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(Ackerman concludes introduction of Guest Speanler comparing him with the su-
thor of "0dd John", "Last and First len", "Star liaker", naming him "the Americcn
W, Olaf Stepledoxn".) (Heinlein speech starts:

Thonk you, Forry. -—- Mr Chairmnn
...I have here in my hend the mupuseript of o speech, If it works out anything
like syncpses I have used, this specch will =till be left when I get thru.

Before I stert in, I want to mention cn idea that came to me that I think
might be fun. It vms an innovation in political spesliing thet wos introduced out
in Colifornia by Upton Sirclair ithsit ruised Coin with the ordincry run of politic-
w1 speskers: that of usking questions irom the platform -- I menn, answering gues-
tions from tne platform. (Thot isr't poing to look so goed on the platter, is
it¥) I went to put thnis cne reservaticn on it, ond that is that eny questions
should be in writing with nomes signed so thnt we con read them into the mile cond
s0 that I can have cloarly iu mind whit the aucstions nre,

In the coursze of the
last doy =nd o half I have goeined the impression that quite o number of people
heve been interested in the backrround of some of my stories and in some cases in
my social and political ideas, cconomic ideas, etc., -- some of which, but not all
of which, shows in my stories; and somc of them have evidenced an interecst in my
cwn personal becksround. So, if the question comes along, I will do my best to
ariswer it, perhaps dcdging the embarrnssing ones a liltle, but not too much,

To get to the matter of the talk itself: THE DISCOVERY CF THE FUTURE
Olon (Wiggins, Convention Director) tcld me there was no time limit on me, so I
aesumed that he wantcd my usial thrae hour spesch. Or perhaps we can just leep
going here until the hall is clearcd,

inyhow! TForry told you that I hed been

reading science fiction for a long time. T have. I have been rending sciencs
fiction as long as I could get hold of it; wund J probebly expcrienced much the
same process that most of you did: Parental disapproval, those funny looks you
ges from friends, ete. for reeding "that kind of junx". 1liell, we hecre, the sci-
encs fiction fans - we are the lunatic fringe! We arc the crazy fools vho read
thot ¥ind of stuff; who read thoszs marazines with the covers with tho outlandish
Juchincs and the outlundish animels on it, ete, You leasve onc around loosc in
your horg, Your friends will piel it up, thosc who arc not fans, ask you if you
renlly rcud that stuff, and from thon on they look at you with suspicion. Apper-
ertly we'lrc not quite right in the head.



know better, There won't always be an .ngland--nor a Germany, nor a United
States, nor a Baptist Church, nor monogarys, mor the Democratic Party, nor the
modesty tabu, nor the superiority of the white race, nor eseroplanes -- they
will o -- nor automobile: —- they'll be jone, we'll sec them go. Any custom,
technique, institution, belief, or social structure that we see around us today
will chapge, will pas:, and most of' them we will sge change and pass.,

In cciencc ficticn we try to envision what thoce changes might be., Our
guesses arc usually wrong, they arc slmest certain to be vwrong. Some men with
a grouater grasp on data than otherc can do remarlably well at it, HGWells,
whe ltnows probably of the data that makec up the world, ohy on the order of 10
time: as much or perhaps higher than that than most science fiction writers or
the bezt of the scicnce fiction writers, has been remarkably succecsful in come
oi" his predictionr goct of us--we arpn‘t that luecly., I do not expect my so-
called History of the Future to come to poss, not in anything lile those terms.
I thinl come of the trends in it may show up; but I do not thinl: that my fac-
tual prudictions os such are going to come to pasg, even in their broad out-
lincs,

(Somebody put 2 glass of water mround here, I've got to find it now,
I'm drying up. Do you supposc it cou;dﬂp; the altitude, Olon?)
S

