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Abstract

Except for the Holy Quran, most of the Books of God were revealed to the
children of Israel. In this regard, the Gospel (Injil) which was revealed to Jesus the
son of Mary was the last book of Israel. The scripture that is inside the church today is
called the Bible which is divided into two parts. The first part deals with the events of
the Prophets before the advent of Jesus which is called the Old Testament. While the
second one is known as the New Testament. The Gospel is a part of the New Testament.
Bible is considered the divine book of Christianity. The Christians believe the Bible as
a truly Godly scripture, whereas the Qur‘an was penned by the Holy Prophet himself

(/%%4" ). They argue that the Bible existed before the Qur‘an, during the Prophet’s time

and even these days it exists to verify this assertion. The genuine status of the Bible
during Qur‘an revelation has been divulged, and the directives of the Holy Prophet

Himself (£ have also acknowledged the Bible as a truly inspired book. Sultan Paul is

one of the authors who claimed that throughout the prophet’s age, the Bible was utterly
correct and complete, with no errors. This study aims at a critical assessment in order
to check the fact and claims of Sultan’s idea.

Keywords: Bible distortion, Sultan Paul’s views, the Qur‘an’s claim, Prophet’s sayings
and the Bible, Reality behind the Bible

Introduction to Sultan Paul

Sultan Paul was born in 1881 in Kabul to an Afghan army colonel. His father
was imprisoned by Amir ’Abdul Rahman Khan (1880-1901), with family members.
Some of them were executed rest of them were deported. Sultan Paul and his mother
immigrated to India and settled in Delhi, where he received Islamic education at Fateh
Puri Madrassa, a well-known Muslim seminary in the city. He acquired logic from
Maulana ’Abdul Jalil and Maulana Fateh Muhammad Khan in addition to Hadith and
Tafsir.! He was an Arabic professor at Forman Christian College in Lahore.

During his early seminary years, Sultan Paul began debating with Christian
theologians. The clergy preached Christianity in public places and squares, openly
attacking Islam, and Christians in the Sub-continent were allowed to be missionaries at
the legislative level. Sultan began to participate in these debates regularly, and as the
discussions advanced, the Church Missionary Society (CMS) established a library for
him. Sultan, on the other hand, founded Nadwat ul Mutakallimin (OxISSall 3533), a
Muslim debating organization whose major goal was to equip Muslim debaters against
Christianity. The organization used to host daily religious meetings where Christians
and Hindus would make accusations against Islam, and Muslim debaters would
respond. Sultan Paul held a debate with Munshi Mansiir Masth, who objected to the
Islamic notion of salvation and offered arguments on it, at a meeting arranged by the
same organization. Even though Sultan responded to his arguments, he was dissatisfied
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with his performance. As a result, he began his quest for salvation, which finally led to
his apostasy. Thus, in 1903, he converted to Christianity and was baptized by Pastor
Canon at a congregation in St. Paul’s Church in Bombay.

Sultan held several discussions with Muslims, Qadianis, and Hindus after his
conversion, and achieved a reputation as a Christian debater in the Sub-continent. He
also wrote books defending Christianity and criticizing Islam. It has been said of his
writings;
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Christian preachers who preserve just one book of Sultan’s works will be successful in
every field.
The Bible during Prophet’s time and Sultan’s views (ci ! caoess)

To prove the Bible a true divine scripture, it is blamed by Sultan Paul that not a
single verse in the Qur‘an rejects the present Bible. This allegation is written in the
preface of his book Tashif al-Tahrif (< =il cusat), He writes, “Despite the Qur‘an’s
explicit words, there is a prevalent belief among Muslims today that the Torah and the
Gospel were not in their original form at the time of the Qur‘an revelation and were
perverted by Jewish and Christian intellectuals.....However, there is no Qur‘anic verse
or hadith in Sihah e Sittah that might support their assertion. The Qur‘an, on the other
hand, emphasizes the divine texts’ legitimacy and protection.”

