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that is the natural conclusion—everybody believed that the concep-
tion owed its origin to Joseph. Mary is not much surprised in re--
ceiving the message from on high that she would have a child,.
because she thought that conception might take place any time..
And when she does conceive she sings psalms of thanksgiving like
all Jewish girls. = Sterility was regarded as a curse among the Jews,
and her “reproach among men” was femoved. From the cir-
cumstances narrated in St. Luke, therefore, it is impossible to draw
the inference of a miraculous conception. St. Matthew alone
says in plain words that Joseph did not know her before she brought
forth her first-born. It should be noted in this connection that the
author of this Gospel is an unknown person writing about a hundred
years after the event. It should also be remembered that hymenical
relations between a husband and a wife are not things which people
talk of among their friends and acquaintances. And it is abundantly
clear from Matthew! (i : 24-25) that Joseph kept his counsel after
he had been warned by the angel in a dream? (i : 20). How did,
then, the writer come to know of the miraculous conception? We
do not know. The case is indzed so entirely out of the common
order of nature that if anything of the kind had happened it would
have attracted everybody’s attention, and the matter would have
become a subject of street talk. But, apart from the narratives of”
birth given in the Gospels, we do not find even an indirect passing
reference to Jesus’ miraculous birth. 'This conspiracy of silence on
the part of everybody is indeed exasperating. Jesus says not a
word about it. 'The people of his household at least ought to have
known the truth. About the parentage of a child nobody knows
better than the mother. Mary ought to have been the first person to
believe in the claims of Jesus, and through her his brothers and
sisters would have believed in him at once. But they do not believe.
1. “Joseph being raised from sleep did as angel of the Lord had bidden him-
and took unto him his wife, and knew her not tiil she had broughtforth ber first--

born son, and he called his name Jesus” Matthew 1:24,25.

. . 2. But while he thought on these things, behold, the angel of the Lord.
appeared unto him in a dream, saying? Joseph, thou son of David, fear not to
take unto thee Mary the wife, for that which is conceived in her is of the Holy-
Ghost. Matt. 1:20,
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"The conclusion is irresistible that they did not believe—not even
his mother—that his birth was in any wise out of the common
course of nature.

Rather there is abundant material in the New Testament itself
to show that his contemporaries believed him to be the son of
Joseph. “Is not this the carpenter’s son?"3 It was during the time
-of his ministry, and he does not deny. At least Mary knew for
certain that Joseph was the father of Jesus* See also’ Luke in
which the writer speaks of Jesus as “being (as was supposed) the
son of Joseph.” Over and over again he is called the son of
David in the Gospels. And St. Paul settles the question of his
parentage beyond dispute. “Jesus Christ our Lord, which was
made of the seed of David according to the flesh; and declared
to be the son of God with power, according to the spirit.of holiness,
by the resurrection from the dead™¢ italics are mine). Now Jesus
.could not be said to have been made of the seed of Dav.d unless he
were made of the seed of Joseph. Mary belonged to a priestly
family, and Joseph was from the progeny of David.

To sum up, then, the collective experience of humanity, the
scientific discovery and the clear testimony of the New Testament
.amply bear it out that Jesus was the son of Joseph in the physical
sense of the word, born in the common course of nature, and there
is not a shred of historical evidence for the opposite view that could
‘stand any examination. We cannot, therefore, believe in the idea
-of miraculous conception without doing extraordinary violence
to commonsense. The personality of Jesus Christ is common to
two religions: Christianity and Islam. Tt would not, therefore;
be out of place to examine what the Holy Qur'an has to say in

3. Is not this the carpenter’s son? Matt. 13:55. .
4. And when they saw him, they were amazed, and his mother said unto
him, son, why hast thou dealt with us? behold, thy father nd I sought thee
-sorrow. Luke, 11:48. - -
5. And Jesus himself began to be about thirty years of age, being )as was
_supposec) the son of Joseph, which was the son of Heli. Luke, 3-23.

6. Rom., 1:34,
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this matter. No doubt the Qur’an is not a book of history and is.
not a contemporary record. It came into existence more than
six centuries after the event of the Nativity. But to the Muslim who
reveres it as the literal revelation of the word of God it carries more
weight than any book of history. Its Christian critics say that it
is the work of Muhammad (may peace and the blessings of Allah
be upon him !), which he compiled from the stories and ideas current
in his time. To such critics, therefore, the story narrated in the
Qur'an would repiesent the traditions current in the time of the
Prophet about the birth of Jesus. For in the absence of any
contempota’y record, traditions of one age or the other are the only
things we have to rely upon.

To begin with, thea, the Holy Qu’an d)es aot utter a word
about the miraculous conception of Jesus. It is a most scientific:
work and treats of every subject in a most systematic way. Over
and over again it declares that the course of Allah never changes;
that is, to use the modern scientific language, the laws of nature
are immutable, inexorable. “You shall never find a change in
the course of Allah™?. The law of procreation is laid down
explicitly in the Holy Quran in several places® that ma n is-
born of a small life-germ that issues out of man. According
to the Holy Qur'an Jesus is only a man; and he, therefore,
must have been born as all men are born. Chapter xix.? 16-35
gives the account of his birth. When the angel of the Lord
appeared to Mary, she pleaded virginity. But she was under
no vows of celibacy®, She conceived, we are not told how. It is
the way of the Holy Quran to omit such details as the un-
necessary. When the law is laid down clearly which everybody
knows well enough from the common experience of humanity, it

7. The Qur’an, Xlviii:23. .
8. The Qur’an, Xvi:5, xlix:13, Lxxvi:2, Lxxxvi:5-7 etc.
9. The Qur’an, XIX:36-35.

10. The Qur’an, iii:34-35.
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‘becomes superfluous and redundant. It is the miracle of the Holy
“Qur’an that it mentions such things in a way that even the prudest
maid may read it over and over again without a blush. The same

principle has been kept in view here. But all doubts as to the nature

of conception are dispelled by the mention in the next verse of the

painful throes of child-birth that Mary expetienced. The verse

contains a reference to the curse pronounced in!! Genesis and

shows that the conception in this case was, 100, under the same

curse and therefore the result of the same process. Mother and son

go to their people, and the scribes and Pharisees take to task.. She

refers them to Jesus. Ifit had been a question of legitimacy or other-

wise of the birth, it was for her to reply. Jesus could have no say in

the matter, and the Pharisees would have told her that Jesus could

not be expected to know how he was conceived. On the contary,

their refusal to talk with Jesus is based on his youth. They do not

say he is unable to speak; they do not say that he could not be

expected to know the way of his conception.  They rather plead

that he was too young for them to talk to. The reply of Jesus, how-

ever, that he had been made a prophet, had bzen given the book,

_and enjoined to keep up prayer and pay the poor-rate, and serve his
mother, settles the nature of the dispute beyond doubt. It shows

_conclusively that the talk took place when he had been made a
prophet, and that it concerned his preachings and denunciations

“of the immorality of the age and not the legitimacy or otherwise
~of his birth. o e T :
To conclude, then, there is not a shred of evidence, historical

.or otherwise, to show that Jesus was born without the agency of a
male parent; and in the absence of any such evidence one cannot

“but believe that he was the son of a mortal father. God bless the

Prophet Jesus !

11. Genesis, 111:16.
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HIS BIRTH AND DEATH
The Family of Amran

There is nothing surprising in the fact the Gospels leave us in
ignorance concerning the parents of Jesus and his earthly life. The
early Christians must have possessed more accurate information
about them; but there were very strong reasons for not transmitting
them to the second generation of Christians. Almost immedi-
ately after the crucifixion was begun that labour of faith, which re-
solved in elevating Jesus more and more above humanity, which
must necessarily have condemned everything that tended in the
opposite direction. Too many details about the earthly family of
Jesus, its actual status, which was certainly not too distinguished,
could not fail at that time to be very embarrassing. When Paul
announced that he was interested only in “the crucified and glorified
Christ,”12 he gave the exact formula for the transformation of the
iife of Jesus in the minds of the earliest generation of Christians.
At the same time he revealed the secret of the rapidity with which
authentic recollections concerning the family of Jesus, and his life
prior to baptism, were obliterated. :

The earliest tradition believed that the name of Jesus® mother
was Maryam®® and the name of his natural father was Joseph. I
am alive to the fact that soon after, the Christian apologists .
challenged the correctness of Joseph being the natural father of
Jesus. I have already discussed this question.

Joseph was a carpenter. Jesus learnt his father’s trade.t4 He,
therefore, came from the rank of the simple classes, from among
those who laboured and “‘ate bread in the sweat of their Sfaces.’1®
He experienced their troubles and poverty, as well as their hatred of
the rich.16

12. T or. 18:23,24, ii:2.

13. Ency. Brit. Art, Geneologies of Jesus.
14. Gospel of Thomas, C. 3.

15. Genesis Tv:19.

16. Matt. 19:23,24.
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We know very little regarding Mary, and what the Gospels say
about her is totally insufficient. In view of the fact that the doctrine
of Christotokus centered round Mary, their silence about her is all
the more remarkable. Her lineage is completely unknown except
that she was a cousin of Elizabeth, the wife of Zacharias, and, was
“of the daughters of Aaron.”1? ie., Amran or ‘Imran. Thus we
gather that Mary also belonged to the family of Amran, or, in
other words, was a descendant of Amran.

The Apocryphal Gospels, however, furnish us with some
material with which we can reconstruct the early life of Jesus, but
unfortunately they also contain and end in contradictory fantasies;
and, with the growing influence of the Pauline creed, succumbed
gradually to the glorification of the Lord; and, therefore, have to be
considered very carefully. 5

The narrative I am about to describe has been collected from
various sources. I will here, very briefly, discuss them first.

The Protovangelium Jacobi or the Gospel Relating to the Birth
and Infancy of Jesus, as known to us, was discovered in the sixteenth
century by Postel during his travels in the Middle East. It is also
styled as the Gospel of James. Zahn and Kruger regard it as a
very early decument and place it in the first decade of the second
century. Origen, writing in the early half of the third century, while
referring to this Gospel said :

The author was in early times universally believed to be the
Lord’s brother, the head of the Chruch of Jerusalem.

Origen was, of course, referring to James the Just, for this
Gospel begins : “L, James, wrote this history....” Clement of
Alexandria!® and Justin Martyr!® not only referred 1o it but relied on
it. There exist its recensions in Greek and Latin and an Armenian
version is also in existence. It was read in several Churches up to
the fifth century. I must, however, point out that this Gospel, as
it has come down to us, is not in its original form. From time to
time many additions and alterations had been made.

17. Luke, 1:5.
18. Strom actis, viii, 16,93.
19. Dial, 78.100, Apol:33.
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This happened, there is ground for believing it, in the Sth
ceatury. The abrupt introduction of Joseph in the first person
(Ch. 18-20) gives convincing evidence that that and the following
sections are not from the hand of the writer of the Gospel.’2®

To begin with, Origen gives a different ending of the Gospel.
Again, certain incidents have been introduced which are in keeping
with the later popular mythical belief of the Christians, and it is
for this reason, that in its present form, the Catholic Church, in
particular, considers it to be “the most edifying Treatise which
was read in several Churches.”2! If the form of the Gospel as it
existed before the fourth century had been the same as it is today
it would not have been condemned, as was done, by three successive
decrees: The Decrees of the Western Church at Damascus
(382 C.E.), of the Innocent I (405 c.€.) and of Gelasius (496 C.E.).
On the contrary in its present form, and no doubt, because of the
incidents interpolated by the hagiographers, this Gospel is
maintained by the Catholic Church to be the “source of various
traditions current among the faithful. They are of value in
indicating the veneration paid to Mary at a very early stage.”??

According to Postel, this Gospel was very popular with the
Syrian Nestorians even in the sixteenth century.

The second is the Evangalium de Nativitate de Maria or the
Gospel of the Nativity of Mary, In this Gospel the history of Mary
is narrated and it ends with the birth of Jesus. The observations
1 have made about Protovangelium Jacobi equally apply, perhaps
with greater force, to this Gospel.