Now, where were we? --You cpealz of this sort of thing to an ordinary man,
tell him things ecre going to change; he will admit it--oh, yes, he will admit
it--but he does not believe it, he does not believe it at all, it is jJjust with
the top of his mind. Ile believes in "progress"--quotation marls on that; he
belicves in "progress". e thinks things will get a little bit bigger, and
louder, and brighter, and a few more neon signs. That's standard, that's
orthodox doctrine; he believes in that. BRut he does not believe that any ac-
tual change in the basic pature of the eulture in which he lives or its tech-
nologmy will take place, Oh no! Aeroplancs he thinlis are all right; but those
.sCr..those crazy rocket ship things--: 1Uhy, a rocket ship couldn't possibly
I'ly--it hasn't got anything to PUSH on. That is the way he feels about it.
There will never be roclzet ships, Thet is alright for Buclk Rogers in the funny
puapers, But he does not belicve that there could be rocket ships; nor does he
beclicve that therc will be things thet will make roclzetships look like primi-
tive gadgets that even the wildest of the science Tiction writers have not been
able to gucss or thinlz about. Rocketshins are about as for as I am willing to
go bceausce I heve not got data enouph to think about to muke a rcasonable guess
about the other forms of trancportation or gadgets that we mey have, --But
this same man did not bclicve in acroplenss in 1910 '




I have spoken primarily of mechanical changes because they are rmuch eas-
ier to show, to point to, than the more subtle sociological changes, cultural
changes, changes in our customs, and things of that sort, Some ol these can
be pointed out. I would like to point out one of them right now, The word
"syphilis" could not be used in pubtlic even as short a time as 15 years ago.
Yet as I used it here now I did not sce any shock around the room; nobody
minded it; even the ladies Home Journal runs articles on it, e are getting a
little more civilized in that respect than we were 20 years ago. Our grand-
fathers considered that word indeccent, and they belicved that the things that
were decent and indecent werce sutject to absolute rules, that they were laws
of naturc; and the majority of the pcorle arnund us now believe that their
criterie of docency and indccency are sbsolutes, that they won't change, that
there arc some things that arc right and some things that arc wrongs. They do
not lnow cnough about past history in that rcspect to be able to male any pre-
dictions about thc Tuturec.

I could thin!: of some rudc words to use in that
conncction, Words that arc still rude now, and I think it quite possiblc that
20 ycars from now on this same platform I could usc thosc words and not pro-
duce any shoclz around thc room, For things do change. And words which wo
consider utterly indccent at the prescont time may very possibly simply be used
as tags, as torms with no cmotional connotation to them, 20 ycars from now,

But we happen to live in a period of sudden and drastic change in a good
many of the things that happen to us., 4And I think it is extremely important
that we be prepared for that change and for that reason I think that science
fiction fans are better prepared to face the future than the ordimary run of
people around them, because they believi ig change.

L

(I'11 be getting a frozen face on %hﬁfvone. That went on the platter too
--someone just tooi a picturs of me.,.for the benefit of those who otherwise
wouldn't understand that remarl. th, where were weé egein — I get off the
tracz - I've ot a one-trock mind and I slip e gear every now and then...)

To that extent, I think that science fiction; cven the corxniest of it,
even the most outlandish of it, no matter how badly it's written; has a dis-
tinct therapeutic value because pll of it has as its primary postulate that
the world does change, and I cannot overemphasize the importance of that idea
in these days. Unless you believe in that, unleuss you are preparcd for it--
s I know all of you aru--you can't retair your sanity thesc days, it's an im-
possibility. %When o man mokes predictions and they keep failing to come out,



time and again, things don't come out the way he wunts to, he goes insane,
functionally insane--it‘'s been proved in the laboratories time and again.

Itts been proved with respect to men, but I'1ll give an illustration with re-
spect to animals...the well-inown experiment performed with rats, in which a
rat was disappointed in his predictions time and again, and he went crazy, It
happens to vorl the same way with men. Things do not necessurily worl: the
same way with animals as they do with men, but in this case there is data to
prove it, and the inability to believe in change makes sbsolutely certain that
your prediction will disaproint you. That does not apply to this group but it
does apply to a great many people.