According to Islamic teachings, the Qur‘an is not the Holy Prophet’s word, nor
has he ever claimed it, rather, it is a divine message that God sent to the Holy Prophet
(%) through an angel, and the Holy Prophet (¥) saved it through his companions, and
even God Himself declared its protection. Whereas the Bible is not a single book
written by a single person but a collection of writings by various personalities. Sultan’s
argument that the Bible was in its original format during the Prophet’s time and that
there was no distortion in it, and that the Qur‘an and Hadith make no reference to any
Bible distortion, is founded on a misconception. The Qur‘an asserted at the time of its
revelation the previous scriptures had altered and lost their divine status, and that the
Qur‘an was now the only divine word to be believed. Apart from the Qur‘an, it is also
said in hadith literature that the Holy Prophet (¥) pronounced the prior books to be
perverted and stated that the Qur‘an is the only source of guidance for humanity and
that no other books are required. In this case, Qur‘anic verses, the Prophet’s sayings,
and a summary of some of Sultan’s points are recorded. A few arguments of Sultan in
support of his allegation are as follows:

Statement of Bahai Faith

Sultan presented the first argument to support his claim that the Bahai religion believes
the texts of the Prophet’s time were uncorrupted. He writes referring the Bahai book
Igan:
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Some claim that Jewish and Christian scholars removed verses from the Bible
that dealt with Muhammad's (%) attributes and instead wrote against him. This is
completely worthless and without foundation. Is it conceivable for someone who
believes in a book and accepts it as a gift from God to then destroy it? Furthermore, the
Torah was found throughout the world. It wasn’t just Makkah and Madinah who had
the power to modify it. Here are some answers to this argument;

1. First and foremost, Muslims reject any reference or reasoning from the Bahai faith.
The Bahat faith, like every other religion, is considered non-Islamic by Islam.

2. Second, Sultan Paul himself wrote in the same chapter, referring to the same Bahai
author, that the People of the Book used to misinterpret the lines indicating the coming
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of the Holy Prophet (¥) at their own choice and this statement is testifying in favor of
Islam that the Jewish scholars used to change the meaning of the verses according to
their own desires and abandon God’s intention so their very was accused of distortion.”

3. The Bible was out of reach for the average person, and the people had no right to
read it and try to figure out what was going on. Anyone who did so was severely
punished, as Hypatia (350-415) and Galileo’s death proved this reality.®”’

Arguments from the Qur‘an

Sultan Paul presents several verses from the Qur‘an to prove his case solid. Some of
them are the following:

“And dispute ye not with the People of the Book, except with means better [than
mere disputation], unless it be with those of them who inflict wrong [and injury]: but
say, “We believe in the revelation which has come down to us and in that which came
down to you; Our Allah and your Allah is one; and it is to Him we bow [in Islatm].”s’9
If we had no scripture, this verse did not declare us the people of the Book, according to
Sultan’s statement. So this verse accepts Jewish scripture as a divine book. Here are a
few answers to this argument.

1. The approach of discussion is taught in this verse. If someone needs to discuss with
the people of the Book, remind them that the holy prophet (:) preached the same
message of Monotheism that their prophets delivered. Allah revealed the Qur‘an to the
Holy Prophet (¥)) in the same way that books and scriptures were revealed to their
prophets, and we regard the earlier scriptures as the word of God just as we believe in
the Qur‘an.

2. The above verse raises a challenge for Christians. Muslims respect the earlier
scriptures and accept their divine status by considering them to be God’s revealed
message, then why do the People of the Book reject the Quran?

3. God detects that we (the Muslims) do believe in their books, not in them. And their
scriptures state that you and we both have the same one God, yet how did you create
Trinity?

4. In the very next verse, the Qur‘an indicates those who had common sense among the
People of the Book had recognized the Qur‘an as God’s word, while certain
unfortunates denied this dignity. Why did they need to believe in the Qur‘an if the
Bible was true? As it is stated;
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“And thus [it is] that We have sent down the Book to thee. So the People of the Book
believe therein, as also do some of these [pagan Arabs]: and none but Unbelievers

reject our signs.”*
The next argument by Sultan is based upon the following Qur‘anic verse:
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“Not all of them are alike: Of the People of the Book are a portion that stand [For the
right]: They rehearse the Signs of Allah all night long, and they prostrate themselves in
adoration. They believe in Allah and the Last Day; they enjoin what is right, and forbid
what is wrong; and they hasten [in emulation] in [all] good works: They are in the ranks
of the righteous.”13

