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PREPARTHE FOBR BCHOLARLY EVALUATION OF THE URAHTIA ROOK

Meredith J. Sprunger

With The DURANTIA Boole distribution now well over the hundred thousand mark, it
already enjoys a readership achieved by only a relacively small percetsge of the
bools published. As more and more pecple in mainline Christianity become
resgders of the book it hastens the day when The URANTIA Book will be subjected
to critical ascholarly analywsis and criticism. My guess 18 cthat many students of
The URANTIA Dook are ill prepared for such an evaluation.

Lost mooth T received a 715 page copy of Dr. Jacques Rheaume's doctoral thesis
written for degres requirements at the University of Ottawa entitled "An

Analysis of a Hevealed Text: The URANTIA Hook." The manuscript is written in
French., Dr, Rheaume's ecritical anelysis ia but the first in a long line of
empirical studies evaluating The URANTIA Book,

This long dissertation approaches The URANTIA Book Erom the linguistic amalyeis
point of view, a discipline which has become quite popular among the social
sciences in recent years, The thesis is composed largely of descriptive
material relating obvious details of che book familiar te anyone acquainted with
the content of The UHANTIA Hook, The most valuable sactions of the analywis are
those which examine the parables and miracles contrasting them with Biblical
data and which identify wvarious categories of knowledge found the the book such
as Biblical, ecientifie, philosophical, theological, historical, etc., Dr.
Rheaume finds twenty—-two such categories.

Although the manuscript professes to be an objective, scientific study, even the
doscriptive sections are filled with subjective, degrading remarke. A few
quotas illustrate the obvious bime of the author; "The author feels the need to
gay nll he knows about science," p., B89 "A Biblical quote justifies everything."
p. 93 "It is the URANTIA game to make us believe in a lot of science by the
simple listing of & multitude of proper names.' p. 152 "The author then begins
to classify as he does so often when he feela incapable of arguing ar of using
his sources," p. 158  "The author doesn't want any wmiracles bub since there are
some in the gospela, he has to use his cosmology in order to explain them."

p. 205 '"The author wents to impress by the detaile and his acholarship." p. 283
e limics himself to & few names and a few cliches." p. 293

Even in the evaluative sections of the thesis the author frequently lacks philo-
sophical objectivity and intellectual discriminacion as the following atatements
reveal: "If (the origin) is revealed The URANTIA Book disappears into the multi-
tude of ordinary becks whose impact is no longer notable.” p. 587 "We must
conclude that in the long run the innovative material of the narration does not
convey any new truths to the reader who evaluates the text.! p. 608 Added to
these undiscriminating subjective remarka, there are errors of fact in a few
places in the paper which further contribute to the derogatory coonotations of
the atudy. Although there is seme truth in the obaervacion thar The DEANTIA
Book is likely to appeal to American Protestants, statements like the following
have questionable walidity; "The suthor lets ua pee by his statements that he is
proud of being an American. America, therefore, becomee the place where The
URANTIA Book can best be appreciated,” p. 363
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Fortunetely, Dr. Rheaume does not completely fail in his attempt to achieve
gcientific and philosophic objectivity. In general hie knowldege of The UHANTTA
Bool is mccurate. The following statements illustrate the quality of his philo-
vophic ebjectivity: "If a work that attempts to unify all of the sciences and

v all aof the higtoriecal detalla {8 a revelation, we must admit that The URANTIA
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Book answers thie eriteria." p. 521 "The URANTIA Book coherence ig sssuredly

remarkable." p. 522 "The paradnx is that The URANTIA Book becomes more accep-—
table if we consider it as being not rvevealed." p. 612 "Tha URANTIA coemolaogy
could be aubectively accepted as correct and hypothetieally true as long aa it

leads ite readers to the discovery of 'relipious truch.'™ p, &13

Dr. Rhesume gives his final persenal reaction to the book in saying, "It secems
that a8 a human project The URANTIA Book would have been acceptable but as a
celestial 'revelation' a very apecial faith is needed and the analysc doee not
pogses ic,"™ p. 627. In summary, Dr. Rheauma arvives at three basic concluslons
regarding The URANTIA Book:

1. WVerifiable material in the book ia gemerally accurate and rveliable.
A cowpetent human being could have written such meaterial.

