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In the name of Allah, the Gracious, the Merciful.

Verily, all praise is for Allah. We praise Him, seek His help, and ask His forgiveness.
We seek refuge in Him from the evil within ourselves and from the wickedness of our deeds.
Whomever is guided by Allah cannot be led astray, and whomever Allah misguides cannot be
guided. | bear witness that there is no deity worthy of worship except Allah without partners
and that Muhammad is His servant and Messenger. May Allah send blessings and peace upon
him and upon his Family and Companions, and upon all His Prophets and messengers and

those who love them until the Day of Judgment.

To proceed:

This is the second book in the ‘‘Atheism Criticism and Evidence for Islam Series’’
which consists of three books. In Thieves of the Hereafter, the first book in this series, |
presented some of the proofs and signs of the existence of the Creator—glory be to Him—and |
refuted atheists' views about the origin of life and the emergence of the universe and living
organisms. In The Last Prophet, the second book of this trilogy, I will—God willing—shed
light on some evidences for the validity of Islam. This book dives into the origin of religion in
general and the history of monotheism in particular. Moreover, it highlights the proofs of the
authenticity of Prophet Muhammad (PBUH) and his message of Islam, especially the
prophecies about his advent in the Scriptures of the People of the Book (i.e. the Jews and the
Christians). Additionally, it explores the scientific miraculousness of the Qur’an and the
Sunnah of the Prophet (PBUH). Furthermore, its final chapter presents some of the fulfilled
prophecies of the messenger (PBUH). Finally, Atheistic Misconceptions and Insinuations, the
third book in this series which will be published in the coming months—God willing—is a
refutation of the most famous allegations against Islam and Sharia law. Also, this book presents

guidelines on how to deal with creedal and faith suspicions and insinuations.

In point of truth, this series aims to enhance the certainty of faith by urging atheist truth

seekers to consider the arguments and proofs for the validity of Islam. Hence, it is not a mere
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presentation of information, but an attempt to build consolidated knowledge. | presented its
contents in a question-and-answer system in order to facilitate focused attention and
information retrieval. In addition to the links (URLS) to the resources that | used, the books of
this series contain also pictorial illustrations from the research sources and the Scriptures (the
original texts or the approved translations) so that my argumentation is well documented and
readers can easily verify the authenticity and reliability of the data presented. | pray God, the
Magnanimous and the Most Generous, to make this work beneficial and to reward us for it.

Kindly remember me in your good prayers. May God reward you all.

Dr. Haitham Talaat.

Email: haithamsrour41@gmail.com
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CHAPTER ONE

HOW DID RELIGION

ORIGINATE?



1. How did religion originate?

Essentially speaking, atheist and materialist thinkers and philosophers assume that religion is

the product of primitive man's contemplation of the universe and his fear of some cosmic
phenomena.l Their argument goes: to a primitive person the observed phenomena of the world

appear to be caused by invisible, supernatural beings. So the primitives resort to incantations,
ritual dances, sacrifices, strictly observed prohibitions (tabus), and so on to appease or drive off
such beings. However, this atheistic approach has three major problems. Firstly, the
fundamental question is: how could the contemplation of the universe and the fear of some
cosmic phenomena awaken deep religious feelings in all nations? That is, how does the
occurrence of a cosmic phenomenon relate to the emergence of a religion with its ceremonies,
rituals and obligations? The second problem with this atheistic theory is that—with time and in
outcome of the uniformity and frequency in which cosmic phenomena occur—they,
undoubtedly, cease to be mysterious and attention grabbing wherefore they would not
necessitate an explanation or stimulate any metaphysical reaction. Moreover, religion was
never originated through the feelings of submission (passivity), cowardice and fear. Rather, the
motive behind its emergence, in all world civilizations, was the seeking of a sense of
magnificence, maightiness and superminence. Furthermore, if primitive man’s fear of cosmic
phenomena gave impetus to religion—as a plea for mercy from nature—then why did human

beings continue to be religious despite the fact that religious rituals turned out to be unavailing
attempts since universal phenomena reoccur at the same pace and frequency?2 In fact, religion
has never ceased to exist. On the contrary, it has always been a universal element in human

societies throughout the history of civilization. Therefore, its origin must be completely

independent of this inadequate reductionist analysis put forward by atheists.

YEmile Durkheim, The Elementary Forms of Religious Life, translated by Cosman Carol,
(Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2008).