. 'The third, is the Gospel of the Ebionites. The Ebionites were
Jewish Christians, and James, the Just, was the head of their Church
at Jerusalem. They denounced Paul as a heretic and rejected all
his Epistles as unauthoritative. No wonder that in the following
centuries they themselves were stigmatized as hereitics. They
observed the Law themselves and held its observance as absolutely

20, Hastings, Dictionary of Church and Gospels, vol. I, p. 681.
21. The Catholic Ency. Art. Apocryphal Gospels.
22. The Catholic Ency. Art. Apocryphal Gospels.
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necessary for salvation and binding on all, and refused fellowship
with all who did not comply with it. They believed that :

Jesus is the Messiah; yet a mere man, born by natural genera-
tion to Joseph and Mary.23

This Gospel was likewise referred to by Irenaeus,2* Epiphanius,?s
Hippolytus,26 Origen?” and Turtullian.2® The Tuberigen School
held that the primitive Christianity was itself Ebionism.,Mosheim
says that although the Ebionites believed in the celestial Mission of
Jesus, yet they regarded him as a man born of Joseph and Mary,
according to the ordinary course of nature.2®

And lastly, the Gospel according to the Hebrews is supposed to
be tbe oldest Gospei. It was freely quoted by Ignatius in his
Epistle to the Church at Smyrna3® This Gospel was written in
Aramaic, the language which Jesus and the Apostles spoke. Some-
times it is confused with the so-called Gospel of the Nazarenes;
and while considering the one as being only another edition of
the other, the Tuberigen School held that the teachings and traditions
contained therein represented the belief of the primitive Christians.
Jerome, who held a very high opinion about this Gospel, regarded
it as the original Gospel according to Matthew.

There are other Gospels: The Gospel of Peter, the Gospel
of Thomas, and many others but I need not go into their details.

Having thus described in some detail the sources of the
parrative I proceed to describe it, of course, without any gioss of
the 1ater Christians.

Joachim (loachim) a wealthy farmer of Nazareth, and his wife
Hanna (Anna) lamented over the fact that they had no children.3t
Joachim is told to his chagrin by Reuben, a Jewish father, who

23, Hippol. Phil. vii:22. See also Hastings, Hxstory of postohc Church,
24, Adv. Haer, 1. xxvi.

25. Epi. Haer., xxIx: 9:4,

26. Hippol. Haer X:18.

27. Hoer, xxiii.

28. Turt. Icle. Praesar, Haer., 111:12,

29. Mosheim, An Ecclesiastical History, Ancient and Modern, vol. 1,214,
30. Epistle to the Church at Smyrna 111:1.

31. Prot., Jac. C.L
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could boast of a numerous family, that his childlessness disqualified
him from presenting his offerings to God. Reuben looked Joachim
in the face contemptuously and addressed him as a man “who had
not given any offspring to Isracl.” With an aggrieved heart Joachim
went to the Temple, and remained there till late at night, and prayed
to the Loid to bless him with a chiid. In the meantime Hanna, his
wife, was also reminded of ber childlessness as she saw, through a
window of her house, a sparrow’s nest in a laurel bush, She had
afso been driven with jeers from the Lord’s Temple; and she also
lamented : '
Woe in me! Who begot me and what womb produced me,
for I am reproached, and they have driven me with jeers
from the Lord’s Temple.
Woe in me! What am I like?
I am not like the birds in Heaven,
for the birds of Heaven are fruitful before
Thee O Eord. .

Woe in me! What am I like?
I am not like this earth,
for even this earth bears its fruit in season
and blesses Thee O Lord.’2 ‘

By these lamentations Hanna profaned the Lord’s Day.
Yudith, her maid, turned on her, and said :

Why should I wish you any evil for not listening to my words,
since the Lord Himself has closed thy womb, and not given thee
any offspring for Israel?

Hanna dressed herself, out of respect for the Lord’s Day, and,
as her husband had not yet returned, she bewailed again :

Bewail must, I, my sorrows,
And bewail must I my childlessness.

And Hanna prayed :

O God of Israel! bless me and harken unto my prayer, as Thou
didst bless the womb of Sarah and gave her a son, even Isaac.33

32. Prot. Jac., iv:i, 111:1.
33. Prot. Jac, 111:3.
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At this time an angel appeared and assured her, just as he did to
Joachim in the Temple, that the Lord will bless her with a child.
Hanna answered with a promise :

As the Lord my God liveth, if I bring forth a child, I will bring
it for a gift unto Thee, my God.34

Eventually, Mary was born to Hanna on the 15th of Hathor;3%
‘and although according to the Jewish ideas she had to be sorrowful
for the child was not a son, still she thankfully praised the Lord for
His gift and sang a song. This song is more appropriate than is
usually the case with such songs in the Bible. Hanna thanked
the Lord and sang ;

I will sing a song unto the Lord my God,

for He hath visited me, and taken from me the reproach
of my enemies; :

The Lord hath given me fruit of rightcousness, a single fruit,

but manifold in His sight.

Who will tell the sons of Reuben—

that Hanna giveth suck.
Harken! Harken! Ye twelve tribes of Israel :
Hanna giveth suck.%

Hanna then proceeded to fulfil her vows of consecrating the
child. Mary was not allowed to walk on the common ground till
she was taken at the age of three to the Synagogue where she was
entrusted to the high priest, Zacharias.?? B

A good deal of discussion has taken place as to where Zacharias
and John the Baptist lived. Luke saysina city in Juda, but he con-
tradicts himself when he refers to a desert. He -does net name the
town and the only references by name to the places where Jobn was
living are given in John: Bethabara3® and Acaon neat Salim.*®
Bethabara was east of the river and a day’s distance from Cana of
Galilee.

34. Prot, Jac. iv:1, Evag, de Nat. de Mar., ¢.3.7 C -
35. Forbes Robinson, The Coptic Apocryphal Gospels. 1.
36. Prot., Jac. Iv:3.

37. Prot. Jac. vii:l.

38. John, 1:28.

39, John, 111:23.
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“Zacharias belonged to the tribe of Abijah, and he may be a
descendant of those who were left behind by Zurobable with the
first band of exiles under the leadership of Shashbazzer. It is
true that at sometime Zacharias must have lived in the priestly
towns, but the Talmud tells us of many high priests living away
from them. Zacharias must have taken Elizabeth to these places
to escape the fury of Herod.

Mary was taken to Zacharias and was placed under his
guardianshio. She began to live with him. During her stay in the
Temple she was visited and fed by angels and honoured by Divine
visions.40

Mary arrived at womanhood when she was twelve years.
She then had an angelic apparition.¥t A slightly different version
of this apparition is given by Luke.42

In three of the Gospels under discussion the visit of Mary to
Elizabeth at this juncture is omitted for the obvious reason that
the apparition took place at a time when Mary was living with
Zacharias and consequently with Elizabeth. In the fourth it is a
clear later and self-contradictory interpolation.

Mary had to leave the Temple because of her age. “No excep-
tion was made on her account to the rule which forbade all full
grown women tc be seen within the walls of the Hely Temple. The
high priest took counsel as to what course they should adopt in
order that she should not defile the Lord’s Temple.”#3 And the high
priest took the vestment with the twelve bells and went in unto the
Holy of Holies and prayed concerning her. And lo, an angel of the
Lord appeared saying unte him : Zacharias, Zacharias, go forth
and assemble them that are bachelors of Israel, and let them bring
€very man a rod, and to whomsoever the Lord shall show a sign,
his wife shall she be.*

40, The Gospel of Pseudo-Matthew, vi: The Coptic Lifs of Mary, 1IA.
" 41, Evang deNat de Mar., C.6. i

42, Luke, 1:28,

43. The Gospel of Mary, Yrjo Hiren, the Sacred Shrine, 201.

44, Prot. Jac. viii:3 Evang. Native. de Mar. c.7.
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And Zacharias in conformity with the procedure of old*
summoned the bachelorst of Israel who lived around or near the
place. Zacharias proclaimed :

Let each bring his rod (some versions say—a reed used for
writing) and whoever has a sign shown to him by the Lord his
shall the woman be.%

The narrative goes on :

And Joseph cast down his adze and ran to meet the Heralds,
and when they were gathered together, they went to the high priest.
The rods were thrown in the fountain outside the Temple. .when
Joseph’s rod emerged a dove came down and sat beside it.#®

Joseph was then martied to Mary,% and took Mary unto his
house (which was Bethlehem Nasoriyyah).®® The marriage is
consummated and Mary conceives.’t The age of Mary “when
these mysteries came to pass” was sixteen years.»?

Some Gospels state that immediately after his marriage Joseph
left Mary and went to another place to attend to his work, and
that the apparition to Mary took place during his absence. The
place to which Joseph is alleged to have gone is not named and no
one mentions the period of his absence. Such vague platitudes
cannot be accepted to cover a period of four years. In any case
there was nothing to prevent Joseph from returning earlier to his
house and resuming his married life, and then returning to his
work. I have already given detailed reasons for rejecting this
journey.

The Protovangelium Jacobi also narratcs that some time after
Mary had been received into - Joseph’s house, she,- with other
women, was charged with the making of the Dividing Veil for the
Temple of the Lord, to screen the Holy of the Holies,?* and that it

PES———

45. TIsa, xI:l.

46. One of the versions says widowers,

47. Prot. Jac., Ix:1, Evang de Mar, c. 7-8. cf. Nub:vii:2-4.

48, Ibid. - .

49. The details of the event are given in the Armenian Versions, ch. Iv.
50, Evang de Native, de Mar., c. 7-8.

51. The Gospel of Ebionites the Gospel according to the Hebrews, Iv:3.
52. Prot. Jac. x11:3. The Gospel of Mary, Vrjo Hiren, the Sacred shrine, 206,
53, Prot. Jac. XIH-I, cf. Exodus, xxvi:3l.
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fell to her lot to spin the true purple and the scarlet. Mary “didnot
work with the other women but took the material with her to her
home,” and Joseph had to take a vow of separation as provided
for in the Old Testament.5 During the period of the vow he had to
separate himself from all worldly things and particularly from any
carnal connection with his wife. Dummelow tells us that “this
vow could either be for a limited period or for life.’s¢ He also
says that after the expiry of the period of vow the devotee “returned
to ordinary life.”’s” Joseph was made to take this vow to avoid
+euncleanness” of Mary while she was engaged in making the veil.
“This vow was meant for men only. Mary had “secluded herself in
her home, to conceal her condition from the children of Israel.
Mary went to the Temple to deliver her finished work.”8

We are then suddenly told that when “the authorities of the
‘Temple discovered Mary’s condition, Joseph was charged with
‘incontinence; and both of them were questioned :

Wherefore hath thou done this, and wherefore hath thou
humbled thy souls and forgotten the Lord thy God?

The narrative goes on :

And Joseph was full of weeping. And the priest said : I will give
you to drink of the water of the conviction of the Lord, and it
‘will make manifest your sins before your eyes. And the priest
ook thereof and made Joseph drink, and sent him to the hill
«country and he returned whole. He made Mary also drink and
sent her into the hill country. And she returned whole. And ali
the people marvelled because sin appeared not in them.?

, Joseph and Mary had not, in fact, transgressed any command-
ments of the Lord, they had only violated, if at all, a ritual set-up
by the authorities of the Temple, and, therefore, as was to bz
«expected, they passed the test scatheless, for it was laid down that :

s4. The Gospel of Mary, Vrjo Hiren, The Sacred Shrine, 205.
55. Nub. VL
§§’ lI%t_l(xlnmelow, commentary on the Holy Bible, 104.