7. MWon-verifiable materiml im the hook cannot be proven true or false.
It could have been produced by human imagination.

%, Dr, Willism 5. Sedler ie the author of the book, Study showa that he
had the competence to write the verifiable material and the imagination
to write the non~verifisble material.

In order to understand Dr. Bheaume's point of view one must realize that his
graduate committee at the University of Ottawa would demand an ﬂb]ﬂuthE. sclen=
tific approach te the book., Dr. Rheausme's religious hackgrﬂund is in conser-
vative European Catholicism which is a long way from the growing edge of
Christisnity in Protestant ehurches in the Unitved States.

Not only must one realize that academic research demands objectivity but that
any religionist who is intellectually honeat and knowledgeable cannot ba a
Chrigcian fundamentalist or a URANTIAM fundemenctalist. It may be helpful to
review the pilgrimage of mainline Christian theology regarding ravelation, The
early church and the church of the middle ages regarded the Bible as revelatiaon
because they believed the books it containe were inspired by the Spirit of God.
Logically, they deducted, if it is inﬂpired by God it ie true-—all of it. So we
had the doetrine of literal inspiraticon and the infallibility of the Bible,

Modern scholars and "free-thinkers" have documented errors and discrepancies in
the Bible. After vears of debate and critical thinking cthe theologians of
mainline Christianity have transcended this "inerrancy” doctrine and discovered
not only that the Bible was just as meaningful without ie but chat this
lntullettual maturity opened the doore of new epiritual growth., They suid the
Bible "econtains' the word of God, not "ia" the word of God. Scholarship, spiri-
tual imsipht, and wisdom must determine what is and what is mot spiritual Cruth
in its eontents, It is a relisble guide to faith and practice for Christians.



Mature and intelligent students of The URANWTIA Book ought alac to givae up aoy
"inerrancy" doctrine——hopefully many never have held such a viewl The URAWTIA
Book has errors or discrepancies in Biblical references, in sclentific state-
menta, in historical references, end in logie. I have never been much
[uterested in these historical, scientifie, and logical aspectas of Thae URANTIA
Bpok because they are erlthTﬂl to the real purpose of the bnﬂk——nplrltuul
enllghtenmen:. It ig not primarily a book of hiastory or science; it is a book
of mpiritual insight and guidance. T regard Tha URANTIA Baolk revelatory Eor the
game reason I so regard the Kible., Tt containa the highest quality of insight
into spivitual cruth and Reality of any book I know. It presentd the most
meaningful spiritusl cosmology available on the planet. The beat in Christian
eschatology pales by comparisan. It contains the most dynamic and spiritually
uplifting picture of the life and teaching of Jesus available. It integraces
science, philosophy, and religion more effectively than any other religious
source, It is walidated more completely by experience than any religious view
with which I am acaquainted. This ia the lwportant thing abour The URANTIA Hook.

Just as the Bible haa been auhjactad to ub1uc:tﬂ£ scientific study, so Tha
URARTIA Book must be critically analyzed if it is to become a reliable source of
spiritual puidance for humanity. Errors or discrepancies of fact or logic
should be pointed out and examined, Philosophical and spiritual trutha should
be studied and evaluated. We must understand, however, that such objective
atudy camnot prove or disprove spirituval realities; it cannot datermine what iw
or is not revelatory. It can be an important tool in helping the individusl and
gociety make evaluations and judgments regarding such Cruths. IE is genarally
nasumed by religious scholars that spiritual reality does not contradict scisn-
tific Faect or the authentic aspects of human experienca.

From a scientific, empirical peoint of view Dr. Rheaume's manuscript has numerous
weaknesses. Among these wesknesses I would list the following:

l. He does not adequately document errors or discrepancies in The URANTIA
Book concerning Biblical, sciemtific, historical, and logical material.

2. Although he recognizes the remarkable coherence and integration of
science, philosophy, and religion in the book, he doea not adequately
percaive its unique standing in such integratrive attempts in centem-—

porary literature.

3. He doea not have & very realistic empirical knowledge of the limits of
human creativity regarding authorship nor an adequate comparison with
parallel philosophic-religious literature.