For that reasorn I believe that we are in;
we are now entering ir to, and are wlrcady part way in to; a period in which
large portions of the human race will be in a condition of, if not insanity,
at least un-sanity, I thinlz we sce that over a Jarge portion of the world to-
duy, that we sce it in the United States today, I thinlt we heve seen it crawl-
ing up on us for a number of years. In 1929 we had the market crash and peo-
ple jumped out of the window from not buing able to prodiet things that wers
perfectly obvious, written on the face of the culture, something that would
happen,

And the Depression come along, e¢nd the madhouses filled up again, ond
other only slightly less slap-happy individuals procecded to be a little bit
unsan¢ by concocting the most wildly unscientific schemes for making everybody
rich by playing musical chairs, thet sort of thing. ¥Not aquite crazy--they
could still find their way around and tcke street-cars and not get lost; but
not quite sane either., 4And that kind of thing can lead, if it goes on enough,
to a condition of mass insanity that nore of us are going to like,

: Neverthe-
less, we science {'ictionists, I thinlz, are better prepared for it than others,
Buring a period of racial insanity, mass psychoses, hysteria, manic depres-
sion, paranoias, that sort of thing, it is possible for a man who believes in
change to hold on, to arrest his judgment,..to o slow,.,to tale a look at the
facts, and not be badly huri. Oh, things probobly will happen to us, very un-
pleasant indeed--we can't separatc oursulves from the matrix in which we find
ourselves; nevertheless, WE stand a chance, for 1 am very much afraid--and I
spcak quite seriously in this--J um very much ofrasid that a greut many people
of the type who laugh at us for dealing with this stufr, will not be able to
hene on,

The importart thing about it is to hang on to your scanity, to pre-
serve your sanity while it happens, no matter what bad things may happen to
the world. As individuals it may be difficult for us to do anything about it,



even tho all of us in our own way and according to our lights are trying to do
something about it. But tais series of wars that we find the world in now may
gc on for another & years, 10 years, it may go 20 years, it may go 50 years--
you and I may not live to see the end of it, I personally have hopes--wishful
thinking-~I have hopes it will termirate guicl:ly enough so that I can pass the
rest of my lifetime in comparative peace ancd comfort, But I'm not optimistic
about it. And during such a perivd it is ieally a2 céifficult thing to keep a
grip, to keep a grip on yourself; but I thinl thut we are better prepared to
do it then some of the others,

I caen spesk more freely here than I could in,
for example, in a political meeting, because it's o highly sclected group.
I've kneovn quite a lot of science fiction fans, and I've observed, statistic-
ally, certain things about them. Lost of them are young as compared with
other groups, most of tnem are extremely precocious--quite brilliant--I'd be
very much interested to see IQs run on s typical group of fans., But even
without running IQs I know that--I lmow that most of the pecople in here are
'way above the average in intelligence. I've had enough data on it to know,
I'm not trying to flatter you, I'm not interested in it., I am interested in
the fact that you have unusually een minds. However, that fict lays us open
--and I included myself in it--lays us open to dangers that don't hit the rore
phlegmatic, the more stolid. 1e; unless we are sble to predict, unless we are
able to observe the data; are even more likely to be subjected to functional
unsanities than those around us.

I'm preaching—-sure; I know that. I could
have filled up a speech with wisecraclks and with stories and anecdotes; but I
feel very deeply serious sbout this, I mean it. f4nd if you can bear with me
for a few minutes along this line, I still want to talk about it,

There's a way out, there's a way out, there's something that we can do to
protect ourselves, something that would protect the rest of the human race
from the sort of things that are nappening to them and are going to happen to
them., 1It's very simple and it's right down our alley: the us¢ of the scien-
tific method.