2 Abdallah M. Draz, Ad-Din (Religion), (Beirut: Daar Al-Bouraq Li Nnashr wa Ttawzi’, 1999).


https://fr.wiktionary.org/wiki/%E2%80%94
https://fr.wiktionary.org/wiki/%E2%80%94
https://fr.wiktionary.org/wiki/%E2%80%94
https://fr.wiktionary.org/wiki/%E2%80%94

2. Some atheists claim that totemism stands at the origin of all religion?

As a matter of fact, there is another proposition set forth by atheists regarding the
genesis of religion wherein they decide that religion originated in the totems created by ancient
human clans. The French sociologist Emile Durkheim was the most famous advocate of this
conception. Basically, he investigated the origin of religion and examined totemism from a
sociological and theological point of view. He claimed that the religion of the Australian
aboriginal tribes is the most primitive of all religions wherein the germs of all higher forms are
found. He explained that Australian aborigines have animal names due to the sacredness of
animals in their totemic religion. The very heart of his thesis is that society and ‘the god’ of all
historical religions are really identical. Thus, his big idea is that by worshipping the totem, clan
members are actually worshipping society. However, contemporary sociologists and
anthropologists criticised Durkheim”s perspective on the ground that there are entire nations

and civilizations in differet continents where people clearly believe in God (an omnipotent

being) despite not having any totems.® In a word, they strongly opposed the formulation of

totemism as the oldest religion because many cultures in the world have never passed through
the stage of totemism at all. Durkheim’s counterparts insist that totemism has nothing to do
with religion because totems are just ethnic symbols that identify the tribes by their lineages,

that is to say they are similar to the flags of present day countries.

3 Andrew Lang, The Making of Religion, (New York: AMS Press, 1968).
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Most strikingly, it is worthwhile mentioning that other scholars have discovered that the idea of
the totem in the ancient tribes is an economic idea and not a religious one. Unfortunately,
Durkheim's claims have been taught as historical facts for decades in European universities.
Therefore, a lot of misinformation penetrated into the European mind at his hands. For
instance, he claimed that the erotic manifestations of tribe orgies constitute a necessary element
of the social and religious psychology of primitive tribes, whereas it has been proven that these
parties were a rebellion against the structure of social and religious life in the tribe. In fact, this

remains Durkheim's most famous fraudulent misrepresentation because the tribal systems in all

societies are based on complete separation of the sexes.?

3. What is the origin of the ‘‘God as an omnipotent being and creator of the heavens and
the earth”’ idea?

In fact, this question is one of the biggest problems that atheism faces today. Unquestionably,
belief in God—as an omnipotent being and creator of the heavens and the earth—has been
pervasive in all world cultures throughout the ages, and this incontestable fact can definitely
not be analyzed from a materialistic perspective. Actually, the perfectly legitimate questions
here are: where did this idea of God—as an omnipotent being and the creator of everything—
come from? And if religion, as Durkheim claimed, originated in the ancient totems, then which

one, amongst the primitive clans or tribal societies, was this idea formulated upon? How were

“ Abdallah M. Draz, Ad-Din (Religion), (Beirut: Daar Al-Bouraq Li Nnashr wa Ttawzi’,
1999), p. 156
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people, across the world and throughout the history of all the Prophets, invited to the way of
God?® How did human beings sense the existence of God in cultures all over the world, despite

them being widely separated by time, geography, and language? Additionally, if you look into
religions throughout history, you will find that belief in the oness of God is their original core
teaching. In other words—no matter how immersed in paganism these religions get at any
given point in time—they always retain remnants of monotheism. Hence, evidence suggests
that monotheism is the oldest religious system in the world. Overall, belief in God is hardwired
into our human nature and can never be erased entirely. Even if religious faith recedes for a

time, it can and will always be revived again.

4. Did monotheism precede polytheism?

As a matter of fact, some anthropologists—holding to the evolutionary paradigm—
claim that monotheism has evolved from lower forms of religions. According to this
evolutionary view of religious development, religion progressed from simple forms to complex
I.e. from totemism and polytheism to monotheism. However, there were other anthropologists
and researchers in the history of religions who disagreed and argued that the historical
evidence presented a very different picture because their findings revealed that primitive tribes
consistently exhibited monotheism. Inarguably, evidence suggests that polytheism evolved

after pure monotheism. M. Monier Williams asserts that: ‘‘monotheism preceded all forms of

polytheism which appeared later.”" Similarly, a group of researchers declared in the Primitive

Man journal that: ‘the history of religion is a corruption of or a deviation from an early pure

S |bid.

