
(Copy of  a l e t t e r  sen t  to  D r .  Sprunger 
from a physicist ,  Richie D. Mikesell 
Univ. of I l l i n o i s ,  Champaign, 111. ) 

204 hi John St. 
Champaign, Ill. 
October 21, 1957 

Dear D r .  Sprunger: 

I was contact by your brother (-in-law?) today about. the book 
tha t  you loaned me s t  year. I w i l l  g ive  it to him tomorrow. 

very l i t t l e  of 
the book l a s t  I was very much overworked, none a t  a l l  
t h i s  summer, to take an i n t e r e s t  i n  i t  t h i s  f a l l .  
My roommate candidate i n  the philosophy 
department, together. In one of 

these been using i t  ever 
since. 

more absolute 
seen. Furthermore, 
almost completely 

it re ta ins  

I 

roolnmate ha1 commented: 

1. The par s of the  book which deal  with f ac tua l  knowledge 
can be ound i n  elementary textbooks dealing w i t h  sociology, t 
psycholpgy, astronomy, biology, etc.  and a r e  ce r ta in ly  no 
reve la t  on to  anyone. t 

2. The use of terminology seems t o  be designed to arouse 
emotion responses independent of cognitive meaning 
(where e re  i s  cognitive meaning). To be  more specif ic ,  
the t e  'nology is a curious mixture of t h a t  of science 
f i c t i o n  and of Idormon theology. J 

be in te res t ing  to know what c r i t e r i a  were used 
o determine the  authent ic i ty  of the material i n  

Despite t h i s  r ther  severe c r i t i c i sm of the  book; I hope tha t  
you w i l l  accept my hanks f o r  the  use of a very i n t e r e s t i ng  book. i 

I Sincerely, 