I'm not talizing about thc scientific method in the laboratory,
The scientific method can be used to protect our sanity, to protect ourselves
from ssrious difficulties of other sorts--gettin'’ our teeth smashed in, and
things like that--in our cveryday lire, 24 hours of' the day.
1 should say
what I mean by the scientific method. Since I have to make the definition in
terms of words, I can't bc as clear as I otherwis: might be, if I were able



to make an extensional definition on it. But I mean a comparatively simple
thing by the scientific method: the ability to looir at what goes on around you
+o.listen to what you hear,..observe...note facts...delay your judgment.,.and
moke your own predictions, That's all, really all there is to the scientiflic
method: To be able to distinguish facts from non-facts,
i

I used the term "fact". I used i% ig a technical sense, and I should say
what I mean bty a fact, A fact is anything that has happened before this mo-
ment, on July 4th, 1941, Anything that has already happened before this mo-
ment.  Anything after this moment is a non-fact. Most people can't distin-
guish between them, they regard as a fact that they're going to get up and
have brealfest tomorrow morning, They zet the difference between facts and
nonfacts completely mixed up, and in perticular, these days people are getting
very mixed up batween facts and thecries, isms, ologies, so forth and so on,
so—called “laws of naturu", depending en what year you heppen to be spealking,

That distinction between fuet and fiction, fuct and nonfuct, is of ex-
treme importance to us now., It c¢ven has become a strong issue in the fiecld of
science fiction. Without refering to any movement by name, or any person by
name, simply because I wish to male an illustretion--this is en illustrative
point and has no personal..,.nothing personal with respect to anyone--1 want
to invite your attontion to the fact that the science fiction field has becn
very much stirred up by s« semi-political movement which uses the word "fact"
quitc cxtonsively. Bubt it uses the word fuct with refercnce to what they are
«..What they predict, will happen in the future; and that's a nonfact., And
ary movement, institution, any theory, which does not make a clear and decided
distinction between fact and nornfact, cannot by any stretch of the imagination
be called a scientific movement. It simply is not because it does not use the
scientific method, No matter how complicated the terminoclogy may be, no
matter how complicnted their terminology may be or how much they may use the
cregot of science,

--here's something, I'm going to have to make an excur-
sion here...I've wandered somewhat from the talk that I had in mind malking.

I want to moke another comment or the matter of science fiction and the
fact that you and I have to put up with an cwful lot of guff from people be-
cause of the orthecdox point of view with which it is regarded.

I have never
been able to understand quite why it is that the historical novel is the most
cpproved, the most, uh, oh, uh what's the wordr give me o word quick--yes, the
most stcred (yggg supplied by Irs Heinlein f{rom floor)-~forms of literature,

P d ot ot ok o o ot b ok i P Pl it ot o



The contemporary novel is next so; but the historical novel, if you write an
historical that's, oh, thatts literature,

I thinlz that the corniest tripe
published in a science fiction magezine (und some of it isn't too hot, we know
that; some of my stuff isn't so hot) uh,, beats w«ll the Anthony Adverses and
Gone With the liinds that were ever publisned, because at least it does include
in it that one distinctly human-lilke attempt to predict the future,

One would
thinlz in the attitude on that subjsct that the literary critics and the pro-
fessors of knglish and so forth; those who mulie & business of deciding what is
good and what is bad in literature; had some connection in their ancestory
with the Fillyloo Bird. I thinit you lnow the fillyloo bird: He flew back-
wards because he didn't care where he was going but he liked to see wherc he'd

been...
i i #

I'm going to cut this short now, I hopc we will come to a question per-
iod, I'd much rather deal with that then with this comparatively formal busi-
ness, 1 do want to mention, however, the fashion in which the scientific
method--just the matter of observing what gous on uround you, obscrving it
thru your own cycs instead of taking other neople's opinions, reserving your
judgments until you have cnough data on which to make a judgment--can be of
rcal usc to you even now, gquitc aside from any possible werse period in the
history...in coming history.