According to Sultan, even then the People of the Book used to recite the Bible
and how can one recite a false and fabricated writing in prostration at night. Therefore,
this verse proves that the book was true and non-fabricated at that time. There are three
main points in this verse to understand:

1. People of the Book cursed *Abdullah b. Salam after he converted to Islam, called him the
worst one. These verses were revealed in response to the people’s denial and stated that while
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not all People of the Book have rebelled against the truth, some will stick by it and accept it,
and ’Abdullah b. Salam is one of them.
2. This verse does not refer to all of the People of the Book; rather, it refers to a certain
group of people who followed the straight road and did not partake in the process of
twisting the holy texts.
3. The virtue of this group is described in verse 114, in which they race towards
kindness. As a result, when they learned the truth through the Holy Prophet (%), they
rushed to this virtue and adopted Islam right away, while the rest of the People were
denied this bliss.
Next Sultan presents the following verse: i
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“And in their footsteps We sent Jesus the son of Mary, confirming the Law that had
come before him: We sent him the Gospel: Therein was guidance and light, and
confirmation of the Law that had come before him: A guidance and an admonition to
those who fear Allah.”*
Sultan writes that this verse testifies the Gospel contains guidance and light for the
people and the people of the Gospel should deliver guidance according to what existed
at that time. If the book was false then why is the Qur‘an commanding to guide through
it? There are three answers to this verse;
1. According to this Qur‘anic verse, Jesus Christ was given the Gospel and he
reaffirmed the Torah. If Christians were asked which Jesus affirmed, the entire and true
Torah or the distorted one, they would undoubtedly respond that Jesus confirmed the
complete and true Torah. Why did Jesus need to give the Gospel if the Torah before
him was correct? And what if the Gospel changed any of the Torah’s commandments?
Then it means Torah is no longer mandatory practically for society; simply believing in

it is adequate. Similarly, the Holy Prophet () did verification the previous books

while also receiving the Qur‘an. These books are no longer required since the
revelation of the Qur‘an.

2. Only the Torah was reaffirmed by Jesus Christ, according to this text. All other
books of the Old Testament are now unacceptable in the light of this verse since Jesus
did not confirm them and the Qur‘an did not reference them because they were
fabricated.

3. Confirming is one thing, but the following is another. Although Jesus supported the
Torah, he was not compelled to follow it because he had his book. Likewise, the Holy
Prophet (2) has his book, which validates the earlier scriptures, but he and his Ummah
are not bound by their teachings.

Arguments from Hadith
In addition to Qur‘anic passages, Sultan Paul has presented arguments based on hadith
and has made every effort to prove the Bible as an unaltered text. He describes the
following hadith:
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“Narrated ’Abdullah b. ’Amr The Prophet (3) said, “Convey (my teachings) to the
people even if it were a single verse or a sentence (from the Qur‘an or As-Sunna) and
tell others the stories of Bani Israil (which have been taught to you), for it is not sinful
to do so0.”"’
According to Sultan Paul hadith very clearly permits to narrate from the Bible which
means the book was not fabricated. Here are some meanings of this hadith;
1. According to this hadith, Israelite traditions that do not contradict Islamic teachings
and core beliefs are permitted to be told, but false traditions are not allowed.
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2. This permission is for learned scholars who can define the difference between truth
and deception, and who have enough capacity to know the divine word’s nature. When
’Abdullah b. ’Amr b. Al-‘As received the scriptures on the occasion of the Yarmik
battle, he would not recount from them without the approval of the commentator, nor
would he relate every word from them, and the general people were told not to confirm
or refute.

3. It is instructed to obtain description from those People of the Book who converted to
Islam, because they possessed knowledge of both sides of the books, not from
everyone. People were allowed to relate from them, in the Quran, because they had
higher insight.*® Similarly, Hadrat *Umar barred Ka’b al-Ahbar from telling Israelite
traditions, claiming if one believes that the Torah was delivered to Prophet Moses, one

can read it at any time of day or night."”

