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Haow,. Hohers E. CGhilea
Gonecord Siahbhodist *hurch
N5I3 Horsh 1aln Stroed
Dayton 18, Okio

Dexy Hew, Chilea:

fhaklk vou for wour lotber and comments on the Urantia Book. In angwer
tooyour requesi for my response 5o theaa romarks, I wonld oo GG srond
oplnions are apparenily bused lirpoly en misinformibion. In wour two poge
analyrais If ind the following acsurate sbnioments abous the Upnnbin Fook:
Myuhich purpors So be dirent revelaticn...lUrantla pleads (1) for openminded,
tolerand inveshipsSion...In i%s scheme of develepment Uranbia ironks Ghie Adamlc
ssory ond pericd as relasing %o aebual hilatory...Zresaing greas figures in Sha
~ro-Cliristion Zra...For Urankla mn is finite..." Theré is moobthar pordially
sorract statement about She Urankia Bopk. IS does not disceuss many of the
shilosophies of %he pastS such as Groaficism Lu% 1% in oagy plaoes WATRE

arainst the errors which Gnoskicisn mde.
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T cen undersisnd how it vos pessilble fer you o ged She wnpisus mlsconoapticns
reparding the point of view of She Tranbin Eeok by the hop, skip, and jump nebhod
you used. From your comments, it would aapear thot you have ldittla or no grasp
of "Upantis theolepy" for fuochual inforcation sbou% the btook. T& is nossible
by seledsing certein porbims out of thelr conGems of %he totinl pleture of fha hook
and get such a series of misbaken conoopis which you present - bol scGually thay
kave come moskly from your own mind.

I'm not saying that I disepree witvh jour theplopical poins of view - my
guess is that Tweuld prebty closely agres with tt. DBut I'm simply saying Gl %
you are cpmmenbing en o loG of misinformasion = pretby much az I would comment

an such miginformasio .

We have a group of pashors who hove been adiudying Shis book eritieslly for
gevarnl years. About wnmensh apo we meb with one of the bef llew Teshkamens
soholars in She natlon o discuss the Uranbia Book. Although he had read ealy
park of the Lifa of Jesus and the soctions deallinpg with 0.T. ldterature, he
snid he waa much imoressad and that whoewer wrobe ik hod the finest Sheologiocal
insiphts of mbdern scholavshlp.
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Hogardless of vho wrede the Ufrantia Pook, 3o fur as wio have been ablas %o
dotepming it contwins Sha finest theolomicdl inaighis snd the mosh gsomprehensive
and polevans world wiesw of relipim, yebt distineiiwvely Christismn, bhat we have
beon able to find.

Am no% interesSed in defonding Lhe Urankia Uoek. Ik standas on its owm
validity or drak-efl-i%. 1% deoes not sband. Would simply say, on the basis of
your remarks, you have very lithle scurate infopmation of what She Urantin Book claim:
My guess is Ty you have only begun 4o hoar abous Sha Ueantins Book, ‘Ewen when
people undersiand ibs true regsafe, it will be a consroverainl Look.

Bast wishes o you.

Slaeerely yours,

Mo red bk J, Pun e
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