I mentioned that it can eep your teeth from
getting lmocked in; that's an important point, It can because you'll stay out
of controversies and out of arguments thet you would otherwise get into. If
you are talling with a man who obvicusly does not bother to use the scientific
method or does not know how to use the scientific method in his everyday life,
you'll never get into an argument with him--you'll know better, you'll know
there's no point in an argument with him, that you cannot possibly convince
him, You c&n listen--and you'll ge% some new data from him--and you'll be
better able to predict thereafter, if on no other point than the fact that
you'll be better able to predict what his reactions will be,

There are other
advantages, in tho way of kecping, yourself cocled down, so you can be a little
huppier., For example; a man who uses the scientific method cannot possibly be
anti-Semitic., I have mads that an illustration because it's caused a lot of
trouble in the world lately. Vhy can't he bec anti-lJemitict For a very simple
reason: He doesn't have cnough dats, conscquently he hasn't formed an opin-
ion. No matter now long he lives ne can't possibly know all Jews, end unless



he ¥nows all Jews he can't hate all Jews, because he doesn't form an opinion
unless he has data. It is possible for him to hate an individual Jew as it's
possible for him to hate an individual Irishman or Rotarian or man or woman or
se forth., Possible; not as likely as it is with other people, because a per-
son using the scientific method deliberately delays his reactions,

But he can't pcssibly be anti-Semitic. He can't hate all Capitalists, he
can't hate all Unions, he can't hate all women--you can't be a woman-hater,
not if you use the scientific method, you can't possibly: you don't lknow all
women, ..you don't even know a large enough percentage of the group to be able
to form an opinion on what the whole group may be!

By the same reasoning,
it's very difficult for him to hate at all; and if you can just manage to keep
hate out of your life (or a goodly portion of it--I can't keep it all out of
my life myself, Itve got to sit dovn and whip myself about the head «nd shoul-
ders to get myself calmed down at times)...but you can help yourself with this
method, If you can keep hate out of your 1life you can lzeep from getting your
tecth knocked in, You can keep out of a lot of difficulties and take care of
yourself in a better fashion,

A man with the scientific method cannot possi-
bly believe that all politicians are crooks, for he knows that one datum de-
stroys the generalization. I'll give one datum or that point: Senator George
Torris; whether you like him or not the man's a saint on earth, Whether you
agree with his opinions or not, he's not...a btad man.

And because he'!s never
entirely certain of his own opinions on any subject, a man using the scientif-
ic method stays out of arpuments, keeps himself from the emotional upsets that
cause you to lose sleep and upset your stomach and get you such things as
herpes and -- oh, I'm not an D, but there are plenty of functional disorders
that a man can avoid, can very well avoid.

But there's a rough picture of
the Scientific man 3n everyday 2ife, Such a ran ctrnds a better chance of
living thru our period to o ripe and happyv clc ags, -n my opinion.

But I wish
to make plain that the uss of the scientific method does not depend on any
formal education in science., It is an cttitude znd a point of view and not a
body of information. You reed nave no formal education at alil to use the
scientific method in your everyday life, all the time. I am not disparaging
the body of scizntific informetion that has been gathered by specialists or
the equally encrmcus bnady of histovicel and socilcloricsl date that is avail-



able, Unfortunately, we can't get ver:; much of it. But you can still use the
scientific method, whether youtve hcd o lot of education or not, whether
youlve hod time to gather & lot of perscnal datu or not.

But with respect to
the acquisition of scientifiz training, I've heard pecople--oh, I've heard
around fan clubs the ‘remarl: that "I wish I ¥knew something about mathematics”
or "I wish I understood sometning ubcut physics". The complaints that they're
not fully apprecioting some of the storiers because they don't have enough spe-
cialized information., Or they've,. some subject was tco hard, or they vieren't
able to go far enough in school. I greatly sympathize with that. Uh, I'm not
trying tc play it down, anything of tane sort, it's very much of a regret to me
that I'm not at least twins and preferably triplets, so that I could nave time
to study the various things that I'm interested in; and I know that a lot of
you have felt the same way, that life is just too--not too short, but too nar-
row...we don't hove room enough, time ¢nough, to get around and learn £ll the
things that we want to, and it is almost impossible for us to get a full pic-
ture of the world.