6 McCabe, J. The Growth of Religion: A Study of its Origin and Development, (London:
Watts& Co), p.191 as cited in 'Abd Allah Ash-shahri, Thalath Rasa'il fi al-1lhad wa-al-'llm wa-
al-timan (Three Letters in Atheism, Science and Faith), (Beiriit: Markaz Nama' lil-Buhiith wa-
ad-Dirasatn, 2014
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form of monotheism.”’ Incontrovertibly, from the standpoint of archeology and anthropology,

the existence of monotheism before polytheism is a well established fact. In other terms,
religion existed in its purely monotheistic form before it got corrupted. Wilhelm Schmidt, a
German anthropologist, conducted extensive research on primitive indigenous tribes around the
world such as the African Pygmies. Schmidt discovered similarities in their belief in one
creator and he has published the results of his research in his book The Position of Pygmy
People in the History of Human Development. According to his theory of primitive
monotheism, primitive religion in almost all tribal peoples began with an essentially
monotheistic concept of a high god who was a benevolent creator. He argued that all primitive
cultures in the world have that notion of a supreme god and they worship a single, omniscient
and high deity which is essentially similar to the God in monotheistic religions. Based on his
findings, Schmidt maintained that all peoples originally believed in one god. Hence, according
to his proposition, primitive religions were not polytheistic, as it was commonly thought, but
they started as monotheistic. He concluded that monotheism, not polytheism or totemism, was
the most primitive type of religion worldwide. Analogously, Scottish anthropologist Andrew
Lang concluded that the idea of the Supreme Being, the ‘‘high God’’ existed in the primitive
tribes prior to Western contact and that monotheism, the worshipping of God as opposed to a
pantheon of polytheistic gods, was the original religion of mankind. He drew his conclusion

from his studies on the tribes of Central Africa such as the Zulu, the Bushmen and some Native

American and Australian tribes.® Interestingly, Friedrich F. W. Schelling, the great German

philosopher, explained in his book Philosophy of Mythology that monotheism is the first creed

of all ancient mankind, and polytheism was only the result of the corruption of this universal

T3 M. C, The Origin and Early History of Religion, Primitive Man, Vol.2, P.45 as cited in
'Abd Allah Ash-shahri, Thalath Rasa'il fi al-Ilhad wa-al-"llm wa-al-iman (Three Letters in
Atheism, Science and Faith), (Beirut: Markaz Nama' lil-Buhtith wa-ad-Dirasatn, 2014).

8 Andrew Lang, The Making of Religion, (New York: AMS Press, 1968).
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primitive monotheism at the hands of the straying followers of religion.9 Edwin. O James, a

British professor of anthropology and comparative religions, shares the same proposition with
Lang, Schmidt and Schelling and contends that primitive peoples believed in the oneness of
God. In point of fact, this monotheistic faith is widespread in the indigenous tribes, whose

people live by gathering wild plants and fruits, to this day such as the aboriginal Australians
and the African Pygmies.10 Inarguably, this universal original monotheism degenerated and

deteriorated into polytheism. Therefore, the story of human religion is not one of evolution but
erosion. Quite simply, non-monotheistic religions degenerated from primitive monotheism.
Again the fundamental question persists: what is the origin of this belief in one God? How was
the call to His way made throughout history? Incontestably—from a materialistic atheistic
perspective which denies the divine revelation to the Prophets—this question remains a real

dilemma.

5. What about Hinduism, Christianity, Zoroastrianism and other contemporary

religions: were they also monotheistic in their origin?

In point of truth, these curretly polytheistic religions were monotheistic in their origin.
To begin with, Hinduism ultimately ends with an ancient monotheistic belief in a supreme,
transcendent deity who impels the universe and sustains it. According to the report submitted

to the British government in India: “the general conclusion that the committee reached after

research is that the majority of Indians have a strong belief in One Supreme Being.”ll

Moreover, becoming a Sadhu, which is one of the highest goals of Hinduism, is achieved only

% Friedrich Schelling and Victor C. Hayes, Schelling's Philosophy of Mythology and
Revelation: Three of Seven Books, (Armidale, NSW: Australian Association for the Study of
Religions, 1995).

Ogwin 0. James, Prehistoric religion: A study in prehistoric Archeology. (Westport: Praeger
Publishers, 1957), p. 06.

Lywill Durant, The Story of Civilization, Book Club Edition, volume 3, (New York: Simon &
Schuster, 1963), p. 209.
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through ‘sadhana’ which is the practice of devoted worship and the renunciation of all earthly
deities. Sadhu Hindus, the Hindi holy persons wearing saffron-colloured clothes who cut all
familial and societal attachments, achieve this state only by renouncing polytheism and through

devoted faith in the One First Creator.