. Ibid.
58. The Gospel of Mary, Vrjo Hiren, The Sared Shrine, 206
59. Prot. Jac, Xvl:1)2 See Nub. V:18.
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If the woman be not defiled but be clean, then she shall be free,.
and shall conceive seed.s°

And consequently the high priest said to Joseph and Mary :

Since the Lord God has not disclosed your sins, neither do i
condemn you.51

So the high priest sent them away,
and Joseph took Mary and departed unto his house rejoicing and
glorifying the Lord of Israel.62

Mary was innocent and so was, of course, Joseph, becausc
the conception had taken place during the interval which had elapsed
between the time of marriage and the time when Mary was entrusted
with the making of the veil and before Joseph had taken the vow..
These facts are inherently implied, though not specifically stated
in the narrative, because the discovery could not have been made by
the authorities of the Temple till after the pregnancy was well
advanced, Consequently the entrustment of the making of the
veil could not have covered the same period. Besides, Mary at
her marriage was twelve years of age, and at the time of the making.
of the veil when ‘‘these mysteries came to pass” she was sixteen years
of age.

In one of the narratives, it is true, it is recorded that Joseph
had left Mary soon after the marriage, and that on his return he-
was distressed to find the condition of Mary and charged her before
the authorities of the Temple. She had, therefore, to go through
the ordeal of drinking the bitter waters and was subsequently de--
clared to be innocent. This version is false and was introduced
to support the supernatural birth of Jesus. I repeat that this.
version is false, because Joseph also was made to go through the
ordeal. The law did not provide for the man to go through the
ordeal if he had charged his wife with adultery. If this version was.
correct Mary, and Mary alone, should have been made to drink the:
bitter waters. The fact that Joseph had also to take the bitter waters.

60. Nub. v:28.
61. Prt. Jac, xvl:3.
62. 1Ibid.
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is conclusive evidence of the fact that the real charge was against
‘him, and Mary was made to drink the bitter waters because, in
-such circumstances, the Divine wrath could only demonstratively
.affect a woman. Mary, therefore, was made to do this so as to
furnish evidence against Joseph and not because she had been
.charged with, or suspected of, adultery. Had the contrary been the
case, i.e., Mary had been charged with adultery she would have been
stoned to death.s3

The narrative continues, that in keeping with the traditions, then
.obtaining, and may I add even today obtaining in the East, Mary
went to her parents’ house at Nazareth to give birth to her first-
‘born. Thus Jesus was born at Nazareth as any other child woula
have been in wedlock, and in support of this assertion it is mentioned
that “the child took the breast from his mother.”64

From this stage Mary is relegated to the position of a forlorn
‘mother, though she now and again appears, according to the
Gospels, in the story. Twelve years after she is made to accompany
Joseph and Jesus to the Temple at Jerusalem and then she appears
:at the scene of Calvary.

The abridged review in which I have striven as far as possible to
employ the original expressions of the narratives is based upon
the oldest MSS, and translations of the various Gospels.

The Canonical Gospels also tell us that there were other
«children of Joseph and Maiy besides Jesus. But those who raised
Jesus to godhead, who created belief in the virgin birth, could not
tolerate the idea of Joseph having ever had consummated his
marriage with Mary. The peculiar view of incarnation, having
been linked with the contemporary view of the baseness of mater,
ted the Caristians, who started the worship of the virgin mother,
to discover, or invent, the probability that the brothers and sisters
of Jesus referred to in the New Testament were either half brothers

63. Lev. 20:10
64. Gospel according to the Hebrews,
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and half sisters, being children of Joseph from a previous marriage,.
or cousins only.5®

1 have used the words “the children of Joseph and Mary™
because the Synoptics have no hesitation in giving Jesus brothers and
sisters. In the Gospels they are referred to in the most natural way..
We read :

And there came his mother and his brethren, and standing
without, they sent unto him, to call him, and the multitude was
sitting about him, and they said unto him : Behold, thy mother-
and thy brethren without, ask for thee.%

Again, people of Nazareth are represented as saying :

Is not this the carpenter, the son of Mary, the brother of James,
and Joses and Juda, and Simon? And are not his sisters also:
with us 77

Paul is even more clear, when he says :

But others of the Apostles saw I none, save James, the Lord’s:
brother.s? o

With this must be read the tradition that James the Just, a
brother of Jesus, was the head of the Chruch at Jerusalem.®

I will not embark on any lengthy discussion of the arbitrary
theories based as they are on mere assertions. They are threefold.
The first, the Helvidian mentioned by Heloidius, in the time of Jerome
which held that the brothers and sisters were the children of’
Joseph and Mary born after Jesus. They relied on the reference to
Jesus as the first-born.™

The second, the Epiphanian, was sponsored by St. Epiphanius,.
which declared that the brothers and sisters were the issues of a
previous marriage of Joseph. The third, the Hieronymium, was.’
of St. Jerome himself. by which the brothers and sisters of Jesus.
were relegated to the status of mere cousins of the Lord, the children
of Clopas, a brother of Joseph, and “the other Mary.”

65. Light foot, Brethren of the Lord, 75.

66, Mark, 1:25.

67. Mark, VI:3, Se also Matt. X11:46-47,55, X11:56, Luke, VIII:19 John,.
11:12, VII:3, ICor. 1X:5, Acts, 1:14,

68. Gal. 1:19.

69. Eseb., H./E. 2.1 70.

70. Matt. 1:25, Luke, 1:17.
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Tt was the last mentioned theory which found favour with the
later Christians, though it is totally devoid of any historical foundae
tion. While commenting on this last theory Glover says :

That cousins in some parts of the world are confused in common
speech with brothers may be admitted, but to the ordinary Greek
reader brothers meant brothers and not cousins, which was some-
thing different.” B

But we need not go by conjectures. We know the names of
the brothers of Jesus’ and also the sons of “the other Mary;”?}
and they are different.

As a last resort, it has been suggested that the “brothers and
sisters” of Jesus were no other than the groups of his followers
united to each other by the bonds of faith; and reliance is placed
on the fact that early Christians spoke of themselves as brethren and
that Jesus styled them as brethren in his direction to them for
proceeding to Galilee.™

I have already referred to the incident that the mother and
brothers of Jesus went to get hold of Jesus. He was then with
his disciples and they mentioned to Jesus that his mother and
brothers had come. This, I think, fully disposcs of this special plea.

No one can ever dream the episode of the critical neighbours
of Nazareth ,who would not accept a prophet because they knew the
family, that although Jesus had no blood brothers, yet their rejection
was based because of his. half-brothers or cousins only. When
History gives us brothers and sisters and the apologetics cousing
only, in any other case the decision of an historian would be quite
clear.

It is not a matter for wonder why the evangelic texts or the
commonsense traditions could not prevail for any length of time.
The explanation is very simple. The early Christians, very shortly
after the crucifixion, could not reconcile themselves to the idea

71. Glover, The History of Jesus, 23.
72. -Matt, XIII:35, Mark, 6:3.

73, Mark, Xv:40.

74, Matt, XXVIII;10, cf, John, XX:17,
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that the mother of Jesus, once her mission was accomplished, had
‘been relegated to the level of an ordinary woman. The doctrine
of the virginity of the Christotokus, that is to say, the mother of
Christ, was gradually substituted by the doctrine of the perpetual
virginity of Mary, and finally Joseph himself was made a saint. It
was the asceticism of the fourth and fifth centuries which finally
cstablished the beliefs, which subsequently became one of the
Articles of Faith, concerning the perfect and perpetual vnrglmty of
Mary.

But the fact remains that the first Christians in the first century
and some, like the Ebionites for a much longer period, continued to
believe that Jesus was the first born of Joseph and Mary, They at
{hat time were not interested in Mary on her own account, and
it was a matter of indifference to them that she continued to live
as Joseph’s wife and gave birth to other children.

‘In conclusion, 1 can but observe that Jesus was the natural
son of Joseph and Mary and belonged to a humble family which
consisted of half a dozen or more children besides himseIf,

THE DAVIDIC DESCENT

The first and the third Gospels, which give details of the virgin
birth, are also designed to exhibit the descent of Jesus from David.
They contain two genealogies of Jesus. The belief that the blessed
son of Jehovah, the Messiah, had to be from the seed of David
was a religious postulate based on some Biblical prophccies.??

Joseph, the humble father of Jesus, was made to bein a direct
line to the King chosen of old by Jehovah. There was no question
of finding out if such a relationship did exist, or could be proved to
exist, or even made to appear plausible. The hegiographers did
not trouble thems:lves with such details or scruples. They had to
establish that the prophets of old were not false and did not take
the trouble of verifying whether they did really say what was being
attributed to them. The prophecies were found in the “Old book™

75, Ps. cxxx11:11, Isa, XL, Jer, xx111:5,
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and had to be fulfilled. Jesus was the Messiah and evidence of his
descent from David was credted. The sceptics demanded proof, and
as there was none in existence, they put forward the two genealogies,
taking names of generations, as far as they could, from the “Old
Book” and where it would not help them, they resorted to their
own resourceful imagination.

These two genealogies, considercd each in itself or both together,
afford so important a key to the character of the evangelic records
that a close examination of them is rendered imperative. A
moment’s scrutiny of the genealogy of Matthew will reveal its
artificiality, in fact, it is naively exhibited in the last versc : . -

So all the generations from Abraham to David are fourtcen
generations; and from David until the carrying away into Babylon
are fourteen generations; and from the carrying away 1nt0 Bdbylon
unto Christ are fourteen generations.’s i .

In other words, for reasons unknown, the a‘uthox‘ has cdnstructéd
a framework which has no historical basis and thus made it as e
thought fit. If the number of namies given is computed, it would
be found that the last division, from Jechonias to Jesus, compriscs
only of thirteen generations. It has bzen suggested that one of
the names in the third division had becen dropped by an error of a
transcriber;?? but this cannot be a sound explanation because the
deficiency was mentioned at an early stage by Prophyry.”

If we compare this genealogy with the corresponding passages
in the Old Testament, we discover many discrepancies; many
names there recorded are omitted by Matthew. The series of
gencrations from Abraham to Judah, Pharez and Esron (Hczron)
- are sufficinetly well known from the Book of Genesis; and from
Pharez to David are to be found at the end of the Book of Ruth,”
and from David to Zerubbabel in the third Chapter of the same Book.

76, Matt, 147,

77, Paulus, Conuy, Matty, 292
8, Hieyan ip Danieli145
?9& Fu'h, T‘ u“%&
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Now the first division of fourteen of Matthew is ideatical with
the names of men given in the Old Testament. But many dis-
crepancies are found in the second division. Firstly, -according
to Matthew, “Joram begat Ozias; 8 whereas we know that Uzziah
was not the son, but the grandson of Joram, and that three kings—
Ahaziah, Joash and Amaziah occur between them—and then come
Uzziah81 Secondly, Matthew says: “Josias begot Jechonias and
his brethern,”®2 but according to the Old Testament the son and the
successor of Josiah was Jehoiakim,33 after whom comes his son
and successor Jeconiah, and no mention is made of his brethren.
Jehoiakim, however; had brethren. This is not a case of “accidental
forgetfulness or casual inaccuracy; Matthew has simply cut out any-
thing which interfered with his plan. Thirdly, Zorobabel is
described as a son of Salathiel 8 but according to the Old, Testament
he descended ftom Jeconiah, not through Salathiel, but through his
brother Pedalali.®s

It is, however, the omission of the three names which, for it
falls in so happily with the threefoid fourteen generations, forces us
to believe, with Jerome, that it was made with a definite purpose.%6
Olshausen is unconvincing when he conjectures that the number
fourteen was specially chosen as being the numerical value of the
name of David. Fritsche attributes it to a desire to repeat the
fiumber fourteen which had accidentally presented itself, since it
was a notion of the Jews that signal divine visitations, whether of
prosperity or adversity, recurred at regular periodical intervals.
De Wette and Schneckenburger agree with this conclusion of
Fritsche and the latter points out that the most ancient genealogies
in Genesis exhibit the same uniformity, - The conclusion is irresis-
tible that it is not a case of accidental forgetfulness or casual
inaccuracy. ' )

80. Matt, 1:8
81, 1Chron. 111:11-12, Here as in 2 Kings, X1V :21 Uzziah is called Azarian
82. ‘Matt, 1:11.

6. Bible Commen. 4 n
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The author of the First Gospel has deliberately cut out any-
thing that interfered with the symbolic structure of fourteen genera-
tions into the second and third divisions, irrespective of the fact
that he was introducing falschood into a Gospel.
The author of Luke is equally indifferent to facts of history.
His genealogy comprises of seventy-seven names, with God at one
end and Jesus at the other. This genealogy cannot, unfortunately,
be tested so minutely; for, from David to Nathan, the line traced
by Luke has no corresponding table in the Old Testament; and we
do not know from where he got these names. With regard to the
only two names—Salathiel and Zorobabél—there is a contradiction,
Luke styles Salathicl as the son of Neri8? while he is actually the son
of Jeconiah.® Luke mentions Rhasa as the son of Zorobabel®® a
name which does not appear in the Old Testament amongst: the
children of Zerubbabel.%° - These two names could not be omitted
cither by Matthew or Luke bzcause they were indissolubly cone
nected with the Return. Again, Luke inserts in the series before
Abraham one ‘Cainan®! who is not to be found in the Hebrew text
of Genesis®? though he is shown as the son of Ham in another
place® that is the third series from Adam and appears to have been
transplanted at this place by Luke from the Greek Bible.