Surprising, the data that actuully is available. God
knows thet no one can cven hope to cover even o small corner of the scientific
world thesc days. I thiniz there's o way out of the dilomma, however; a fair
one for us and a better one for our chiidren, It's by the creation of a new
technique to cover just that purpcse. llen whe might be considered encycloped-
ists, or interpreters--synthesists, I like to call them~-men who make it their
business to find out what it is the specialists have learned and then relay it
to the rest of us in a consolidated form so that we can have, if not the de-
tails of tne picture, at least the broad outlines of the c¢normous, incredibly
enormous, mess of data that the numen race has gathered, The facts behind us,
the things that have happerecd before this moment, so that we can be better
able to predict for ourselves, plan our lives after this moment,

There's only
one synthesist who has really made such an attempt up to the present time, and
I'm very pleased that it happens to be pessibly the greatest of the science
fiction writers: HGWells, HGWslls perhaps didn't do a good job of 1t——good
lord! he didn't have a chance to, h¢ had nobody before him, he did the pioneer
worl, he started it, But HGWells in his trilogy--"The Outline of !History",
"The Science of Life" and "The Worl:, Wewlth and Happiness of lmantind"--is so
far as I know the only writer who has over lived who has tricd to draw for the
rest of us a full picture of the whole world, past and future, cverything
about us, so we can stand off and get a look at ourselves,



It*1l be done better in the future; nevertheless, it wes a great work,
the fact that he did it, that he tried a'tall. A wonderful work. And because
he had done that kind of worl, that he tried to do that kind of work for the
rest of us, is the reason to my mind why ais scientific fantasies are more
nearly accurate in their predictions than those of, oh, myself, and various
other commercial writers in the field, I don't know as much as HGWells;
probably never will know as much as HGWells; my predictions can't be as accur-
ate,

But, efter considering HGWells' trilogy--"Outline of History", "Work,
Wealth and Happiness of kankind" end "The Science of Life'"--it occurred to me
that it would be amusing, to me at least, and I hope to you, for me to mention
somé books by assorted writers that, to a certein extent, help to fill in the
geps in the picture, and to a certain extent nelp to muke up the lack of a
broad comprechensive scientific education, which no one, not even ScD's and
PhD's, cen really have,

For e¢xample-- In mathematics, is there omne book that
will help the non-mathematician, the pcrson who hasn't specialized in it and
made it nis life worl:, to appreciatc what mathematics is for? 1I've run across
such a bocli; it's called "“iuthemetics and the Imagination", by Kasner & New-
mon.  You dontt heve to have any mathematical education to read it, To my
mind it's a very--very stimulating boolk, very interesting bool:; and when
youtve finished reading the bool, you at least know what the mathematicians
are doing and why. Among other things you will discover--and this runs en-
tirely contrary to our orthodox credoes--that mathematics is not a science,
That mathemntics is not a science a'tall; that it's an aspect of symbology
aleng with the alphebet; that there is no such thing as discovering mathe-
matics, for example., [athematics is invented, it's an invented art, and has
nothing directly to do with science at all, except as a tool.  And yet you'll
hear the ordinary laymen speaking time and again of mathematics as & science.
It just plain isn't because it has no data in it; purely inventions, every
bit of it, even the multiplication tables, Yes, the multiplication tables:
2x2 is 4 is an invention in mathematics, not a fact,

There are other such

books, In physics, there is Eddington's "Nature of the Physical World", I
think one of the most charming books ever written, one of the most lucidly
and brilliantly written books, It gives a beautiful background to modern
physics, It's approximately 15 years old so in order te cover a lot of the
things that are currently being used for fiction in the science fiction field,
you would need to supplement that. The book I got for my own purpose to sup-
pilement it--'cause you sce, I'm not a professional physicist; I'm an engineer,



but I'm not a physicist—-to telp bring it up to date, and I can tell you why I
got the book, It's White's "Classical and lodern Physics", published in 1940.
It's about the latest boolz-bound thing on modern physics that I know of,

There are later things in such publications as Fhysical Review and Hature; but
this goes up 'to and including the fission of uranium--that sort of thing. It
includes nuclear physics, and it delighted me to find that the author of this
book thot that rocketships would fly, and thot that very likely when we got a-
round to it we'd find life on other planets. A very stimulating thing to get
from a professional scientist, particularly in the field of physical sciences.
I picked that bool: because White is an associate of lawrence, in the nuclear
laboratory at Berkeley. 1In other words, he is in on the ground floor, he is
the licCoy, he knows what he's tallzing about. 1It's modern physics, 1940, the
best up to that time.