Correspondingly, Christianity is also a monotheistic religion in its essence and belief in
the oneness of God is, in effect, the greatest commandment in the Bible as stated by Moses:
Hear, O Israel: The LORD our God, the LORD is ONE. (Deuteronomy 6:4) In fact, the
Christian doctrine of trinity or the tri-unity of God—God is three persons: the Father, the Son,
and the Holy Spirit who are somehow consubstantial i.e. one in substance—appeared only after
Jesus Christ was raised unto God. It is therefore the plight of Christianity, that is why it is
commonly referred to by philosophers as ‘the logical problem of the Trinity’ and by

theologians as ‘the threeness-oneness problem’.

Deuteronomy 6

4. |Hear, O Israel: The Lord our God, the Lord is one.

5. Love the Lord your God with all your heart and with all your soul and with all your strength.

6. These commandments that I give you today are to be upon your hearts.

7. Impress them on your children. Talk about them when you sit at home and when you walk along the road,
when you lie down and when you get up.

8. Tie them as symbols on your hands and bind them on your foreheads.

9. Write them on the doorframes of your houses and on your gates.

When asked which commandment was the most important one, Jesus answered ‘‘the most

important one is this: Hear, O Israel: The Lord our God, the Lord is one.”” (Mark 12: 29)

Mark 12

29.|"The most important one," answered Jesus, "is this: 'Hear, O Israel, the Lord our God, the Lord is one.l /

30.Love the Lord your God with all your heart and with all your soul and with all your mind and with all your
strength.'

31.The second is this: 'Love your neighbor as yourself.'l‘l‘here is no commandment greater than these.“l

Undeniably, belief in the oneness of God is the first and greatest commandment in the

Bible. Hence, there is a problematic inconsistency between the original monotheistic teaching

11
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of the Bbible and the Trinity doctrine. According to the British Encyclopedia: ‘‘the early

Christians were against Trinitarianism for they believed that the Trinity has nothing to do with

the divine monotheism taught by the Holy Scriptures.”12 Notwithstanding, faced with this

logical problem Christians claim that they worship God in Trinity and Trinity in Unity, that is
to say, in their words, the Father is God, the Son is God, and the Holy Spirit is God, yet they
are not three Gods, but one God. Unmistakably, a contradiction can be derived quite simply
from the claim that the Christian God is triune. A straightforward philosophical question is:
how could three distinct persons be consubstantial in a way that would make them countable as
one God? Clearly, Christians had a dilemma as soon as they declared that Christ was God and
they are polytheists despite insisting that they are monotheists. Nevertheless, Christianity was

purely monotheistic in its origin.

Analogously, the original Zoroastrian teaching was monotheistic but has been corrupted
by the later dualistic tradition which means the belief of Zoroastrians in two supreme opposed

gods that caused the world to exist. Quite simply, they believe that the highest god and creator,

Ahura Mazda, is engaged in a primeval battle against Angra Mainyu, the Destructive Spirit.13

In 1862, Martin Haug proposed a new reconstruction of what he believed waleoroaster's original monotheistic

teaching, as expressed in the Gathas— a teaching which he believedlhad been corrupted by later Zoroastrian
dualistic traditionjas expressed in post-Gathic scripture and in the texts of tradition. = For Angra Mainyu, this
interpretation meant a demotion from a spirit coeval with Ahura Mazda to a mere product of Ahura Mazda. Haug's

theory was based to a great extent on a new interpretation of Yasna 30.3; he argued that the good "twin" in that
passage should not be regarded as more or less identical to Ahura Mazda, as earlier Zoroastrian thought had
assumed, but as a separate created entity, Spenta Mainyu. Thus, both Angra Mainyu and Spenta Mainyu were
created by Ahura Mazda and should be regarded as his respective ‘creative' and 'destructive' emanations.

In sum, all religions were purely monotheistic in their origin. God says: Never did We

send any Messenger before you to whom We did not reveal: "There is no god but Me. So serve

L2The British encyclopedia, part 3, (London: Odhams Press, 1933), part 3, p. 634.

