
1359 Davenport  Road #2 
Toronto, Onta r io  M6H 2H5 
18 January 1989 

Dear  Friends: 

He re  is a one-page article and  a long follow. up on a n  issue which has  troubled 
s tudents  of The  URANTIA Book for  a long time. I have  spent  a g r e a t  deal  of t ime  
in t h e  l as t  couple of years  trying t o  improve my own quali ty of thinking on  this  issue. 
He re  a r e  t h e  f i rs t  products of t h a t  effort .  The  URANTIA Foundation has  given 
permission for  m e  t o  send ou t  copies (and a lso t o  recover  my costs, about  US$ 3.00 
per copy mailed). 

If you believe this issue is important  and you find these  documents  helpful, 
please think creat ively  about  how they could be  made  more widely available, about  
wha t  o ther  ways of communicating such ideas  c an  b e  developed, and about  wha t  o ther  
aspec t s  of t he  topic  need t o  be  addressed. 

Please  forgive t h e  mass communication-it saves  t i m e  and postage. I would 
love t o  correspond personally in response t o  your evaluations. 

Regardless of t h e  ex t en t  t o  which you ag ree  with  my perspectives, I sa lu te  
your concern with The  URANTIA Book and g r ee t  you as a brother! 

Love, 

Je f f  Watt les  

True or False Freedom for the Strange Preacher? 

How should URANTIA Brotherhood respond t o  those who it thinks may be  
undertaking unwise projects  wi th  The  URANTIA Book? Jesus' r emark  about  t h e  
s t range  preacher  is o f ten  c i t ed  as an answer. According t o  t he  s tory given on pp. 
1764-65, t h e  cen t r a l  organization of t he  gospel movement  should not  t r y  t o  establish 
"administrative control" and "jurisdiction of one group of believers" over  o ther  
teachers,  even if these  o ther  t eachers  a r e  "not wholly worthy" and "do many s t range  
things." 

In fact t h e  Brotherhood is  a l ready complying with  the  model of Jesus' teaching. 
I t  does no t  a t t e m p t  t o  establish adminis t ra t ive  control  o r  jurisdiction over o ther  
groups. I t  does not  t r y  t o  t a k e  over o ther  organizations. I t  does not forbid anyone 
t o  teach. 

What t he  Brotherhood does t ry  t o  do from t i m e  t o  t i m e  is  t o  s tand up for 
wha t  i t  believes t o  be  wise  policy. Once  w e  distinguish poli t ical  imperialism from 
verdal persuasion, th is  sounds l ike a very reasonable thing t o  do, and many people 
support  t he  Brotherhood in this effort .  

There  a re ,  nonetheless, some who believe t h a t  even this persuasion th rea tens  
t he  f reedom t h a t  individual readers  have t o  in te rpre t  The  URANTIA Book a s  they 
choose and t o  act on their  own interpretations.  "You see things your way; I s e e  
things my way." We hear such reasoning at t imes,  and t he  s tory of t he  s t range  
preacher  is invoked t o  clinch t h e  case for f reedom of action. This is  t h e  a rgument  I 
wish t o  challenge. 



Appeal t o  the  precedent of the  s t range preacher often occurs in a larger 
context  of relativism, a popular view in our culture. Relativism is  the  doctrine t h a t  
t ruth is  re la t ive to a given person's interpretation. We hear  relativistic slogans often: 
"It a l l  depends on how you look at things." "You can' prove anything from The - 
URANTIA Book." We tend to gree t  such s ta tements  with a smile. They function 
almost  like t rump cards  in many conversations. But w e  need to s t a r t  responding: No, 
i t  doesn't all  depend on how you look at things; no, you can't  prove anything from 
The URANTIA Book. I t  i s  a f a c t  t ha t  people disagree, but i t  does  not follow t h a t  
each person is equally justified in his or her view. Relativism would deprive us of 
any standard to help -us work through differences together. Relativistic slogans a r e  
of ten  used t o  suggest t h a t  t he  speaker has a right t o  a c t  without interference. Such 
an a t t i tude  is hardly compatible with an  organization tha t  t r i es  t o  discern and pursue 
wise policy together. 

A sophistry uses obvious f ac t s  (e.g., t h a t  people disagree, t h a t  Jesus said this 
or tha t )  in a fuzzy way to support a dangerous conclusion. The conclusion about fa lse  
freedom may be unexpressed (no student of The URANTIA Book would asser t  i t  
outrighl:); o r  the  conclusion may be underexpressed, as in a s ta tement  like, "They can't - T 

tell  us what  to do." But sophistries may persist, even if t he  expression is  muted. 
Again, if the  only point we re  t o  insist on administrative autonomy for separa te  
organizstions, then there  would be  no fallacy, no sophistry. But the  implied 
conc1us:on of ten goes much far ther  than that ,  although this may not be fully c lear  
even t o  the  speaker. The f a c t  t h a t  one group should be f ree  from the  administrative 
control of another does not mean tha t  i t  should regard itself as f ree  t o  do whatever 
i t  wants  t o  do. Nor should such groups regard themselves a s  immune from discussion 
with t he  large group, which may be  profoundly a f fec ted  by what  the  smaller group 
chooses t o  do. 

Wonderful people pursuing epochal goals can  fall into subtle doctrines of false 
liberty unawares. -  dam- and ~ c e  did (846.3). The URANTIA Book has been placed in 
our hands as a trust ,  and w e  default  on tha t  t rust  if our counsel amounts  t o  nothing - 
more than saying, "Let each  s t r ee t  person or millionaire do whatever ambitious 
projeci is truly in the  minds of his chosen advisors." Here all I have tried t o  do is 
t o  lay t o  res t  a particular argument. What a bi t ter  irony if Jesus' remark about the 
s t range preacher were perverted into a premise in support of false liberty! I t  is not 
loving t o  permit  sophistry t o  masquerade as tolerance and love. Once w e  have seen 
through the  fallacies, w e  can explore in earnest  the  guidelines t h a t  The URANTIA 
Book itself offers  for wise policy. - 