"~ On comparing the two genealogies together some remarkable
discrepancies appear on the face of them; some of which are due
to the fact that Luke carries the line back to Adam and even
beyond. This scems to have been done to make it more consonant
with the doctrine of Paul. If we consider the generations between
David and Jesus only, the number-of generations according to
Luke is forty-one whilst according to Matthew twenty-six. From
Jesus to Abraham, Luke enumerates fifty-six gencratnonr Matthew
gives only forty.

87, Luke, 11:27.
-88. 1 Chron. 111:17,
- 89 Luke, 111:27.
90. 1 Chron, 111:19,
91, Luke, 111:36,
92. Genesis, X:24 (Revised versionr),
93 Genasls, T,
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Again, in the two Gospels totally different individuals are
made ancestors of Jesus. Further, except for the fact that both trace
the descent of Jesus from David through Joseph, described as
the father of Jesus, the-entire names given by the two between
David’ and Joseph are different—the only exceptions are Salathiel
anid Zorobabel, which as already pointed out, could not be omitted.
In Matthew the father of Joseph is Jacob, in Luke—Heli. In
Matthew the son of David is Solomon; in Luke Nathan, and so
on. - i

The most strenuous efforts have been made to reconcile the
two ‘genealogies, It would serve no useful purpose to discuss or
examine in detail the various solutions so far put forward.

Julius Africanus suggested a Levirate marriage between the
parents of Joseph; Augustine, the adopted father theory; but later
on he gave up his own theory for that of Africanus.% Schnecken-
burger in rejecting both these theories rightly pointed out that the
wording, used in the genealogies excluded all possibility of either
of the two suggestions. The Levirate marriage, he contended, could

_only be possible if both Heli and Jacob had been real brothers.?
' They must, therefore, have the same lineage, but this is not borne
out by the genealogies. Eusebius had put forward a really clever
solution. He asserted that Jacob and Heli were half-brothers.?
If this were so, the paternal grandmother of Joseph must have
married twice: once with Matthan of Matthew, who had descend-
ed from ‘David through Solomon; and her second husband must
have been Matthat of Luke—a descendant of David through Nathan. .
If this be so, the untoward agreement occurring midway, regarding
Salathiel and Zorobabel, cannot be accounted for without intro-
ducing another Levirate marriage at>these two junctures. This
“has only to be mentioned to be rejected and thus this theory also
falls to the ground. It was not until the 15th century of the
Christian era that it was thought that the knot could be loosened in
2 much casier way by supposing that in one of the Gospels the

94, Retract, 11:17.
93; Eussbius; Hag. “7.
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genealogy of Mary is given.%® This theory was based on the idea that
in Jesus the priestly and the kingly dignity ought to unite, and
advantage was taken of the relationship of Mary with Elizabeth who
was of the daughters of Aaron®? and thus an effect was made to blend,
in the family of Joseph, the races of Judah and Levi, It was,
therefore, put forward that Jesus derived his royal from Joseph
and priestly race through Mary.%8 But it was soon realized that an
insurmountable obstacle—the Jews did not take account of the
female line in their genealogies®®-—prevented any fruitful discussion,
particularly when the thirty-four preceding generations, which
are well known to us from the Old Testament, demonstrably indicate
throughout the precise relationship of a father. A further difficulty,
as already mentioned, is encountered in the occurrence of the two
names of Salathicl and Zorobabel. Moreover, in no other pan
of the New Testament can any trace be found of the descent of Mary
through David. On the contrary, passages directly opposed to
this theory can bz found in Luke.®% It is, therefore, impossible
to apply either of the genealogies to Mary.

~ These considerations of the insurmountable difficulties, which
defy every attempt to bring these genealogi¢s into harmony with
one another, force one to the conclusion that they are irreconcilable
and consequently that both cannot be true. For reasons already
given Matthew must be rejected as false. Luke, however, must be
scrutinized more carefully inasmuch as it was written with a view
to glorify Jesus -and trace his descent from God Himself. It is
incredible that the gengalogy of an insignificant and obscure family
like that of Joseph through Nathan, could have been preserved,
during all the confusion of the exile, for so long as a series of
generations. Add to this the frequent recurrence of the same
names and the conclusions of Hoffmann become irresistible that
the genealogy of Luke is equally fictitious.

—————— e

96. Olshaisin Bible comm., S. 48. Epiphanious, §, 97,
97. Luke, 1:5.
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99. Juchasin, F. 55:2, Lightfoot, S, 1833,
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In fact the two genealogics remain selfscontradictory and
irreconcilable, resembling each other only in their common
indifference to historical truth and the object of proving that Joseph,
the farher of Jesus, had, as was expected by Isracl, descended from
David. o :

It is significant that we find in the texts no indication that
Messiahship of Jesus was ever deduced from his Davidic descent,
The process was just the reverse; the disciples first believed that
Jesus was the Messiah and then made him a descendant of David
by forging these genealogies. Thus an obscure Galilsan, for such
was Jesus, whose lineage was utterly unknown and of whom
consequently no one could prove that he had or had not descended
from David, had acquired the reputation of being the Messiah.
It was natural, therefore, that by slightly different material, the
two evangelists should have succeeded in realizing the same purpose,
namely, to vindicate the Messianic status of Jesus by proving that
he, through his natural father Joseph, was a member of the house
of David. The belief in this illustrious descent was very old. Even
Paul knew and accepted that Jesus was born “of the seed of David,
according to the flesh”.10! He had to be “the fruit of loins of
Dayid.”102 :

But the Davidic descent of Jesus can bz impugned on other
grounds. Jesus never boasted of it; nor did his disciples regard
him as such. Neither the appeal of the blind man of Jericho: “Son
of David, Jesus, have mercy on me,”’19 nor the acclamation on his
entry to Jerusalem,!0¢ can have the least weight against this double
silence of Jesus and his ‘companions, Another, .and even more
important, olyjection is that the author of the fourth Gospel does
not accept the descent of Jesus from David: The objections raised
about the Davidic descent are not answered or refuted by this
evangelist, !0 and this fact proves that he did not think either of

101, Rom. 1:3.

102, Acts, 11:30.
103. Mark, X:47,

104, Mark, XI1:9-10,
105, John, vii;40-42,
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these things to be true. But these considerations did not weigh
with the other two evangelists.

The Ebionites, the ancient Judo-Christians, rejected these
genealogies!96 and their opinjon appears to be justified by the oldest
traditions.

It is, therefore, evident that the belief in the Davidic descent
of Jesus found acceptance only amongst a few of the early Christians.

The only fact which stands out signally in the two genealogies,
and which remains uncontradicted, is that Jesus was the son of”
Joseph and his espoused wife Mary. I will presently show ihat
this fact finds ample support in the Gospels and the rest of the
New Testament.

THE VIRGIN BIRTH

1 will now deal with the versions as given in Matthew and’
Luke. The circumstances attending the announcement of the
birth of Jesus as given in Matthew and Luke do not correspond.
They differ in the following aspect :

MATTHEW. LUKE.

1, The Angel who appear- 1. Luke gives the Angel’s.
ed is not named. name as Gabriel.

2. The Angel appears to 2, The Angel appears to
Joseph. Mary.

3. The apparition is in a 3. The apparition is while:
dream. Mary is awake.

4, The announcement is 4. 'The announcement is.
after conception. : before conception.

5. The apparition is meant 5. The announcement is.
to dispel the doubts by way of glorification..

of Joseph which he

is alleged to have had

against the character

of Mary.

In view of these divergencies in the two narratives, two-
questions arise. First, did they record one and the same occurrence,.
and, secondly, if they were two separate occurrences, was the latter-
in amplification of the other.

e

106. Epiphanius, Hace 30:14,
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The differences are so great and in so essential details, even
the times are different, that they cannot relate to one and the same
occurrence. Paulus has tried to blend the two.197  According to
him the angel first appeared to Mary and informed her of her
approaching pregnancy.1® She then went to Elizabeth,!® and on
her return her condition was discovered by Joseph. He was then
visited by the angel.11® But the two accounts cannot be so easily
reconciled, because the narrative of Matthew excludes that of Luke.
'The angel in Matthew speaks as if his was the first communication.
The message previously received by Mary is not repeated to Joseph
.and he is not reproached for disbelieving it. The giving of the
name of the forthcoming child, and the reason for his being so
called!t! smacks of an imaginative vision, for which there was no
justification and which was wholly superfluous because a similar
communication had already been made to Mary.112

The expression used in Matthew!t3 lends itself to an inference
that Joseph discovered Mary’s condition independent of any
communication by her. Is it unreasonable or unnatural to expect
that the first impulse of Mary, after the apparition, would have
“been to rush to her husband and to communicate to him the
‘significance of the Divine message, and thus avoid the humiliation
of being made the subject of any suspicion? Realizing this
difficulty the Church apologists have put forward various theories.
Firstly, that owing to her excited state of mind she forgot all
about the communication, and subsequently she herself became
ignorant of the true cause of her pregnancy; and she recalled it
with tears in her eyes when questioned about it. This attempt to
explain Mary’s silence, is incomprehensible, but Olshausen replies
with his favourite remark that the measures of ordinary occurrences
-of the world should not be applied to the supernatural. I will let

107, Paulus, Comm, on Matt. 56.
108. Luke, 1:28-32.

109. Luke, 1:39-41,

110. Matt, 1:20.

111. Matt. 1:21.

112, Luke, 1:31.

113, Matt, 1:18.
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Hess answer him. He retorts that it is because of the supernatural
that human mistakes should not have occurred, and he, therefore,
rejects this explanation. The silence of Mary has also been attributed
to her modesty for causing a situation so liable to be misunder-
stood. This is ridiculous, because Mary was fully convinced of the
Divine agency in the matter and had actually comprehended her
mission!™ and could never have been tongue-tied by petty considera-
tions of false shame. Another explanation for Mary’s silence,
which has been put forward, is that Joseph was at a distance from
his abode where Mary lived, and did not return till after the
pregnancy. But this story is based on the assumption that Joscph
lived at Bethlehem-Judah, a considerable distance from Nazareth
where Mary lived. This explanation is false; because Joseph lived
at the village Bethlehem in Galilee at a distance of seven miles
from Nazareth. In any case, there is no justification for suggesting
any such journey or that they lived apart, except to base a false argu-
ment on it. Again, it has been suggested that Mary-did not open
her heart to Joseph before the pregnancy because she wished first
to consult her cousin Elizabeth as to the mode of making the
disclosure to Joseph, and consequently she went to her and
remained away for three months. But this explanation has equally
no justification, because, according to Luke, when Mary did meet
her cousin, she did not mention Joseph at all to her.113

" In view of these considerations one is forced to the conclusion
that Matthew introduced the apparition to Joseph mertely to meet
the objection of the Ebionites as to why did pot Joseph object if he
was not the natural father of Jesus, or act in a manner becoming
‘of any other man, if virgin birth was a fact. Matthew supplied
the explanation, even if the scepticism and mistrust of Joseph of
this' wedded wife became incompatible with the character given to
'him by Matthew, of being a just man.16 But such considerations
never weighed with Matthew, who was out to insert everything

114, Luke, 1:38, 46-55.