Almost every eritical student of veligion after reading The UHRANTIA
Book First tests the hypothesis that Dr. Sadler or a group of scholars
wrote the book, Some twenty-five years ago we had a group of around a
dozen theologically trained pecople who thoroughly examined this thesis.
Wa came to the conclusion on empiricsl groundsa chat no one person could
have written it, The backpground knowledge required is simply Ctoo
comprehensive for one persom to have mastered, The spiritual insights




were at too high & level over too extensive a span to believe one per-
son could have written it-=—there are no historicmnl parallels that are
this extensive., The coherence of thie entire and complex book are
amazging and surpass that of the best authors of past and present,

-Against such odds, if we still assume Dr. Sadler wrote the book, we
would have to recognize him as one of the greatest genfuses who aver
lived=-—which Dr. Fheaume not only does not do but -Beeme to imply that
Che author neaded anly quite ordinary acholarly sbilities to produce
the bool.

Dr, Rheauvme's analysins con be classified among the many reductionistic,
"pothing but," studies of spiritual truth in the past. Classie
examples are David P, Scrausm, Leben Jesu, 1835 and Ernest Heman,; La
Vie de Jesua, 1853. They atcempted to show that Jedua and his
teachinga were purely humzn and that the aupernatural aspect is a myth
created by the early church., Albert Schweitzer has puLntud out in The
Quest of the Historical Jesus (1910} thac all attempts to lnterprnt
Jesus from a purely humen point of view have Failed to account For the
facts of his life and the effect of hls teachings and personality in
history. I am confident that Rheaume's analysisz and those like it in
the future will meet with the same historical judgment,

%+ Probably the most serious cbjective weaknesa of Dr. Bheaume's analysis
io his failure to realize that authorship technically has nothing to do
with the quality of a literary or religlous production. Truth ia not
determined by the fact of auchorship. Whether or not a religious work
i1s designated an revelation is not determined by asuthorship. The
suthorship of much of the Bible and material in other sacred books is
not known, Literature which is classified as revelatiom is the result
of the judgment of many people over many yvears of experience. I am

" confident this judpment will be made of The URANTIA Boalk in the cen=
turies to come,

An individual can make the judgment that The URANTIA Book is revelatory
now, But this evaluation is a personal decleion and an aet of faith--
hopefully after thorough intellectual and experiential analyeis has
been made, PFor all practical purposes, it makes licttle difference
whether 8 perason classifies The URANTIA Book ss vevelation or not., " A
rose by any other name emells the same." I wsually advise people whan
starting to read the book not to view it as revelatlion. Read it criti-
cally like any other book. Truth either speaks to us personally or it
does not. Much later we can decide whether or not we think the apiric
of God apesaks through the boolk.

Finglly, inspite of its limitations, we should thank Dr. Jacquee Rheaume for hia
research in writing "An Analysis of a Hevealed Text: The URANTTIA Book.™

Critical vesearch is an iwportant step in the academic and social acceptance of
The URANTIA Book as a source worthy of atudy. Once a work achieves research
rLﬂpe¢rnhL11:y, it im a good sign that it will eventuslly attract wider atten-
tion in the traditional imetitutional channels of spciety. If thia exposure




produces positive responaes in the recognition of spiritual truth its place in
the Euture of soclety is sssured. I am confident that in time The URANTIA Book
will become the "spiritual touch-atone" of the planet.

It is important that we prepave ourselves psychologically and intellectually for
scholarly evaluations of The URANTIA Book. Rather than having che theological
and literary scholars of our culture pointing out errors and discrepancies in
The URANTIA Hook, we should be documenting them ourselves, We should make
available to acholars the lisc of small changes in the ctext which the Foundation
has made from Eime to time. We should contemplate hyporheses as to how or why
thepe errors and discrepancies cccur. Above all, we should be clear in our
minda that the value of The URANTIA Book is not dependent on some literalistic
inerrancy doctrine. Ite Erue worth is in its expanded and enbanced insights
into spiritual Reality, No analysis of Biblical, sciencific, historical, and
logical errors or discrepancies has much relevance to the central purpose and
mesgage of the bool: man's spiritual enhancement and salvation. Fortunately,
this difficult lesson has already been experientislly lesrnad by mainline
Christimnity and, hopefully, it will not have to be relearned by students of tche
fifth epochal revelation. On the fimite level there are always ambiguities in
all revelation which regquire judgment and faith. This is the special challenge
and glory of the inhabitants of Urantial
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