaning
(where there is cognitive meaning). To be more specific,
the terminology is a curious mixbture of that of science
fiction|and of Mormon theoclogy.

5. It would be interesting to know what criteria were used
by you to determine the authenticity of the material in
Lhe book.

Despite this rather severe criticism of the book, I hope that
you will accept my thanks for the use of a very interesting book.

Sincerely,

{81gned) Hitchie Hikesell