115. Luke 1:46-56.
116, Matt, 1:19.
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in his Gospel so long as it fulfilled a prophecy or had a parallel in
the Old Testament. In this matter he merely borrowed the acts from
‘the father of Moses, who was comforted under similar circumstances,
when he was anxious concerning the pregnancy of his wife, though
for a different reason.

The two versions, therefore, can neither be parallel, nor
inter-connected. The angel could have appeared either to one or the
-other, and consequently only one of the two narratives can be
considered. Joseph, according to the Gospels, never came in contact
with any of the disciples of Jesus. He plays no part in the ministry
of Jesus. How is it that his apparition is known at all and is
tecorded in the Gospel? On the other hand, it is natural that Mary,
being the person chiefly concerned, ought to have been warned.
For this reason also Luke’s version must be preferred and that of
Matthew rejected.

The version of Luke has peculiar features of its own; and the
-conception of Jesus through the Holy Ghost, grounded as it is on a
mere assertion, has to be positively tested by other materials
detailed in the New Testament, the Apocryphal Gospels and other
-contemporary literature.

The angel who appeared to Mary only informed her, in the
first instance, that she shall become pregnant, without specifying
after what manner, and that she shall bring forth a child and call her
Jesus, who shall be great and shall be the son of the Highest.117 The
term the son of the Highest can only be taken in the sense of the
‘Old Testament!!® an ordinary king of Israel, a man. The term
Son of God'"® was also used later on by the angel. This is a spurious
substitute for shall be called Holy.1?® Tt was not till she recalled
the fact of her virginity that the angel defined the nature of the
-conception by the Holy Ghost. As a confirmatory sign Mary
was referred to her cousin Elizabeth, whereupon Mary resigned
herself to the will of God.

117. Luke, 1:32.
118, 2 Sam. vil:l4, Ps,, 11:7.

119, Luke, 1:35.
120. See revised version p. 1125.
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Mary, we are told, then immediately set out and went to her
cousin, a visit which was attended by extraordinary occurrences;
for when Elizabeth heard the salutation of Mary, the babe leaped in
her womb for joy; and Elizabeth was filled with the Holy Ghost, 12!
and in her exultation addressed Mary as the future mother of the
Messiah,122 to which Mary responded with a hymn of praise.123
It is this hymn of Mary, which really shows the falsity of the
statement as it is so interlaid with the songs of praise spoken by
the mother of Samuel in analogous circumstances.i2¢ These
passages do not portray the events as-they actually happened, but
as the redactor wished them to happen. Here, again, the old history
was repeating itself. The mutual relations of Esau and Jacob had
been prefigured by their struggles and positions in their mother’s
womb.125 And the six months are introduced with the set purpose
-of taking advantage of the circumstances which the redactor desired
to contrive. The quickening has to take place, and the visit of the
angel is withheld till after the longest possible period required for
such an event.

From the narratives of Matthew126 and Luke!?7 it is clear that
the conception of Jesus was to be by the Holy Ghost. But it is
“somewhat surprising to find that the very two Gospels which relate
the miracle of the virgin birth, are the ones which claim the descent of
Jesus through their genealogies. These genealogies, in spite of their
defects and discrepancies, would never have been prepared if the
relationship between Joseph and Jesus had not existed and admitted

-at the time of their compilation. The authors or the copyists or the
redactors must have become somewhat disturbed by the very obvious
contradictions in the conclusions of these genealogies on the one
hand and the theory of the virgin birth on the other, which was

121. Luke, 1:41.

122. Luke, 1:43.

123, Luke, 1:45-56.

124, Compare Luke 1:47,49,51,53 with Ps, 11:1-5, 8, and Luke? 1:48
with 1 Sam, 1:11 and Luke, 1 50 wnh Deut VII:9 and Luke, 1. 52 with Eccl. X:14
and also Luke 1:54 with Ps, XXVIII:3.

125. Genesis XXV :22.

126. Matt. 1:18.

127. Luke 1:34.
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definitely to annul the paternity of Joseph. Notwithstanding their
own convictions as portrayed in the genealogies, they, therefore,
made abortive attempts to establish the Divine origin of Jesus. In
Matthew the word begatr appeared thirty-eight times and in Luke
the word son appeared seventy-six times. It must have been realized
that not one of the ancestors mentioned in the two genealogies
was born of a virgin, and, therefore, the words begat and son would
have to have the same significance and meaning : a natural birth,
with regard to Jesus, unless, of course, some addition or alteration
was made to import the virgin birth. In Matthew the phrase
originally was :

And Jacob begat Joseph, and Joseph begat Jesus of Mary.

If we read this verse in the light of verses 1—6, where children
of four unchaste women, viz, Thumar, Rachab, Ruth, and the
wife of Urias, are mentioned, we find that in each case the description
is identical. Thus we are told :

Judas begat Phares and Zara of Thamar,!... .Salmon begat
Booz of Rachab, and Booz begat Obed of Ruth!?;. .and David the
King begat Solomon of her that had been the wife of Urias,!%. ...
and Jacob begat Joseph and Joseph begat Jesus of Mary.!!

Thus the same phraseology is used and the same meaning
must be given. In none of these cases the author, in the first
instance, intended to convey an immaculate conception.

Our certainty on this is confirmed by a text of Epiphanius,
which informs us that the early Christians, such as Cerinthus and
Corpocrates, used a Gospel of Matthew, in which the geneology
was made the basis of the claim that Jesus was in reality the son of
Joseph and Mary.®2 Eusebius attributes the same -opinion, and.
the same defence of it, to the Ebionite Symanachus.!3* Justin Martyr
and Irenaeus, two of the most ancient eccle_siésti_cal writers, agree
that the Ebionites, the early Jewish Christians, held this belief at the

128, Matt 1:3. .
129, .Matt, 1:5.
130. Moatt, 1:6.
131, Matt, 1:16.

132, Haer, XXX:14.
133. Eusebius, H.E, VI:17.
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earliest period known to Christian history.’¥ Clement condemned
them for recognising Jesus only as the son of Joseph, through
whom he is traced genealogically to David, and not as the son of
God.135

But the simple phrase : and Jacob begat Joseph, and Joseph
begat Jesus of Mary was soon changed into :

And Jacob begat Joseph, the husband of Mary, of whom was
‘born Jesus, who is called Christ.

Discussing this change in this verse Rev. C.J. Scofield in his
Reference to the New Testament had to admit :

The changed expression was introduced to convey that Jesus
was not begotten of natural conception.

One of the copyists made another alteration. He changed
the phrase to :

And Jacob begat Joseph, and Joseph, to whom was married the
virgin Mary, begat Jesus,136

This introduction of the word virgin clearly, but rather
awkwardly, exhibited the object for which the alteration was made;
and the Church was compelled to disown it.

In the case of Luke we are less fortunate, as the manuscripts
do not permit us to trace the matter which has been altered. But
that it has been changed is self-evident and sufficiently proved by
the reading of the relevant verse :

And Jesus himself began to be about thirty years of age,
being (as was supposed) the son of Joseph....17

The words as was supposed are in brackets, and betray
an addition, as Loisy observes : “To abrogate the idea of natural
sonship which the text of this passage originally suggested.”

Both Matthew!*® and Luke!® speak of Mary as the espoused
wife of Joseph. I do not wish to enter into a controversy but will

—

134, Justin, Dialcum.

135. Clement. Homil, XVIII-13,

136. Conybear, Dialogue of Timothy and quela, 16. See also. Peak’s
<ommentary on the Bible, 701.

137. Luke, 111:23,

138. Matt, 1:18,

139. Luke, 11:5.
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only mention that modern critics have proved that this translation
for the Greek text is incorrect and that it should be wedded wife. 149
The Syriac Sinaiticus uses the word his wife.14t The word espousage
according to the Oxford English Dictionary means the condition of
“pbeing married, wedlock;” and espousal means “the celebration of
marriage nuptials or wedding.” The compilers of this Dictionary
make a significant observation and say : '

Tt secems probable that the sense “marriage” was the original
one in English and the sense bethrothal arose at a later stage
through the influence of the Canonical law.’

The translators of the Authorised Version must have used the
word espoused wife to indicate wedded wife, as opposed to a
concubine. for there is no such thing as “betrothed wife.”
Webster in his Dictionary makes the interpretation stil clear. He
explains betroth : as promise to take (as a future espouse) in
marriage; and espouse as uniting in marriage, to wed. The same
meanings are given in Skeat’s Etymological Dictionary of the
English Language. In this connection I would like to quote a pass-
age from Hastings’ Dictionary of the Church and the Gospels.

That the virgin is still spoken of as “espoused” in Luke II, 5
is not to be taken as necessarily an indication that the marriage
had not taken place. Had she not been Joseph’s wife, the J ewish
custom would have forbidden her making the journey along
with him.142

And to this, may I add, as mentioned by Matthew, living in
the house of Joseph? This certainly would have been ap
impossibility if Mary had only been betrothed to Joseph. ,

In Matthew the theory of virgin birth is based on the following
passage, wherein we are told that after rising from his sleep Joseph
took unto him his wife. o ' o

And knew her not till she had brought forth her first born
son : and he called his name Jesus.14

140, Rev. Dr. Leighton, A faith to Affirm, 312.

141. °ake, commentary on the Bible, 726.

142, Hastings, Dict. of Church and the Gospels, 141,
143, Matt. 1:24. ’
144, Matt, 1:25.
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The Syriac Sinaiticus makes the position perfectly clear for-
in place of this lengthy statement it has a simple one :

And she bore to him a son and he called his name Jesus.!45

Thus the birth of the son connects itself directly with the words.
of the preceding verse. To make the sense absolutely clear, I will
quote the two verses together :

Then Joseph arose from his sleep....and took unto him his.
wife, and she bore to him a son and he called his name Jesus, 46

No comments are necessary. The text speaks for itself and.
exposes the clever forgery of the early Christians.

In the case of Luke, I am able to advance the matter still
further. The first two chapters of Luke bear definite testimony
against the virgin birth theory. Were virgin birth to be presupposed,
it would indeed be a very singular thing. I have already mentioned
how the parents of Jesus “marvelled at those things which were
to spoken of * Jesus by Simon#7 and by the Shepherds14® and also
have been unable to understand his words as a boy of twelve.149

We are also told that; Jesus was born after Mary’s “days
were accomplished”!%0 just like John the Baptist was born after-
“full time” of Elizabeth.!s! How is it that in case of a supernatural
birth all the laws relating to a natural birth had to be complied with?"

-But this is not all. We are further told :

And when the days of their purification according to the Law
of Moses were accomplished, they brought him to Jerusalem to.
present him to the Temple.152

The redactors have substituted the word Aer in place of their-
and it so appears in the Authorised Version,153 no doubt, to remove-
the original error, because it was only the mother who was supposed
to be unclean.!s But the error, if an error it be, serves to show that.

——.

145. See Enc. Biblica (T.K. Cheyne) Col. 2961, line 28.
146, Matt, 1:2425, :

147. Luke, 11:33.

148. Luke, 11:18.

149, Luke, 11:50.

150. Luke, 11:6.

151, Luke 1:57.

152. Luke, 11:22.

153. Revised version, P, 1127.

154, Lev. XII:4, .
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at least the evangelist regarded Joseph as the naturai father of
Jesus, otherwise they could not have thought of him as unclean, if
“Jesus was born of a virgin. To meet this objection, it has been
-suggested that the word their covered Mary and Jesus. But Jesus
was “the Holy of the Holies,” and in any case under the law as
laid down in the Third Book of Moses, Leviticus, a newly born child
never became unclean. Further, if the birth had been brought
about by supernatural means, no occasion to stress upon auny
uncleanness on Mary’s part could have arisen. This incident shows
that the progress of the child in her mother’s womb must have been
in accordance with the laws of nature; because the very idea of
purification suggests it.