It is important to remember not that all Israelite traditions are permitted to be conveyed.
It is critical to comprehend the divide between Israelite traditions in this regard. Some
traditions are consistent with Islam (for example, the penalty for adultery). Other
customs that do not conform to Islam but do not contradict its spirit. Third, some
traditions are hostile to Islam, which Islam does not embrace (like as influencing the
People of the Book’s beliefs about Monotheism and Prophethood). As a result, it is
permitted to relate Islamic traditions wherever they exist, but anti-Islamic traditions are
prohibited.

Sultan Paul’s next argument is based upon Hadrat *Umar’s practice. He pens down that
’Umar used to go to the Jewish seminary and learn from their teachings:
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Because it is apparent from Islamic history that the entire religion has followed the
Children of Israel’s narration. And it was Hadrat "Umar himself used to pay a visit to
the Jewish institution. (Tafsir *Azizi).

Actually this narration appears in the exegesis of the following verses:
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“ Say: Whoever is an enemy to Gabriel-for he brings down the [revelation] to thy heart

by Allah’s will, a confirmation of what went before, and guidance and glad tidings for

those who believe, Whoever is an enemy to Allah and His angels and messengers, to

Gabriel and Michael - Lo! Allah is an enemy to those who reject Faith.”??

Commentators explain the context of this verse by stating once a delegation of Jews

came to the Holy Prophet (¥8) and questioned him the following queries.

1. What kind of food did Hadrat Y’aqtib prevented for himself?

2. What is man and woman’s water (Semen)?

3. What is a Prophet’s sleeping pattern?

4. Who among the angels is your best friend?

The Holy Prophet (%) answered;

1. Hadrat Y’aqub had barred himself from eating camel meat.

2. The water of men is white and thick, but the water of women is thin and yellow.

3. A prophet’s eyes asleep but his heart awakes.

4. ‘Jibrail’ is my friend among the angels.

When the Jews heard the answers to all these questions, they answered, “If another

angel were your mate, we would obey you and trust in you, but Jibrail is our adversary

since he brings war and hunger whenever he arrives, whereas Mikail is our friend who

gives peace, prosperity, and plenty of grain.” So, neither you nor Jibrail is welcomed.

The commentators have described this commentary.?>**%%® |n Tafsir ’Aziz, the

identical commentary on this verse is written, and in this context, the incident of Hadrat
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’Umar is elaborated, of which Sultan Paul just takes a few phrases to support his claim
and ignores the rest. According to Tafsir *Azizi, ’Umar would occasionally visit the
seminary to learn about Torah and other ancient texts. When he arrived at the seminary
one day, the Jewish intellectuals greeted him warmly, saying, “No one comes to our
institution but you.” Take a look at ’Umar’s response;
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Rather, I’ve come to you to learn more about my faith. And, despite your knowing that
you just do not believe in a great messenger, | recognize the signs of my prophet from
your writings, and my faith is strong, and | wonder what is wrong with you. The Jews
claim that we deviate from this tradition because we think Jibrail to be our enemy. We
would have believed Mikail if he had been the angel of revelation. *Umar said, “since it
Is apparent from their rank that whoever is the rival of one will be the enemy of the
other, whoever is the rival of both will be the enemy of Allah. On this occasion Jibrail
came with these verses.
These verses were then recited by the Holy Prophet (2). This was the genuine and
whole incidence of Hadrat *Umar in Tafsir * Azizi, which was not related by Sultan Paul
because if the audience knew the whole story, they would abandon Christianity. The
most remarkable aspect of this episode is that Hadrat *Umar himself describes going to
the Jewish seminary to observe and read the signs of Prophethood of the Holy Prophet
(¥). This means that the Bible at the time of the Prophet (%) included signs of the
Messenger’s arrival, but the People of the Book concealed them.
Sultan has recounted the following Qur‘anic verse, as well as the hadith, which he has
provided as proof;
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“And We ordained laws for him in the tablets in all matters, both commanding and
explaining all things.”29
Based on this verse, Sultan Paul says that to doubt the book which God wrote with his

own hands and in which everything is described is tantamount to doubting God’s
writing. So he writes;
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This illusion may have been produced when Jibrail brought the Qur‘an, which the
people penned with their own hands, whereas the Torah was handed to Moses by God
Himself, who wrote it with His own hand. It was as if you have an objection to God.
Sultan describes the following hadith to bolster his case:

oy 31350 5 LGS 1 &)
No doubt! Allah wrote the Torah with His own hands.
Actually the full verse offered by Sultan is as follows;
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“And We ordained laws for him in the tablets in all matters, both commanding and

explaining all things, [and said]: “Take and hold these with firmness, and enjoin thy

people to hold fast by the best in the precepts: soon shall |1 show you the homes of the

wicked, [How they lie desolate].”32

How many tablets were there, and what was inscribed on them? These tablets were all

the same ones that God handed to Moses at Mount Sinai. Moses brought seven tablets,
according to Ibn Abi Hatim’s interpretation, but as he saw the Israelites worshipping
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the calf, he smashed them in rage. Six tablets were missing, with one remaining.gg The
biblical description in this case is more authentic for Sultan Paul. The Bible states that:
And Moses turned and went down from the mount, and the two tablets of the testimony
were in his hand: the tables were written on both their sides; on the one side and the
other were they written. And the tables were the work of God, and the writing was the
writing of God, graven upon the tables........ And it came to pass, as soon as he came
nigh unto the camp, that he saw the calf, and the dancing: and Moses’ anger waxed hot,
and he cast the tables out of his hands, and brake them beneath the mount.”

Moses got two tablets, which he broke down upon a mountain, according to the Bible.
Now all that’s required is to prove which Sultan is using the Qur‘an to make incorrect
arguments. By God’s command, Moses made new tablets and took down the
commandments on them. The Bible states: “And the Lord said unto Moses, Hew thee
two tables of stone like unto the first: and | will write upon these tables the words that
were in the first tables, which thou brakest. ............ And he hewed two tables of
stone like unto the first; and Moses rose up early in the morning, and went up unto
Mountg%inai, as the Lord had commanded him, and took in his hand the two tables of
stone.”

So, Moses rewrote the commandments at God’s will which are in the Bible. The Ten
Commandments were given by Moses to the Children of Israel. Moses remarked after
teaching his people these commandments:

“These words the Lord spake unto all your assembly in the mount out of the midst of
the fire, of the cloud, and of the thick darkness, with a great voice; and he added no
more. And he wrote them in two tables of stone, and delivered them unto me.”®

Moses received the tablets, according to the Qur‘anic passage, and according to the
Bible, there were around two tablets then who authored the first five volumes of the
Old Testament, Torah, today? The two tablets contained only the Ten Commandments,
but the Torah now contains five books, 187 chapters, and 5852 verses. Furthermore,
these five volumes contain no mention of the Torah. The term originally was used in 2
Kings. The Muslims would not have objected if it had been a matter of two tablets, but
where did the 5852 verses of the Torah originate from? When did it become known to
Moses? The Bible makes no mention of it. As a result, the Muslims complain about
distortion, and it is recorded in the Old Testament that they were the two scrolls up until
Solomon’s reign. So, it is stated in 2 Chronicles;

“There was nothing in the ark save the two tables which Moses put therein at Horeb,
when tr;% Lord made a covenant with the children of Israel, when they came out of
Egypt.”

These two tablets are also mentioned in the first book of Kings.®” No one has ever
questioned that God penned the Torah with his own hands in Islamic history. The
hadith, presented by Sultan in support of the Qur‘anic verse is narrated by Imam Behdqi,
as follows:
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God Almighty created Adam with His Hand, penned the Torah with His Hand, and
created Paradise with His Hand, after all He declared, ‘By My Might, there is no tide of
wine or cuckolds.” They (the companions) responded to the Messenger of God, ‘O
Messenger of God, we have witnessed a tide of wine, so what is a cuckold?’ He who
permits wickedness for God said the Messenger of God (¥).lbn Khuzaimah has also
narrated this hadith.*® Imam Behqt has described this hadith as Mursil Da’if al-Asnad.*®
That is, the narration chain is very poor and there is a gap in it, which is unacceptable.
As a result, no belief can be developed from such a narration based on hadith principle,

and the entire subject is resolved with the verse offered by Sultan.
Proof of Bible Distortion in the Qur‘an
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Sultan tried to argue that the Qur‘an verifies the current Bible using the verses above,
but he overlooked the verses that reveal the Bible’s distortion. A few of these verses are
included here to show that the Qur‘an does not support the current Bible in any way. It

is stated in Al-Bagarah;
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“Can ye [0 ye men of Faith] entertain the hope that they will believe in you? Seeing that
a party of them heard the Word of Allah, and perverted it knowingly after they
understood it.”**?