13 Martin Haug, Essays on the Scared Language, Writings and Religion of the Parsis,
translated by Edward, W. West, (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2013), DOI:
https://doi.org/10.1017/CB09781139383271.
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Me alone." (The Qura'n 21:25) Even the Arab polytheists originally believed in one god who
created them and the universe. God says: If you ask them: “Who created the heavens and the
earth?” they will surely answer: “Allah.” (The Qura'n 39:38) Similarly, God says: If you were
to ask them: “Who created them?” they will surely say: “Allah.” Whence are they, then, being
led astray? (The Qura'n 43:87) All in all, people have testified that there is no deity but God
throughout the ages. As it happens, during his lifetime, Jesus did never call or consider himself
God. Rather, let us look into Christ's (PBUH) strongly-worded statement wherein he denied his
divinity and bears witness that God is one and that there is no other deity but Him. In reality,
the present day Bible relates Christ’s (PBUH) testimony: He said: If I alone testify about

Myself, My testimony is not valid. There is another who testifies in my favor, and | know that

his testimony about me is valid. 14 (John 5:31-32)

John 5

4. "If | testify about myself, my testimony is not valid.
5. 32There is another who testifies in my favor, and | know that his testimony about me is valid.

We find an amazing text in the Book of Mark: ‘‘God is one and there is no other but

him.”’1° (Mark 12:32) Obviously, the aforementioned verses in the Book of John and the Book

Mark show that Christ (PBUH) is not God and that the foremost of the Biblical laws is that
God is One, which is the monotheistic message that all the Prophets were sent to convey.
Unfortunately, with time people started to ascribe partners to God and to worship idols and
earthly deities. Actually, the disbelievers of Makkah and the polytheists worldwide present
lame arguments to justify their crime of praying to deities other than God. They generally say
that they do not worship other beings regarding them as their creators, that the Creator is only

Allah, and that He alone is the real Deity; but He is too high for them to have access to Him.

14Book of John, chapter 5:31-32.

15800k of Mark, chapter 12:32.
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Therefore, they make intermediaries a means to convey their prayers and their petitions to
Allah. Conversly, the Messengers (PBUT) preached that people should worship Allah, making
religion exclusively His, for it is only Allah’s right that He should be obeyed and worshiped
sincerely and exclusively. God says: Lo, religion is exclusively devoted to Allah. Your religion
is entirely consecrated to Him. As for those who have taken others than Allah for their
guardians, (they say): “We worship them only that they may bring us nearer to Allah.” Allah
will judge between them concerning what they differ about. Verily Allah does not guide

anyone who is given to sheer lying, is an utter unbeliever. (The Qura'n 39:3)

6. How can any sane person associate idols with God in worship, on the pretext that they
would bring him closer to God, then worship the idols and entirely give up the

worshipping of God?

Overall, the polytheists the world over have always taken idols as the means of access
to Allah, that is they worshipped idols representing various gods and goddesses. However, God
was never represented by any idol. We can therefore infer that He was regarded as superior to
other deities. In other words, these idols were not worshipped for their own sake but as
intermediaries to get closer to God whom they viewed as the Lord of gods. Hence, Sheikh al-
Islam ibn Taymiyyah said: “It is utter ignorance to assume that idolaters believed that their
idols created the world or that they send down the rain or make plants grow or create animals
or anything else. In point of truth, the idolaters turned to their idols to seek their intercession

with Allah in the same way other polytheists call the dead for aid—claiming that they are

mediators between them and Allah, to have their prayers accepted and their needs fulfilled."®

As it happens, idolaters did attribute some kind of interference with fate and predestination to
the idols they worshipped, but they knew that there was only one Creator—glory be to Him—

Allah who is the only source of power, blessing and impact in the universe. Simply put, idols

16 Ahmed 1bn Taymiyyah, Majmoo’ Al-Fatawa (A Great Compilation of Fatwa), volume 1,
(Alexandria: Dar Al-Wafa’, 2011), p. 359.
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were used as instruments for advancing and seeking proximity to God which is similar to the
polythestic practice of ignorant people who slaughter animals to honour the deceased in order
to supplicate them as intermediaries to God for the fulfilment of some need or the endowment
of some bounty such as healing them or granting them children. Historically, idols were the
names of righteous men. When they passed away, Satan inspired in their people to build statues
in the places they used to sit and name them by their names. However, they started to worship
them when the first generation passed away and knowledge was lost. So polytheists took these
idols as intermediaries between themselves and God, but they knew that God alone is the
Creator and Provider. Nonetheless, this intermediation and solicitation has nullified the purity
of their worship for God alone, that is to say they strayed through this route from actualizing
the truth of monotheism. Likewise, the infidels of Quraish did not deny God, but rather refused
to abandon their idolatry and polytheistic practices. Indeed, Messengers were sent by God to
every nation to instruct people to worship God alone and to stay away from idols and false
gods. As a result, Oneness of Allah’s Lordship (Tawhid-ul-Rububiyyah)—testifying that Allah
alone is the Creator, the Sustainer, the Giver and the Taker of life and the Controller of all
affairs in the dominion of the heavens and the earth—is common amongst all humans due to
their innate inclination and the remnants of the prophecies. Hence the Prophets’s mission was
to teach people the Oneness of Worship (Tawhid-ul-Uluhiyyah)—the worship of Allah alone;

nothing else is to be worshipped, invoked, or sought for help.