The whole of Luke, therefore, not only knows nothing of the
'virgin birth but rests upon the opposite. Like Matthew, the
entire theory is based on two verses in Luke, which as I will now
-show, are also forgeries. They read: .

Then said Mary unto the Angel, How shall this be, seeing
I know not a man? And the Angel answered and said unto her,
“The Holy Ghost shall come upon thee, and the Power of the
Highest shall overshadow thee; therefore, also that holy thing
which shall be born of thee shall be called the Son of God.1%3

In verse 34, know is in the present tense and Mary does not
~speak of the future, while the angel is using the future tense all
the while, It may also be stated, and Dummelow agrees,!% that
Mary takes the words of the angel as fulfilment in the ordinary way
.of the nature. The reply of the Angel (verse 33) is only to express
-with great clearness what he has already said in verses 30—33,
which admit without any difficulty of being understood, as Mary in
“fact did, as referring to the birth of the Messiah from a human
marriage. Peake, while commenting on tbese verses, says:

Many scholars regard these verses as an interpolation. . . . The
idea of verse 35 and its terminology are not Hebraic; “Spirit” -
in Hebrew is feminine. But it is possible to take “overshadow”

155. Luke, 1:34,35.
156. Dummelow, commentary on Holy Bible, 739.
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in its primary Greek sense of hide and conceal. Pregnant women
were regarded as peculiarly liable to the assault of evil spirits (cf.
Rev. XII: 1—6). We may thus have here the idea of Satan lying
in wait for the future Messiah (cf. Rev. XII: 1—5); to avoid any
molestation the Power of the Highest will conceal the mother till
the danger is past. Or it may be that the child while, conceived in
the usual way, was to receive a special pre-natal sanctity. . . .like
John. 157

Again, if we proceed further, the narrative makes the Holy
Ghost descend only twice. For the first, the object was :

And it came to pass that when Elizabeth heard salutation of -
Mary, the babe leaped in her womb, and Elizabeth was filled with
the Holy Ghost.158 ‘

For the second visit of the Holy Ghost, we have to skip over
to the third chapter.

Now when all the people were baptized, it came to pass, that
Jesus also being baptized, and praying, the heaven was opened.
And the Holy Ghost descended in a bodily shape like a dove
upon him, and a voice came from heaven, which said, Thou art
my beloved son, in thee I am well pleased.159

The birth of Jesus took place betwixt these two visits. On-
these facts alone Luke can be said to give a direct lie to the virgin
birth theory.

But, as already stated, the virgin birth theory is based on.
verses 34-35. And Weiss says they are forgeries,® a conclusion
with which any authorities agree. The Revised Version shows.
the alteration in it!6! and Hastings says :

Removal of verses 34—35, which contain the only reference:
to virgin birth, as interpolations, is justified.162

157. Peake, Comm. on the Bible 726 )The italics are Our’s).

158. Luke, 1:41.

159. Luke, 111:21-22.

160. Weis, Die Predgit Jesu You Reiche Gottes, 342,

161. Revised Version, P. 1125,
162. Hastings, Dic. of Church and Gospels, 806.
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THE TWO LIBELS

The story of Christianity is simple and interesting too. It
‘may be summed up in a word. Man equipped with best faculties
‘and of goodliest fibre made a mistake in the very outset in the
‘Garden of Eden, where he could command every felicity. He
was given the law—and only one—but he was tempted to violate it,
he sinned and gave sin a heritage to his descent. Thus every man
brings sin in his nature and deserves punishment. God, on the
other hand, with all His beneficent nature, is incapable of showing
forgiveness. Divine justice must have its demand. Someone
should pay the penalty, as Divine mercy cannot be shown without
having something in return. The love of God for man, however,
_came to save the situation. The Son came, and His hlood washed
_off human sin, and man was reconciled to his God. How interesting
indeed, and a delicious treat for fancy and credulity. But I am
afraid the world has become 2 bit too philosophic, and finds some
Jdifficulty to swallow the pill.

The above, however, sounds like Greek mythology. Shorn
.of all these ecclesiastical graces with which this theology has been
shrouded, the basic principle of the Christian religion comes to
these two simple facts—incapability of man to observe Divine laws,
‘and incapability of God to show mercy by forgiving man’s sins
without . having someone to appease Divine anger. These two
incapabilities demanded atonement. But a sinful preacher cannot
atone for a sinner. The person to atone must be sinless. Man
“born in sin could not fulfil the condition.. God being only sinless
had to incarnate and oblige humanity at the Cross. This brought
in the Divinity of Jesus. . .

The above logic clearly shows that the tenets of the Divinity of
Jesus and his atonement are simply accessories and a corollary to
the two incapabilities, i.e., of God and man as mentioned above. If
man was capable of observing divine laws, or God was capable of
showing forgiveness without any penalty, the atonement could
not have been in requisition, nor Divine incarnation in the person
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of one who was really brought to the cross for sedition against
Roman Government. Thus the basic principles of the Church
religion in the West are “the two incapabilities.” And what a
gross libel upon God as well as upon man!

God who could bless us with all kinds of gifts without our
desert and merit, whose bounties are numberless and beneficence
with no account—and this all without compensation—became
so narrow-minded in showing His mercy in the matter of forgiveness.
Much logic and energy is wasted by the Church theologians in
emphasizing upon demands of Divine justice, as said before. But
what grosser injustice can be imagined than to mete eternal punish-
ment to His whole progeny for an insignificant wrong act of the first
parent. To think such of the God of Mercy and Compassion,
whose blessings surpass all human imagination, is not theology
but a blasphemy and libel upon God.

Not of less gravity is the libel which the Church theology
has hurled down on the head of humanity. Man, the best handi-
work of God and the most refined product of nature, cannot be
incapable of observing the very laws of his own growth and
upliftment when every other particle and atom in the universe traces
so implicitly the path of its progress chalked out by nature. No
‘doubt we have been given discretion, and therein lies our superiority
over the whole universe. This gift of discretion should not be
confused with capability of sin. Abuse of this faculty does not mean
sin in nature. It only shows possession of discretion. It has
its right use as well as its abuse. Human mind needs training and
guidance which can enable him to be always on the right path. To
assert that sin is inherent in nature is to believe in man’s incapability

of making the right use of his discretion; and this is a big libel upon
man. We do need guidance from our Creator as to the use of things,
_the nature of which is unknown to us, especially on moral and
- spiritual plane, but to believe that we cannot act upon such guid-
ance, as the Church theology teaches us, is simply selfdebasement.
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THE TWO EPIPHANIES

Religion brings Epiphany, i.e., revelation of Divine attributes
and His ways of working to humanity, in order to enable man to
mould his conduct and character, after the Will of God. In this
respect Islam stands pole-apart from Paulinity, which in common
parlance has wrongly been called Christianity. The new Epiphany
which found its revelation at Calvary makes Divine mercy incapable
of its exhibition without compensation. Father in Heaven could
not forgive His children without seeing some one at the Cross. He
is Love, they say, but His Love wants requital. In short, the whole
church theology in the West finds its basis on the theory of “Mercy
with compensation.”

The Book of Islam, on the other hand, strikes quite a different
note. “In the name of Allah the Beneficent and Merciful,” are the
beginning words of the Qur’an. They head every chapter of the
Book. Rahman is the original word, which stands for beneficent,
in the text. It means one who shows his mercy without having
any compensation for it. Comparative study of religion will show
that the Qur’an is the first book in the category of revealed scriptures
which speaks of such Divine attributes. God, no doubt, has
been known to be merciful, from time immemorial to every one,
whatever his religion may be; but One whose love for man found
its expression long before man came into existence in creating all
his needful, and thus His mercy was shown without compensation
was really a new Fpiphany taught by the Qur’an,

In the two churches, the Muslim -and Christian, we stand
face to face, and worship two contradistinct Gods—One who shows
His mercy without any compensation, and One who in doing so acts
on the principle of “Give and take.” It is not now difficult to
make preference in the two—Christian God decidedly is not an

enviable ideal. Virtues shown on the principle of “Give and take”
hardly deserve the name, and the worshippers of such. a Deity

cannot but follow the same principle.
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Humanity of Jesus

The apprehension of God stands in contradiction to the
apprehension of man. Conformity and concord between the
two is possible only if the Son of God be taken metaphorically, and
humanity in the real sense. The humanity of Jesus is conclusively
proved from the following verses: 1. “The book of the generation
of Jesus Christ, the son of David, the son of Abraham “(Matt. I:T)
2. “Jesus was born (Matt. I: 18) 3. ““‘And Jacob begat Joseph,
the husband of Mary, of was born Jesus, who is called Christ.”

(Matt. 1:16).
4. “Jesus, thou son of David, have mercy on me” (Mark.
10:47).

5. ‘“And, behold, thou shalt conceive in thy womb, and
bring forth a son, and shalt call his name Jesus” (Luke, 1:31).

6. And she shall bring forth a son, and thou shalt call his
name Jesus. (Matt. 1:21),

7. “And (Joseph) knew her not till she had brought forth
her first born son.” (Matt. 1:25).

8. “The days were accomplished that she should be delivered,
and she brought forth her first-born son.” (Luke, 2:6).

9. “For unto you is born this day in the city of David a
saviour (Luke 2:11).

10. Jesus was circumcised. (2:21).

11. His tonsure ceremony was performed (Luke, 2:24).

12. And Jesus increased in wisdom and stature. (Luke.
2:52).

13. Jesus ate and drank, was not above wants, e.g. he was
afterward an hungered.” (Matt. 4:2).

14. Jesus was tempted by the devil (Matt. 4:1) But God
can not tempted (James, 1:12). ‘
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15. He (God) is the living God, and steadfast for ever
(Daniel) 6:26). But Jesus bowed him head, and gave up the ghost”
(John, 19:30).

16. Jesus could do nothing of himself (John, 5:19, 30,
8:28, 9:4, 12:49, 14:10).

17. Jesus felt thirsty (John, 4:7).

18. Jesus slept, and people awoke him (Mat. 24, Mark, 4:38).

19. Jesus felt tired with his journey (John).

20. “Jesus groaned in the spirit, and was try bled, and wept”
(John. 11:33,35).

21. “Beingin an agony. .. .his sweat was as it were,great drops
of blood falling down to the ground” (Luke 22:44).

22. “Now is my soul troubled, and what shall I say? Father
save me from this hour” (John 12:27).

23. And when Jesus had cried with a loud voice he said,
Father, into Thy hands I commend my spirit (Luke, 23:46) But
God never dies. Daniel, 6:26).

24. Jesus bowed his head and gave up the ghost (John, 19:30).

25. After coming down from the cross, he said to the disciples,
“Behold my hands and my feet, that it is I myself, handle me, and
see, for a spirit hath not flesh and bones, as you see me have.
And when he had thus spoken, he showed them his hands and his
feet. And while they yet believed not for joy and - wondered, -
he said unto them, Have ye here any meat? And they gave him a
piece of a broiled fish, and of an honeycomb And he. took it, and
did eat before them (Luke, 24:39,40,41) John, 20:27).

26. In all the gospels Jesus called hlmself son of Adam
(I.e. man) as many as seventy times,1

Matt. 16:13 9:6, 8:20, 10:23, 11:19, 12:8, 12:21 Luke, 5:24,
9:58, 7:34 Mark, 2:28,2:10, 13:26 Ftc.
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WHY CHRIST HAS NO NEED OF A SECOND COMING
By Bishop F. R. Bazry (The Times (London) November (27 1971)

Are the popular notions about the “Second Coming” any
true part of essential Christianity? Advent is to Christmas as.
Lent to Easter, but some vast confusion seems to have overtaken it
Lent leads on through sacrifice to victory, but what inner con-
nexion, if any, is there here? What connexion has the Nativity with
Doomsday? What has the Judge coming to the clouds amid
stupendous astronomical portents got to do with the Man born at
Bethlehem who “came to visit us in great humility”?