In the next verses the Qur‘an states;
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“Then woe to those who write the Book with their own hands, and then say: "This is
from Allah," to traffic with it for mlserablefrlce' Woe to them for what their hands do
write, and for the gain they make thereby.”

Furthermore, it is expressly rejected the People of the Book’s self-made ideas,
demonstrating they are not divine and that the Qur<an does not support them. It is
stated;
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“The Jews call *Uzair a son of Allah, and the Christians call Christ the son of Allah.
That is a saying from their mouth; [in this] they but imitate what the unbelievers of old
used to say. Allah's curse be on them: how they are deluded away from the Truth! They
take their priests and their anchorites to be their lords in derogation of Allah, and [they
take as their Lord] Christ the son of Mary; yet they were commanded to worship but
One Allah: there is no god but He. Praise and glory to Him: [Far is He] from having the
partners they associate [with Him].”*°

The Qur‘an declares that Abraham was neither a Jew nor a Christian, but a Muslim and
only Muslims fully follow his teachings.
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“Abraham was not a Jew nor yet a Christian; but he was true in Faith, and bowed his
will to Allah's [Which is Islam], and he joined not gods with Allah. Without doubt,
among men, the nearest of kin to Abraham, are those who follow him, as are also this
Prophet and those who believe: And Allah is the Protector of those who have faith.”*®
What was the source of the conflict with Najran’s Christians? This debate arose
because Christianity was not the actual religion that Jesus Christ preached to the
world.* During the Prophet’s time, the essential doctrines of Christianity grew, and the
Quran directly condemned them, declaring these biblical teachings to be perverted.
The Qur‘an would not have refuted the Bible and would not have debated with the
Najran delegation if the Bible’s doctrines and beliefs had not been perverted during the
Prophet’s time. So, Sultan’s argument that the Qur‘an does not claim Bible distortion is
entirely false. God, on the other hand, invites the Children of Israel to believe in the
Quran and not to change truth with falsehood. The Qur‘an describes;
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“O Children of Israel! call to mind the [special] favour which I bestowed upon you, and
fulfil your covenant with Me as | fulfil My Covenant with you, and fear none but Me.
And believe in what | reveal, confirming the revelation which is with you, and be not
the first to reject Faith therein, nor sell My Signs for a small price; and fear Me, and Me
alone. And cover not Truth with falsehood, nor conceal the Truth when ye know [what
itis].”
Evidence of Biblical distortion from Hadith
Sultan’s contention that there is no legitimate hadith to illustrate Biblical distortion is a
big misunderstanding. There are several narrations in hadith literature that challenge
this allegation, but only two of them are given here. The following is recounted by
’Abdullah b. ’Abbas in Bukharf;
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“Narrated *Ubaidullah bin ’Abdullah bin *Utba: Ibn ’Abbas 4, said, “O assembly of
Muslims! How do you ask the people of the Scriptures, though your Book (i.e., the
Qur‘an) which was revealed to His Prophet is the most recent information from Allah
and you recite it, (the Qur‘an) that has not been distorted? Allah has informed you that
the people of the Scriptures distorted and changed what was revealed to them, with
their own hands and they said (as regards their changed Scriptures): ‘This is from
Allah," in order to get some worldly benefit thereby.” Ibn *Abbas added, “Isn't the
knowledge revealed to you sufficient to prevent you from asking them? By Allah, |
have never seen any one of them asking you (Muslims) about what has been revealed to
9953
you.
Imam Muslim also has narrated this topic.
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Humaid b. ’Abdur-Rahman b. > Awf narrated that Marwan said to his gatekeeper: “Go -
O Rafi‘ - to Ibn ’Abbas, and say: ‘If every man among us who rejoices in what he has
done, and loves to be praised for what he has not done is to be punished, then we will
all be punished.” Ibn *Abbas said: “What does this verse have to do with you? This
Verse was revealed concerning the People of the Book.” Then Ibn ’Abbas recited:
‘(And remember) when Allah took a covenant from those who were given the Scripture
(Jews and Christians) to make it known and clear to mankind, and not to hide it.... And
Ibn *Abbas recited: ‘Think not that those who rejoice in what they have done (or
brought about), and love to be praised for what they have not done. Then Ibn ’Abbas
said: "The Prophet asked them about something, and they concealed it, and told him
something else, and they went out thinking that he thought they had told him what he
had asked them about. So they praised themselves, and rejoiced over what they had
done, by concealing from him what he had asked them about.*®
Furthermore, all basic literature of Sirah mentions the conversation of the Holy Prophet
(%) with Warga b. Nawfal following the first revelation and European authors have also
recorded this meeting.”®>>">*®"> Listening to the words of the Holy Prophet (), Warga
b. Nawfal claimed that the same angel who delivered the message also came to Moses.
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He also pledged his support to the Holy Prophet (3). He was the sole Christian scholar
in Makkah at the time, and the Holy Prophet () visited him first. The Holy Prophet
(%) revealed the contents of the revelation to him, and Warqa’s guarantee of assistance
indicates that he will be the prophet in the future. Both Imam Bukhari and Imam
Muslim have detailed accounts of this conversation.?®*®!