So far as astronomy is concerned, I've never scen
anything that surpasscd, for a popular notion of the broad outlines of the
Izind of physical world that we live in, than John Campbell's scries that ap-
peared in Astounding, When did they start?--Julie Unger can tecll us, I
thinl: (from floor: "1936")--ran on for 15, 16 issues, something of the
sort, his articies on"thS solar system. I've always been sorry that Campbcll
didn't go on from therc and cover stellar astronomy, galactic astronomy, and
some of the other side ficlds. But cven at that, anybody that's read thru
that series by Campbell on tne solar system will never again have a flat-
world attitude--which most people do have, ot in the science fiction field,
of course; I mean, not among fans of science fiction.

(I spealz many times
here as if the human race were divided into two parts, as it may be--people
who love science fiction and the people who don't--and I think you'll be able
to keep sorted out which ones I'm telizing ebout, I hope so. I get all tan-
gled up. 1 do better on the typewriter, I hope.)

In the field of econom-
ics, an incomplete science but neverthelcss one that you can't possibly ig-
nore, 1 think the most illuminating book I've ever read is one by lLaurice
Colburn, called "Economic Nationslism". The title of it won't give any sug-
gestion of what the conteuts are, but that's simply the tag by which it's
knovn--laurice Colburn’'s "“Zconomic Nationalism",

Jim Farley's '"Behind the
Ballots" is probably as nice a job of recording actual deta in politics as
I've ever secn; however, politics--I'd never recommend that pcople read books
in the political field. Go out and take a lool yoursclf. Lverything else
you hear is guff.



I save for the last on that list of the books that've greatly affected
me, that to my mind are the key books, of the stuff I've piled thru, a book
that should head the list on the Must List, I wish that, I wish that every-
one could read the book--it*s just a wish, there aren't that many copies of
it, everyone can't, nor could cveryone read tais particular book. £411 of you
could, you've got the imagination for it. It's "Science & Sanity" by Count
Alfred Korzybski, one of the greatest Folish mathematicians when he went into
the subject of symbology and started finding out what made us tick, and then
viorked up in strictly experimental and observational form from the preliminary
work of ETBell,

A rigour of epistomology based on ETBell (break in transcript

o s

here--some words lost) ... symbology of epistomology. Book refers to the sub=
ject of “semantics, I know from conversation with a lot of you that the words
cpistomology and semantics are not unfamiliar to you. But because they may be

unfamiliar to some, I'm going to ston and make definitions of those words,

Semantics is simply a study of the symbols we use to communicate, Gener-
al Semantics is an extension of that study to investigale how we evaluate in
the use of thosc symbols. Lpistomology is a study of how we know what we
lnow, laybe that doesn't sound exciting, It is exciting, it's very exciting,
To be uble to delve back into your own mind and investigate what is is you
know, what it is you can lnow and what it is that you cannot possibly know 1is,
from a standpoint of intellectual adventure, I think possibly the greatest ad-
venture that a person can indulge in. Beats spaceships.

