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What am I going to talk about? 

Ignác Filip Semmelweis 

What can we learn from his story? 

 

Seeking the truth 

 

What is marketing not able to do? 

 

Hippasus 
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Ignác Filip Semmelweis 

Hungarian doctor, obstetrician (1818 – 1865) 

He studied the epidemic of  puerperal fever. 

He noticed the infection in mothers touched by medics. 

They were coming from the autopsy room; not washing hands. 

His colleague died of  sepsis after scalpel injury in autopsy room. 

He wanted his students to wash hands; it helped. 

His colleagues were outraged; they laughed at him. 

If  he was right, it would mean that they were also responsible… 

He called them fools, ignorants, irresponsible killers of  mothers… 

He ended up at psychiatry, tormented to death. 
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I’ve heard this story from several libertarians. 

 

The point was always futility: 

“Humanity refuses to learn.” 

“People rather kill than face the truth.” 

“Libertarians are martyrs; like doctor Semmelweis.” 

 

Not washing hands is like state for libertarians. 
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What does it tell us? What should we do with it? 

What to do if  we’re right? And what if  we’re not? 

Let’s discuss our possibilities… 
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Our certainty that we are not wrong. 

I believe that it’s bigger problem than lack of  information or skill. 

 

If  we’re sure that we’re right, we don’t listen. 

And if  we do, we just hear what we want to hear. 
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What if we are right? 

What can we learn from Dr. Semmelweis’ story? 

Being right is not enough! 

If  we call our colleagues irresponsible murderers. 

If  we don’t respect others (even when they are wrong). 

If  we are not able to communicate our truth to others. 

 

It’s easy to say that people are dumb fools. 

But even if  they were, the mothers might have lived. 

If  this doctor had shared his knowledge in a different way. 
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Just a brief  recap: 

What if  we are wrong? 

We need to truly accept we can be wrong. 

What if  we are right? 

We need to truly accept we can be wrong. 

 

It’s not primarily for others; it’s mainly for us. 
 

Our motives truly matter. 
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Seeking the truth 

If  we honestly seek the truth in dialogue: 

We’ll expand the boundaries of  our own knowledge. 

We’ll more likely communicate our points to others. 

If  someone just wants something explained, let’s do it. 

Our opponents don’t want to be taught like at school. 

If  we try to do that, we lower our chances of  passing our message. 

If  we try to understand and take them seriously, the chances rise. 

As we disrespect the opponent, we easily miss the point. 

The better we understand, the more we can learn. 

The better we understand, the more relevantly we can speak. 
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The push to convince, one-way communication: 

In other words, marketing. 

What are the limits of  marketing? 

Marketing convinces people to buy or act; or even start a dialogue. 

However, in the dialog itself, marketing harms. 

 

Marketing doesn’t question goals; but we need to. 

The effort to win (convince) is counterproductive. 

This isn’t about strategy; this is about mindset. 
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Truth-seeker’s mindset 

How to become a seeker of  truth? 

Let’s be honest with ourselves; what do we want? 

Admitting true motivations is the first step; they may be: 

to win, to defeat, to confirm assumptions, roles of  martyr, savior… 

Let’s admit mistakes. Identify? Find joy in them! 

Emotions modify our thinking; we can only accept it. 

What we don’t want to see remains hidden from us. 

Let’s learn to be humble and respect our opponents. 

People are much less stupid than they seem to us. 

We can learn from them as long as we accept that we can be wrong. 
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And one more thing… 

It’s not a task to finish; it’s a way to live. 

 

We can never be done; even if  we wanted to. 

Even if  we try to be unbiased, we’re just not. 

We are biased all the time; what about source verification? 

We need to constantly accept we can be wrong. 

Not just once (or many times); and not just say it. 

It’s not a weakness to admit that we don’t know. 

Nobody claims to know everything; but how does it show? 
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Hippasus 

He discovered irrational numbers 500 BC. 
 

He proved that √2 is an irrational number. 

The Pythagorean Brotherhood didn’t like that. 

Pythagoras is said to have had him drowned. 

Or maybe the Brotherhood did it on their own initiative. 

Or perhaps it was punishment for revealing their secret. 

 

Let’s try not to end up like Hippasus 🎃 



Summary 

We need to truly accept we can be wrong. 

It will help us, whether we are right or not. 

 

Marketing opens dialogue; respect leads in it. 

 

Seeking the truth is the best way to share it. 

 

It’s not a task to finish; it’s a way to live. 



From Urza with love 

 

Thank you for being here. 

Thank Rose for teaching me. 

 

If  you wanna seek the truth by 

asking me, feel free to do so. 