7. How many monotheistic religions are there in the world nowadays?

By and large, Abrahamic religions are all considered monotheistic faiths, but in Islam,
the principle of monotheism exists to an extreme degree, for at the heart of it lies this cardinal
principle of ‘‘tawheed.”” In other words, the Islamic creed is grounded in absolute
monotheism—God is One, Unique, Absolute—which is its most salient principle. Without a
doubt, this is a belief system that markedly distinguishes Islam from all other religions,
including Christianity and Judaism. Therefore, adherents of all other religions are polytheists to

different extents. In fact, inviting people to Islam is an easy task because it is the religion of

15
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natural disposition, that is to say, it is in harmony with the innate inclination (known as Al-fitra
in Arabic). It therefore does not require rational premises because all humans inherently know
that God is the only creator and are naturally disposed to worship Him and humbly submit to
Him. Hence, the mission of the daa’iyah (Muslim missionary or preacher) is to awaken
people’s innate intuition and to inspire them to contemplate the signs of the truthfulness of the

Prophet Muhammad (PBUH) which in turn is sufficient to accept the validity of Islam.

Indeed, all the human beings without any exception received the highest monotheistic
knowledge before they were made to confess and give a covenant. So religion is only a

confirmation of man’s innate disposition. Moreover, people did not know their Lord through

the primitive mind-assumption (reason), but by the light of divine inspiration (revelation).17

Without a doubt, monotheism is the essential message of all the divine revelations, that is to
say it is the same truth which has been expounded by all the Prophets in various parts of the
world and at different periods of time. On the other hand, polytheism was merely the result of
the corruption of the original universal monotheistic teachings of the Prophets. God says: (O
Muhammad!) We have revealed to you as We revealed to Noah and the Prophets after him, and
We revealed to Abraham, Ishmael, Isaac, Jacob and the offspring of Jacob, and Jesus and Job,
and Jonah, and Aaron and Solomon, and We gave to David Psalms. (The Qura'n 4:163) This
emphasizes that Muhammad (PBUH) did not introduce any innovations, and that his message

of Islam is no different from the earlier revelations.

8. Can humans satisfy their need for knowledge without religion through science only

(the mind, the senses, empirical science and philosophy)?

As it happens an essential part of secular humanism is a continually adapting search for
truth, primarily through science and philosophy. The parable of the blind men and the elephant
is a story of a group of blind men who have never come across an elephant before and who

learn and conceptualize what the elephant is like by touching it. Each blind man feels a

17Abdallah M. Draz, Ad-Din (Religion), (Beirut: Daar Al-Bouraq Li Nnashr wa Ttawzi’,
1999).
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different part of the elephant's body, but only one part, such as the side or the tusk. They then
describe the elephant based on their limited experience and their descriptions of the elephant
are different from each other. The moral of the parable is that humans have a tendency to claim
absolute truth based on their limited and subjective experience. Here is John Godfrey Saxe’s

version of ‘‘The Blind Men and the Elephant’’:

It was six men of Indostan,

To learning much inclined,
Who went to see the Elephant.
Though all of them were blind.

That each by observation
Might satisfy his mind.

The First approached the Elephant,
And happening to fall
Against his broad and sturdy side,
At once began to bawl:

"God bless me! But the Elephant
Is very like a wall!"

The Second, feeling of the tusk,
Cried, "Ho! What have we here
So very round and smooth and sharp?
To me it is mighty clear,

This wonder of an Elephant
Is very like a spear!"

The Third approached the animal,
And happening to take
The squirming trunk within his hands,

Thus boldly up and spake:
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"I see, the Elephant
Is very like a snake!"
The Fourth reached out an eager hand,
And felt about the knee:
"What most this wondrous beast is like

Is mighty plain.

It is clear enough the Elephant
Is very like a tree!™
The Fifth, who chanced to touch the ear,
Said "Even the blindest man
Can tell what this resembles most;
Deny the fact who can,
This marvel of an Elephant
Is very like a fan!"