Conclusion

Sultan Paul and other Christians did not understand that the Qur‘an verifies the divine
scriptures and urges its followers to trust in them. In this regard, there are a few things
to keep in mind.

1. First, the Qur‘an instructs believers to believe in these writings but not abide by
them. Only the Qur‘an will be the focus of the action as it is the final and definitive
edition of all preceding divine scriptures.

2. Second, the Qur‘an makes no mention of believing in the current Bible; rather, it
requires believers to believe in the scriptures that were delivered to the apostles
centuries ago, such as Torah, Psalms, and the Gospel.®?

3. Third, the Qur‘an only mentions three of the previous books, whereas the Bible
contains 66 books, 39 of which are in the Old Testament and 27 in the New Testament.

4. Fourth, Christians should remember that while the Qur‘an mentions the prior books’
confirmation and faith, it only refers to three of them; all others are excluded from this
requirement.

5. Fifth, the prior books are not attributed to any writer or person in the Qur‘an. The
scriptures were referred to be God’s message wherever they were cited. Even Christians
are aware that the Bible is a compilation of texts by many individuals.

It can be observed that if these facts are taken into consideration while reciting the
Qur<an, Christian academics’ perplexity can be erased.

There is also a question for Sultan Paul and other Christians like him where the Bible
was in Prophet’s time if it was complete and correct? According to Maurice Bucaille’s
research, Christians were prohibited to read and study the Bible for hundreds of years.
Merely pastors were permitted to have a thorough understanding of the Bible, while the
rest of the population was only permitted to hear it.*® He claims that the Biblical text
was amended for many centuries before. Even St. Augustine (430-354) rejected some
Biblical teachings about God’s ability to teach man that is not true. He presented the
idea that any utterance that contradicts the truth cannot be godly and inspired on this
basis. When it came to answering queries from Catholics, Father Rogue was cited as
saying, “There can be no doubt that a comprehensive study of the Gospels is likely to
distress Christians greatly.”

Most importantly, Sultan concedes that the Gospel was not put down during the
lifetime of Jesus Christ, but was assembled later. He writes:

uﬁ;uééff‘aédul,-u}mmf{uﬂ,C@//vugz}ﬁéL/éufi?Cféféfgp"
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There had never been a book in the world, nor did Jesus Christ wander around in
searching for one. Christ’s teachings were called the Gospel at that time, and they were
oral teachings that were later codified in the four Gospels.

The Holy Qur<an was penned under the direction of the Holy Prophet (¥), whenever it
was revealed and was collected in one location by Hadrat Abt Bakr. The Qur‘an has
remained in the same state since the time many of the Companions memorized it
verbally, but Sultan himself admitted that the Gospels were created after Jesus Christ
and that there were no norms and laws for compiling it. They were all gathered solely
from memory. Apart from the Gospel, the letters in the New Testament are in any case
personal ideas and exhortations that have been elevated to the level of the inspired
word. Only seven of these 13 letters were written by Paul, according to experts, while
the remaining six are attributed to him but are not his. Furthermore, Paul’s secretary
wrote these seven letters, not he himself.?®*®’
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