Incidentally, any of
you who are going to be in Denver in the next 5 or 6 weels will have an oppor-
tunity, one of the last opportunities, to hear Alfred Korzybski speak in per-
soen, de will be here at a meeting similar to this at a meeting of semanti-
cians from all over the world--ch, liaclean from lLos .\ngeles, and Johnson from
Iowe and Reisser from [dlls College and Xendig end probtably Hayawlzawa from up
in Canada--the leading semanticians of the world--to hear .Alfred Korzybski
speclzs I think sterting hsug, 9, isn't it liicsy® The early purt of August,
It'li be in the newspapers in any case. .And It's much better to hear him
speak than it is to read his bool:s. He's lamited bty the fact that he's got to
sticlz to the typewriter, to the printed werd; but vhen ne tallzs--when he talks
it's another matter! He gestures, he's net tied dovm with his hands to the
desk the way 1 am; he walks, skumps all around the stage, and waves his hands;
and when ne's putting quotaticn marks orn e word nhe puts 'em on (illustrates,

Wk o ot ot ot e ot s ok Bt

audience leughs)...snd you really zather what he means. Incidentally--he
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had shaved the beard., TCynamic churacter. You maey not lile him personally,
but he's at least as great a man as Binstein--at least--beccuse his field is
broeder. The same kind of woric that Einstein did, the same kind of worl:, us-
ing the sume methods; but in a much broader ficld, much more close to human
relationships. I hope that some of you will be ahble to hear him. I said that
this will be one of the last chunces; because the old man's well over 70 now;
as he puts it, "I vill coagulete somedey, I vill someday soon, I vill coagu-

late'--whicn is the term he uses for dyin:. He speais in terms of colloidal
chemistry. Properly, it's approrriate. Ee won't last much longer, in the
meantime he's done a monumental piece of worl. He has werked out in method-

ology the sams sort of important worlt that dGlells did in the matter of de-
scription; and the two together are giants in our intellsctual horizon, our
intellecctual matrix today, that sticlz up over the rest like the Empire State

Bldg.
i 4

I think that's about all that I had to say. Didn't say it too well nor
too brilliantly., I'm tired and confused and nervous and quite franlzly con-
siderably stirred up by the fact that I was se¢lected as Gucst of Honor hers.
It embarrasses me and at the same time I enjoy it.

I started out to tall pri-

marily about scicnce fiction and I got off on some of my own hobbics., It's a
luxury to me¢ not to be held down by a plot and & sct of characters, Herc I
can say anything that I like and, aside from this infermal recording machine,
not be botnered.

I myself have been reading science fiction oh, I don't kmow,
when did Gernsback start putting them in Electrical Experimenter? ("1913" from
floor) --well, I've been reading about that long. And then I used to read it”
sas City Public Library. I could get cards from--every member of my family
had a librery card, and there were 7 of us, so I could bring home quite a num-
ber of books at one time (I wear glasses now as a result). And, never had any
particular notion of writing it until about 2 years ago when a concatenation
of peculiar circumstances started me writing it, and happened to hit the jack-
pot on the first one so I continued writing. It umazed me tc discover people
gave money away for doing things like that--it beats worl-ing.

I don't s'pose
I'11 be writing very much longer. Things sheping up the way they are, I'11
probably have other things that I'1ll have to do, a lot of us here will have
other things that we're going to have to do; whether we like it or not; and I
may not come bacl: to it; but I hope to be = fan ¢f rcicnce fiction for at



least another 50 years if I can hold myself together that long and keep from
getting my teeth lkicked in.

Well, all that I really personally want to do is
hang around as long as I can, watch the world unfold, see some of these
changes, see what the changes really are-- that suits me,

I think that con-~
cludes it, Walt...iir Wiggins,
(SUSTAINED APPLAUSEsscsss.)

Luring the question period, which followed an intermission of
cbout three-quarters of an hour, Lir Heinlein dealt with the inquiry
of T. Bruce Yerke as to the position when faced with conseription of
¢ Conscientious Objector with the long outlock on life rather than
the temporal; Liorojo's question cbout the advisibility of using stim-
ulants and soporifics such as mentionecd in some of his stories (ben-
zedrine surrogate, "slecpy pills"); Liilton i, Rothman's slip of peper
concerning how a mere mortal could hope to gather trustworthy data
from the tissue of lies, half-truths, propagaada, etc, disseminated
ty press, radio, films and individuals in gencral. Unfortunately,
the Question Period was not recorded.
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