Dec. 2, 1850

Dr. williem 5, Sadler
633 Yivorgay Purkwey
Chicapgo, Illinols

Dear Dr. Sadler:

Rogoived lrs. Rawscn's notie and am puzeled o Jmow whas you ooy be
roferring %o regarding eritleisms made by Dr, Moss. This is Ghe only
critlclsm - %he remark sbenb hisSoricity - which Dr. Moss hos made im
writing. T dld report some of his cowmionts at our meating in Ootober.
o b that tice sald She treatment of the prophets was in line with the
bost scholarship of cur day, the Urantia date and Bultmann date of he
crucifictlon spree, and he had some misconoepilons about what %he Boak
cloirwd (which I don't rombenber) bus when we corrected them, ho apgreed
wi%h the podhiboff view. Vo parted with Dr. Moss with no disogreement
of anyihing disoussed, It hink, howsver, he is vory skep tionl alous the
book.

Recontly I sent you & two mpo critiolsm wpltien br Rev. Roberd
Chiles of Dayboa, Ohio which I assume you have. Bud if you have lost
L% can sent a copy.

liere are some eriticisms which ere teaken from correspondance:

"I muat hawe miszed the basia kay, or something, but thua Far
{ond I DO wank to mees and kour Sadler in re) T havon't been impressod.
Thors is wome falrely good philesophy of religion, and some preity
madiccra speculation. “omo obvious hiskory, and aome rather sophomorie
work in Srylng to reconstmuct the "lost years of Jesus 1ifa, The ontirs
ailianfs B0 uhructure dhe lay-out of ereation seems highly contrived and
mochanleal, and the sacred spheres of mradise soem s artificdnl, and
threndbare as She categeriea from, 1a 1% Diviningtoh to Agcondingson,
‘he totality of creation, as I lknow it s much more exoiting, and in no
plaoo nd crudely and mechanically orpanized and reglmented as Urantia
Bpooulates,"” From Bev. Bert Helm, LaGrunge Park, I11., July 30, 1958

1% appears that this is the only real nogative oritioism which I
hive receiwed during the year oxcept the gopy of the criticism of the
two theological professoras from Wisaion House S*minary which is as
follows

P

"Much of thko materlsl sbtrikes one as Gnostio. ha Churoh rojected
Guosticlsm because it substdkubed speculation for faith and pretended
to know mere about Jesus Chrift than the commonly accepted tradition of
“he Church. One can only read t'is cmte-lal having a warning o St.
Paul in mind: {Col. 2:8).

"It would be on inberosting study for a retired professor of “huroh
Highory o ewnluabe the similerities between the Uram. ia Yook and the
anpleny Gnostic systems. In wenb of o beitar sUggestion, the problem
may alao be suggosted for investigation in o S,7. M. thesis.



"T persomally heve o kard time penetrating the d epths of the Bible and
appropriating its rich vocabulary. If I should spend further time aoquainting
myself with the 'zebbledygoek' of the Urantla Book, I would be ready 3o
fmva my head examlnadl

"3 Protegtants we have no "Index'. Thore La no objectlon to reazding

khiz book. PBub one mey also recall: 'All thinpgs are lowful for me; but not
nll thinge are expedient.'”

"o must romind resders of the book that the Church acknowladges
God's flnal revelation in Jesus Christ. To claim that the Upsntia
Hook 18 a now rovelation is to exocommunlm te oneaslf from the fallowship
of tho Church.

"Mhis book adds abaclubely nothing to our falth in God as Croator,
Rodeemar and Senctifier. I6 i3 superfhuous.”

Excorit from s letter, Dr. Wagner %o Presldent Kroshler, Jan. 23, 19E8.

These are all of She criticisms which I heve fhat arecl any wmlue
af nlls Lot me Ymow if I ean be of further holp.

Cordially,

—
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