Hovemhar 20, 1958

Rew. Hobort E. Chilas
95639 YNorth Mein Street
Doyion 15, Ohio

Dear Howe Chllea

Thank you for your leWter. What you say aboub She "unity of the
Blble as resting unon the aotivity of God in history" 1s correct. This
game point of view is evon more tirue of the Urantia Book point of view.
It hua & grasp of this orsatlve motlvity of Ood in history that is almost
oo complete - bub mosd intriguing. Cmoe you pet its entire ploture,
1t 1s amasing relevent in torma of our modern underaftandin; of history
and our modern ssbroncmical cosmology - in edditlon %o the best 'mowledge
of man's rd igious development. Am enclosing a brief sumrary BE the
Urantis “ook from which you con got a guick - but not conwinolng - view
ef the book. Heeding iks dotailed mnalysis is much bebter.

Sinoe this 1s bound %o be & controversial book, I don's think 1%
would be falr %o bring the name of the W.F. scholar into i%. He reoceiwed
his Fhe Dy in N.T. from Chicarp Uniwvorcitye I did not mean %o imply
thet he wes adwoonting thet people roed the Urantie Pook = in fach he

le quite susplecleous of i1%. Dub at no polnt did he differ from the
baslc Urantia polnt of view.

L

Feel free to write further concerning the Urantie Book. There dre
polnts whioh pose problems for tho oconventional orihodox and 1ibarnl£_?
points of wview. But I lmow ne book that will sharpen your roliglcua —=

Shinking more thoroughly then challenging the basie scneopts of thke 1 =
Urantie Hook. =

dincerely yours,

Merodith J . Sprunger