The Sixth no sooner had begun
About the beast to grope,
Then, seizing on the swinging tail
That fell within his scope,

"I see, the Elephant
Is very like a rope!"

And so these men of Indostan
Disputed loud and long,

Each in his own opinion
Exceeding stiff and strong,
Though each was partly in the right,

And all were in the wrong!
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Analogously, people fall in the same trap when they claim that knowledge comes only
or primarily from sensory experience because the senses can often impede the mind in many of
its operations and the emperical sciences can only provide approximate truths. Naturally,
human knowledge is deficient, and because the senses sometimes deceive we have reason not
to trust them. Simply put, though each one of the six blind men, in the parable, was partly right,
they were all mistaken. We can make such a judgement because we have a comprehensive
view inclusive of the blind men and the elephant. Actually, the difference between the
subjective opinions of the six blind men and our correct objective comprehensive view is
exactly the same as the difference between the divine revelation and human knowledge. Human
knowledge can definitely be useful, but it has certain limitations owing to the finite human
intellectual capacity and the experimental constraints imposed by the tools at humans’ disposal.
In fact, empirical knowledge obtained through sensory experience—which is the result of
typical scientific observation or experimentation procedures—can never answer all the big
questions of being. In other words, human knowledge is undisputedly deficient because of the
existence of the “ultimate questions” that science cannot answer and that no conceivable

advance of science would empower it to answer. It is not to science therefore but to religion
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that we must turn for answers to questions having to do with first and last things, for, in stark
contrast with science, the divine revelation is the font of all truths about the purpose and
meaning of life and what is beyond existence. In a nutshell, science and technology seem to
solve so many of our problems, or at least offer potential future solutions, that is why some
people have turned science into their quasi-religion, seeing it as a broader belief system rather
than a methodology. In other words, science’s success in understanding the natural world
motivates some scientists to claim that it is all-powerful and will eventually explain absolutely
everything. However, science is silent in many areas that are of the greatest importance such as
values, meaning and purpose. For example, a scientific analysis of music or painting can never
explain beauty. Also, science has nothing to say about the supernatural. To conclude, science
can provide wonderful answers to the questions related to the narrow physical realm around us
such as the best food, the best drink, the best way to travel, the best solution to a mathematical
equation, and the best scientific assumption of a quantum phenomenon. However, when we ask
ourselves questions about the significance and purpose of life we generally expect answers that
are outside of the natural world and hence religion is the only channel to help us gain a sense of

life meaning and purpose.

9. What if science answers the questions about the purpose and meaning of life or

provides a materialistic analysis of human values?

Despite the fact that our highly scientific age tempts us to think that science can or
someday will provide all the answers to life’s big questions, every responsible scientist readily
and humbly admits that science itself does not have the answers for many of the most
important human questions. In fact, questions that arise within the domains of aesthetics,
morality, and theology will never be resolved by empirical science. Funnily enough, some
philosophers say that if experimental science attempted to analyze moral or aesthetic meanings
we would listen not to take its analysis seriously but to laugh. In a word, science cannot make

any judgments about whether a state of affairs is right, wrong, good, or bad. Likewise, it does
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not make aesthetic judgments about whether something is beautiful or dreadful. In a manner of
speaking, there is no atom that carries a value meaning, no mathematical formula that encodes
for the values of trust and betrayal, and no ion exchange on the nerve cell membranes for the
meanings of purity and chastity or impurity and immorality. Unquestionably, these concepts,
values and meanings cannot be analyzed from a rational, empirical, sensory or philosophical

perspective.

Erwin Schrodinger, a Nobel laureate in quantum physics, says: ‘‘I am very astonished
that the scientific picture of the real world around me is deficient. It is ghastly silent about all
and sundry that is really near to our heart that really matters to us. It gives a lot of factual
information, puts all our experience in a magnificently consistent order, but it cannot tell us a
word about red and blue, bitter and sweet, physical pain and physical delight; it knows nothing
of beautiful and ugly, good or bad, God and eternity. Science sometimes pretends to answer

questions in these domains, but the answers are often very silly that we are not inclined to them

seriously.”18 All in all, these matters are not subject to the scope of scientific observation.

Therefore knowledge in these domains is gained solely through the light of the divine
revelation. Indisputably, moral and aesthetic judgments, and meanings pertaining to the
religious accountabilty as well as to the unseen are outside the realm of science. In other
words, though the topics of aesthetics, morality, and theology are actively studied by
philosophers, historians, and other scholars the questions that arise within these realms will
never be resolved by science because there is a distinction between facts and values. In short,

science will never be enough to make moral progress.