Of course the language is highly symbolical, and we cannot
dispense with imagery and myth in presenting the mystery of the-
Incarnation, least of all in our public worhsip. Liturgical language:
ought to be mysterious, conveying an intimation of depths yet
unexplored and yet to be disclosed. The trouble begins when
people take these symbols as though they were literal predictions
of events which are to occur within the time-process. But a closer
examination of this belief suggests that it means almost the opposite
of what it has commonly been supposed to mean. What it stands.
for is Christ’s abiding presence. without which there would be no-
Christianitv.

“He shall come again with glory”, says the Creed, “to judge
both the quick and the dead.” The debatable word is obviously
“again”. Has he been absent during the long interval between his.
Ascension and the “end of the world”? All Christian experience
denies that. Where much is uncertain, we can at least be sure that.
no idea of an absentee Christ can have a place in Christian theology.

Did Jesus himself predict a “second” Coming? No doubt.
we can point to many of the parables and to many sayings included
in the Gospels. But the parables have come down to us in a form
which reflects the situation of the Church waiting for the coming of
ministry of Jesus; and some of the sayings most often quoted show
clear signs of having been editorialized. His mission and his
teaching were concentrated on the proclamation of the Kingdom of”
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God. With that Kingdom he identified himself, as commissioned by
‘God to be its representative, to preach it and live it, to suffer for it

and die for it.

We cannot know how far he himself drew on the imagery of
Jewish apocalyptic to express his own understanding of his mission.
But Son of Man was his own self-chosen title, and he seems to have
used it always in connexion with the Passion entailed by his service
to the Kingdom. In the final confession before Caiaphas, using
“language derived from the Book of Daniel (vii, 13) he referred to
his vindication then and there, raised through suffering and death
to triumph. In the light of the underlying passage, coming on the
clouds means, probablv, coming to God, his exaltation, not coming
“back” to the world. And “henceforth” (RV) is better than *“here-
.after”—the Greek means, “from this moment onwards”.

What was basic in the apostolic preaching was that by the Cross
.and Resurrection God had made Jesus both Lord and Christ, so
that the New Age was already here. Even though they were look-
ing for the Lord’s appearing what was fundamental was that he was
‘with them—as Matthew put it in his Ascension story—*“even unto
the end of the world”. (And it is from Matthew that most of the
texts are drawn which seem to give support to a “second” Coming.)

If the central faith of Christians is true, then in the Coming of
Jesus Christ to the world there was an intersection of two planes. the
historical and the transcendental; and here straight, factual prose
‘breaks down. Enclosed as we are in spatio-temporal thinking we
have to speak about present and past and future. But in truth, as
‘C. H. Dodd has written:

“There is no Coming of the Son of Man ‘after’ his Coming in .
‘Galilee and Jerusalem, whether soon or late, for there is no be-

fore or after in the eternal order. The Kingdom of God in its full
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reality is not something about to happen after other things have
happened. ... The Day of the Son of Man stands for this timeless
fact. So far as history can contain it, it is embodied in the historic

crisis which the coming of Jesus brought about. But what cannot
be expressed in history is symbolized by the future of a coming event.”

(The Parables of the Kingdom, pl08).

The total tradition of which we are the heirs, transmitted
through the books of the New Testament, was laid down, as it
were, in a number of different strata, which critical study can,
within limits, isolate. How much is permanent, how much local and
temporary? It would be a provincial outlook which maintained
that what the twentieth century finds congenial is the final criterion
of Christian truth. Yet Christianity is not tied for ever to first-
century interpretations.

What is permanent is the fact of Christ himself. And our
experience gives firm grounds for saying that no merely futuristic
interpretation of what has come to be called the Second Advent
corresponds to Christian realities. He who came at Christmas and
rose at Easter here, in judgment and saving presence. Every
decision, every opportunity, is for the Christian a day of the Son of
Man. Where hate turns to love and goodness prevails over evil
and corruption, there is a coming in power and great glory—though,
as St. John had the insight to perceive—in no glory other than that of
the Cross.

Bishop John Robinson has expressed it admirably: “Parousia
is a word that has no plural. There is but one Coming, begun at
Christmas, perfected on the Cross and continuing till all are
included in it.” (The Christ Who Comes, p108).
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

"Will Christ come again ?

From Dr Hugh J. Schonfield
Sir, Bishop Barry’s article (November 27) should not be allowed

to go unchallenged. The weight of evidence in favour of the
‘Second Advent is far more considerable than the bishop is disposed
to allow, stronger than that which supports the Incarnation.
The fact may be awkward for some modern theologians just as
it was for certain second century Christians when the Second

Advent had not materialized (2 Peter, iii 5). But this does not
mean that the unanimous conviction of the early Church was

contrary to Christ’s teaching and beli=f.
“Yours faithfully,
HUGH J. SCHONFIELD

35 Hyde Park Square, W2. November 27.

From Mr. Simon Strachan

*Sir, Christendom is no doubt indebted to Bishop Barry for clearing
up long-held misunderstandings about Christ’s Second Coming.
~One doubts, however, if the New Testament writers would have had
much time for him for his argument is weakest in his explanation of
how belief in a future coming of Christ arose.

It is simply not good enough to say that they projected into the
future what they could not express of their present reality, This,
as far as logic goes, is a complete non sequitur. This is not to say
that Christ is an absentee landlord of His church for we indeed

“believe He is continually. coming again through his. Holy Spirit to
those who will accept Him. , ’

But the early church—and Christ himself, if we may belicve the
account—clearly taught that there will be another coming, quite
-distinct from the individual’s spiritual encounter, when “every
eye shall see Him” and when men’s actions and especially their
relationship to Him will be judged. To say our experience gives no
“firm grounds for authenticating such an event is hardly surprising

:if the event is yet to come.
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To do away with the Second Coming in favour of a continual
coming is to telescope two fundamental truths of Christianity into
one. It is the result of procrustean interpretations of the New
Testament documents which cut off all awkward corners (in this
case, the parables) as editorial additions which do not fit an
interpretation of Christianity which is otherwise congenial to 20th
century man. But to be consistent, many other “corners” like
eschatology and prophecy must also be drastically trimmed. For
many of us, first century men were much nearer the truth.
Yours faithfully.

SIMON STRACHAN,

Mill Hill, Dalton, Huddersfield, Yorkshire, November 28.

From the Reverend Sean Wales

Sir, As Bishop F. R. Barry says, “It would be a provincial outlook
which maintained that what the twentieth century finds congenial
is the final criterion of Christian truth”. It would seem that the
Bishop comes close to embracing such an outlook in his theologically
impoverishing interpretation of the Second Coming.

New Testament scholarship reveals two schools of thought
concerning the Parousia, schools which can be given complementary
rather than mutually exclusive interpretations. The view put
forward by Bishop Barry could, very roughly, be said to represent
the Hellenistic tradition in the New Testament: in modern termino-
logy this view is often described as “realized eschatology” in which
the end is already here in the resurrection of Jesus and the giving
of the Spirit.

Equally strongly, however, the New Testament speaks of a
new heaven and a new earth, of a cosmological culmination of
history in a Christ whose glory will be made manifest. This tradition
generally associated with Palestinian Jewish converts to Christianity,
is dominant in Matthew and finds support in New Testament authors
who also proclaim the here and now presence of the Parousia.
The tension between an “already....and not yet ‘“eschatology
is a source of further insights into the mystery of Christ present and
to come.
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The tension in the New Testament is reflected in the theological
tradition of believers. Here it is a question of the individual vis-a-
vis the whole of mankind; the individual realizes his destiny in his
daily life and looks forward to the consummation of his personal
salvation in Christ; the community of mankind likewise is destined
10 be gathered up in the final consummation of all things in Christ.
"The individual spiritual eschatology of each person does not exclude
the communal and cosmological eschatology of creation.

Very little can be asserted about the details of a cosmic trans-
formation or about the coming of Christ in glory to judge the living
and the dead; but they cannot be summarily dismissed as “imagery
and myth”.

Yours etc.

SEAN WALES, C. SS R (Congregation Sanctissimi i{edemptoﬁs)
St Mary’s.

Clapham, SW4. November. 27.

From Mr. R. G. Ratcliffe

Sir, Having read Bishop Barry’s article on the Second Coming.
1 cannot belp but feel alarmed at the growing number of Churchmen
who attempt to make the New Testament more plausible by
suggesting that any passage they find personally unacceptable has
been edited in such a way as to change the clear meaning of that
passage.

This simple device of Biblical criticism conveniently enables
every churchman to accept what he likes of the New Testament and
reject what he dislikes. Unfortunately this does not satisfy the
critical faculties of most thinking people. - )
Yours faithfully, '

R. G. RATCLIFFE.
92 Edinburgh Drive,
Ickenham, Middlesex, November 27.
From Mrs. Muriel Martin

Sir, I am very surprised that a newspaper of the reputation of
The Times should publish an article such as appeared on November
27, namely, “Why Christ has no need of a Second Coming.”
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Presumably the writer, on being ordained, assented to the
Thirty Nine Articles, Article IV of which ends “until He return to
judge all men at the last day”. The New Testament, in any trans-
lation, mentions countless times the personal return of Christ. Of
course we have not been without the comfort of the Godhead since
the Ascension, but it has been in the form of the Holy Spirit, Christ
himself is with his Father.

I should like to point out that it was my teenage son who put
these thoughts into words adding, that in these days when so many
young people are sincerely seeking a faith, it is sad that such
unhelpful and destructive opinions should be set before them.
Yours sincerely,

MURIEL MARTIN.
20 Chatsworth Avenue,
Bromley, Kent, November 27.

WILL CHRIST COME AGAIN?

From Mr. J. P. Jackson

Sir, The Bible is full of it, yet Bishop Barry will have none of it.
1 have often wondered why Christians will sometimes go to such
lengths to explain away the Christian hope. I think it may be
because a Second Coming seems to imply man at the end of his
tether, faced with the ultimate bang (or whimper) for which he alone
is responsible. We are a part of the darkling apocalyptic scene, yet
human pride still prompts us to reject that Christian dogma which
is supremely relevant to it.
Yours faithfully,

J. P. JACKSON,
5 Walsingham Road, New Addington, Surrey, November 28.
From Chief Petty Officer B, Lawrence

Sir, I find it amazing that Bishop Barry in the Saturday Sermon
should undermine one of the fundamental doctrines of the Christian
faith. By unduly spiritualizing the subject of the Second Advent of
Christ, he substitutes human reason for the authority of the Word
of God.
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As a layman it appears to me that there can be no possible
doubt that the Bible holds out to the Christian the “blessed hope™
of the Second Coming of our Lord Jesus Christ as the outstanding
landmark of his spiritual horizon. Proof of this, if it be needed,
may be found in a careful examination of the Scripture references.
Tt has been found that the doctrine is referred to seem three
hundred times. In comparison with the fact that the Holy
Communion is mentioned on but four clear occasions.

Is not the Bishop then likened to the “Sadducee” of Jesus’s
day that rejected the very First Coming of Christ?

Yours faithfully.

B. LAWRENCE,
CPOs’ Mess, HMS Osprey,
Portland, Dorset, November 27,

WILL CHRIST COME AGAIN?

From the Reverend Professor E. L. Mascall.

Sir, On this question of the Second Coming of Christ, it may be
worth remarking that Pierre Teilhard de Chardin, who together
with Bonhoeffer is one of the two Christian thinkers in recent times
who have caught the attention of the outside world on a large scale,
and who in addition was a sciendst of considerable reputation,
found no difficulty in identifying the Omega Point, towards which he
saw the process of the universe, and in particular of human history,
converging, with the triumph of Christ in his second coming as the
one in whom creation reaches its ultimate fulfilment and in whom
all things are offered up to God the Father. For him, as to the
Christian tradition in general there was no contradiction between'
Christ’s dwelling in the Church and his triumph at the end of time
as the Word by whom all things are created and ia whom they receive
their consummation. ' ‘
Yours faithfully,

E. L. MASCALL,
King’s College London,
Strand, WC2.
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WILL CHRIST COME AGAIN ?