18Erwin Schrodinger, Nature and the Greeks and Science and Humanism, (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 1996), DOI: <https://doi.org/10.1017/CB09781139878333.>
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10. Is it possible to establish a moral system without religion?

In fact, the question of whether or not morality requires religion is both topical and
ancient and has long been hotly debated. Fundamental to the concept of secular humanism is
the strongly held viewpoint that morality does not require religious tenets, that is to say secular
humanists posit that human beings are capable of being ethical and moral without religion or
God. Unsurprisingly, atheists explicitly disavow the connection between religion and morality.
However, they, oddly enough, claim that people are not invoking ethical principles when they
judge acts, but they make that moral distinction automatically because the brain knows right
from wrong and is responsible for moral judgment. It is commonly accepted that the brain is
made up of neurons which communicate with one another through electrical and chemical
signals. Quite simply, the function of the nervous system consists of neurons exchanging
signals thanks to the charged neural membranes which change in response to neurotransmitter
molecules released from other neurons and environmental stimuli. In point of fact, moral
principles are not the product of this brain activity. Rather, they are derived from the innate
disposition which is consistent with the religious accountability, that is to say moral
inclinations can not emerge independently of religious intuitions. Accordingly, religion is a
precondition for morality. It is therefore wrong to view Man as a purely physical being and to
explain his reality in exclusively materialistic terms, for if we analyze the human cerebral
activity from a purely physical perspective it would be reduced to a mere exchange of ions and
electrical charges on an atomic level. Interestingly, such a materialistic perspective can provide
a rationale for even the most appalling crimes against humanity such as total genocide of the so
called lower races. For instance, Hitler admired America’s rapid industrialization and growth
which he attributed to the expulsion of indigenous people and the institution of slavery. So his
plan was for Germany to emulate the United States by seizing large tracts of productive land
(by pushing the indigenous populations out) and then employing slave labour to produce the
food necessary to support industrialization and militarization—just as the United States had

done—because he ultimately considered mass murder as the only “rational ” solution.
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Consequently, about 35,000 people were killed in T4 operations. Assuredly, Hitler and his

Nazi government used the evolutionist idea—that the civilized races of man will certainly

exterminate and replace the savage races through the world—to justify racism and militarism

and to even support genocide. In other words, they believed that genocide was an inevitable

result of the contact between peoples at different stages of cultural development, wherefore it is

morally excusable because victims stood in the way of natural selection and the survival of the

fittest.

Aktion T4

From Wikipedia, the free encyclopedia

Aktion T4 (German, pronounced [ak 'tsio:n te: fi:e]) was a postwar name fo
through involuntary euthanasia iffNazi Germany.l“][b] The name T4 is an abbreviation of
Tiergartenstral3e 4, a street address of the Chancellery department set up in the spring of 1940,

in the Berlin borough of Tiergarten, which recruited and paid personnel associated with T4.[5]
[6]I7]lc] Certain German physicians were authorised to select patients "deemed incurably sick,
after most critical medical examination” and then administer to them a "mercy death”
(Gnadentod).l®] In October 1939, Adolf Hitler signed a "euthanasia note", backdated to 1
September 1939, which authorised his physician Karl Brandt and Reichsleiter Philipp Bouhler
to implement the programme.

The killings took place from September 1939 until the end of the war in 1945
300,000 people were killedlin psychiatric hospitals in Germany and Austria, occupied Poland
and the Protectorate of Bohemia and Moravia (now the Czech Republic).[5I1%11] The number
of victims was originally recorded as 70,273 but this number has been increased by the

discovery of victims listed in the archives of the former East Germany.
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Furthermore, atheists, openly support abortion without the slightest twinge

conscience.
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| Women are legally free to abort a baby because of its sex,
says abortion charity head

R

The chief executive of Britain's biggest abortion charity has said women are
legally free to arrange an abortion because they are unhappy with the sex of
their unborn baby.

Ann Furedi, of BPAS, said the law does not prevent women from
choosing a termination on the grounds of gender and she even
compared it to abortion after rape.

Mrs Furedi's comments come weeks after it was disclosed that the CPS
had decided not to prosecute two doctors who were exposed by a Daily
Telegraph investigation arranging terminations purely because the
unborn baby was a girl.

In fact, atheists support the abortion of embryos on the grounds of a purely materialistic
analysis. As it happens, their rationale behind allowing the killing of innocent babies is
foun