From The Reverend Canon W. J. Cratchley

Sir, May an elderly parish priest of many years standing be:
allowed to express in your columns a word of thanks to Bishop:
Barry for his article in The Times last Saturday on the Second
Coming? To at least one reader it brought enlightenment and
encouragement.

The subject is one which naturally exercises the minds of all
thoughtful Christians and a deep debt of gratitude is due to the
Bishop for an article at once scholarly and truly biblical. Some,.
brought up on literal views of the Bible, may for a time be puzzled
and even troubled by it. Some admit that they find it “too spiritual®”
and more especially is the bewilderment of those who admit to a
assessing the importance of a subject by the number of times a
particular word is to be found in the Bible.

It is not, of course, true to say of the Second Coming of Christ
that “the Bible is full of it.” Belief in an imminent return of
Christ overshadows some of the earlier New Testament writings
but the belief clearly faded as the Christian community grew
in spiritual maturity.

Today we know that to try to put Christ’s return into a time
sequence is rather like the alleged attempt of Mr. Khurshchev’s
spacemen to find God in the outer reaches of space. If we are
prepared to lay aside erroneous preconceived ideas we shall be able
to see the larger view which the Bishop opens to us. And we shall
see in him a picture of the scribe instructed unto the Kingdom of”
Heaven who 1s like “the householder who bringeth forth out of his.
treasure things new and old”.

Yours faithfully,

W. J. CRATCHLEY.
St Mark’s Vicarage, Swindon.
December 1.
From Dr. A. F. Foster-Carter

Sir, G. K. Chesterton once said “When I meet an atheist, I
say to him: ‘My dear chap I eavy you your simple faith.” Similarly
one may envy the simplicity of the fundamentalist approach but 1t
is seldom successful when dealing with the intelligent layman,
particularly if he is young, and I fear that Mrs. Martin’s teenage-
son and his friends (Nov 30) are exceptional.

Bishop Barry may have somewhat overstressed one school
of thought concerning the Parousia but the other, if taken literally,.
is unacceptable to most citizens of a scientific society. As Dr..
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John Robinson has pointed out: “People really suppose that the
-Church teaches that one afternoon—this year, next year, sometime—
radar will pick up a picture of Christ descending from the skies
with thousands of angels in train, returning to earth to judge the
world.”” (But that I can’t believe!—Fontana). Is it not important
to make it clear to the man in the street, particularly the youth
of today, that the Church does not in fact believe anything of the
-sort?

On the other hand, what is one to say to the ordinary inquirer
about the Second Advent? One must agree with the Rev. Sean Wales
that “very little can be asserted about the details of a cosmic
transformation or about the coming of Christ in glory....”. He
goes on to say that “they cannot be summarily dismissed as imagery
‘and myth” but nevertheless may it not be more fruitful to stress the
positive challenge of Christ’s continual coming rather than theological
speculations about the Second Advent? Speculations which our
Lord himself advised us not to make.

"Yours faithfully,

_A. F. FOSTER-CARTER,
Brompton House, Frimley,
~Camberley, Surrey.

From Mrs. Margaret Knight

Sir, Bishop Barry is not the first Churchman to have doubts
about the Second Coming. In 1922 a Commission on Christian
Doctrine was appointed by the Archbishops of Canterbury and
York; and in its report Doctrine in the Church of England, published
16 years later, it had this to say— ' ‘

“Traditional orthodoxy has tended to take the hoped fo
Parousia ot ‘coming’ of Christ semi-literally, but to explain that the
time of the coming has been postponed. Inasmuch, however, as
the moral urgency of the eschatological message is to be found
largely in the assertion of the immediate relation of human life, here
and now, to its consummation in eternity, a truer perspective (it
may be suggested) is to be secured by taking the imagery in a symboli-
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cal sense, but by continuing to affirm, with the New, Testament,

that ‘the time is at hand. The ‘time’ is, in this sense, always at hand;

and from this point of view the spiritual value of the eschatological
drama is best grasped when it is understood, not as a quasi-literal
description of a future event, but as a parable of the continuous .
and permanent relation of the perpetually imminent eternal order to-
the process of events in time.” (Pp 204-5).

This surely, makes everything clear ?
Yours faithfully,
MARGARET KNIGHT,

Hope House,
Bucksburn, Aberdeen.

WILL CHRIST COME AGAIN?
From the Bishop of Lichfield

Sir, With the general line of thought in Bishop Barry’s article
on November 27 I do not find myself in agreement; but the nature
of the correspondence which has followed prompts me to say that
T hope we shall continue to remember with gratitude the services.
to the Church which have been rendered over a lengthy period of time
by this remarkable man.

There are many of us who have his books on our shelves, and
have derived much profit from them; and even though he has now
been in retirement for a number of years he is still demonstrating.
freshness and originality of thought. In this last controversial
instance, it can surely be said with truth that his article has caused us
to think more deeply about what we mean when we say in the Creed
that we believe the Lord will come again.

Yours, etc,

STRETTON LICHFIELD
Bishop’s House,

The Close, Lichfield.
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CHRISTIANITY DRAWS NEAR ISLAM

Jesus Christ was married—not a bachelor

It has been argued about Jesus whether he was alive or dead
whether he was born without a father or whether he helped his
human father in his shop up to the age of twelve, but it is 2 new
discussion whether he was married or remained a bachelor. Luckily
the discussion has not been initiated by the Ulema of Islam but by
.Christian scholars. Tt is well known that he needed a mother’s
‘womb to be born and her breasts to be fed :—

“A certain woman of the company lifted her voice and
said unto him, Blessed is the womb that bare thee and
pups which thou hast sucked” (Luke, 11:27)

2. The Muslim Ulema did not get involved in this discussion,
‘probably because the Holy Qurian says:
And certainly We sent prophets before thee and ordained
for them wives and progeny (Xiii : 38) Thus if it
can be proved that Jesus was married it would show
another miracle of the Holy Quran that it disclosed the
unknown fact 1400 years ago. ‘
3. The Holy Quran has repeatedly disapproved of celibacy
.and monkdom. The two practices are not in the tradition of the
prophets. Monkdom has been described by the Holy Qur’an as
the invention of those who have gone astray. Muslims who
‘believe the second advent of Christ, say that he would marry on his
return. The question then arises whether he would marry after
"2000 years senile decay. The verse of the Holy Qur’an quoted above
supports the idea that he must have married if he is to be called
-prophet. _ :
4. According to Christian beliefs, even God took a wife and
produced son. Celibacy means loneliness. And that is such a
.curse that Adam could not find peace of mind without a womaneven
though in paradise he had everything else such as abundance of
food and drink and freedom from having to were clothes or to suffer
illness or even weakness. Even God could not bear his loneliness
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and had to create Eve. God had created man’s desires, feelings and
emotions. He had not created Adam without sex. He also knew
that the satisfaction of man’s desires was necessary for the develop-
ment of his qualities and potentialities and for the blossoming of
his priceless quality of love. God knew that if man was not given a
mate of his own kind, he would instead of developing his priceless
treasure of love—squander it and waste it.

The angels, acting under Divine command created man as a
complete being. If Eve had not been created to sustain and keep
fresh his interest in life, he would have withered away. Consider
the meaning of the name Eve. Inits oriental form Hawwa, its root
is hayy i.e. the giver of life was called Hawwa or Eve. Man works
and struggles for life. Bible has ruined this beautiful concept by
saying : She was called Hawwa, because she was the mother
of all living (Gen. 3 : 20). Even this interpretation was tolerable
because it honoured Eve as the mother of humanity.

But some fanatical priests have degraded the fair sex and the
importance of this name by saying : that the word is derived from
hayyatun which means a snake. According to this interpretation,
woman was man’s death because she was responsible for eviction
from paradise and the exposure of his nakedness. But according to
the Holy Qur’an, Eve means the giver of life to Adam. Without
her, man’s loneliness would have been worse than death. Thus the
human world is indebted to woman for its survival.

5. But we are really discussing here the Christian beliefs
regarding marriage which has been described in Christian Scriptures
as equivalent to mourning and death. But when God created
Adam, He remedied his loneliness, sadness and joyless life by
giving him Eve as a mate, there is no torment greater than loneliness.
What a beautiful concept the Roman Catholic clergy have that even
God is not sitting alone on His heavenly throne, and dozing, but
His beloved Mary and His only son Jesus sit on His right and left
respectively (Mark, 14 : 62, Luke 22 : 69, Mark, 16 : 19, Hebrews,
1:3,8:1,10: 12, 12: 2, Peter, 3 : 22).



1414 Muhammad in the World Scriptures

6. You have now read the account of God and Adam. You
must have heard the saying : Like father like son.

If the father could not exist without the son in his bossom (‘No
man hath seen God at any time, the only begotten son, which is in
the bossom of the Father, he hath declared him’. (John, 1: 18)
then the concept of both without the woman (wife) and mother is
not possible. If in spite of being God, He needs a son, then the Son
cannot be thought of without a father and mother. If God, the
Father, created the son to remove His own loneliness, then the son
must also have produced his own son. If being the childless is a
curse, then the child less Son must also be cursed. If God, in the
absence of a wife of His own kind, could produce a son from a
woman, then what could stop the Son from producing his own son?

7. Jesus described as eunuchs those who lead a life of celibacy
and monkdom. The word used in the Hebrew Bible is Saris, of
which the Greek equivalent is a eunuch. Eunuch originally an
impotent man, the name became practically synonymous Wwith
chamberlain, with no indication of his condition, although probably
its use in scriptures was strict. Eunuchs were not allowed by
Jewish Law to enter the house of God. (Deut. 31 : 1).

8. Jesus divided the eunuchs into three groups (Mathews 19:12)
as follows :—

(@) Born eunuchs.

(b) Created by others

() Self inflicted eunuchism.
Among the Muslims, the Jews and the Hindus the name eunuch is
such a serious blot that no ‘decent persofi wants to be called by it.
Among the Hindus, although a person who ‘does not marry is
described as a brahmchari or sanyasi, the eunuch is looked down
upon. That is why the Atharva Veda contains a prayer invoking
the curse of eunuchism (Atharva Veda, Kand. 6, Sukt 138. 2-6).

9. In the Christian world, the vast majority are married, only
a small minority are not. And the married are proud of their majority
If Jesus had not marriéd, it is obvious that those who marry should
have had an inferiority (or guilt) complex as they go against the
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example of Jesus, and those who do not marry should have had
the superiority complex. But we find that even the Roman Catholic
majority are now marrying in tens of thousands, with or without
permission.

10. In the above mentioned reference to Matthews, eunuchs,
have been given the glad-tiding of entering the kingdom
of God. It means to be a pre-condition for entering the
kingdom of God to be acunuch. As regards the three categories
of eunuchs given in para 8 above, their ranking must be given a
thought. Tt seems on the face of it that those made eunuchs by
God must rank first, those created by others come next, and those
who inflict impotency on themselves come last. But really speaking
the third category should rank the highest, as it shows courage and
sacrifice to inflict eunuchism on one’s self. And it is this category
which was given the glad-tiding of entry in the kingdom of God
by Jesus. The other two catagories had no choice and therefore
there is no credit to them.

11. As for those who are Christians but commit the crime of
marrying, the gate of the kingdom of God is shut upon them.

12. There is a fourth category of eunuchs which has not been
mentioned by Jesus but I have learnt of it from the Vedas. It is
of the husband who becomes impotent as a result of the prayer or
the recitation of mantras by the wife. Such a couple both attain
salvation because they help each other to achieve the goal. Bible’s
threg categories are confixed to themselves.

13. In addition to these four categories, there is another class
which, far from being eunuchs, committed excesses of self-indulgence.
But it will enter the kingdom of God before the clergy and the priests.
For, addressing the elders and the scholars of religion, Jesus said :
Verily, 1 say unto you that publicans and harlots go into the
kingdom of God before you. (Mitt. 21 : 3.

14. The reader would be surprised how the harlots and tax
collectors were thus held to be superior to the elders and priests?
In Christianity, salvation does not depend upon good deeds but
upon faith in atonement. So what Jesus apparently meant was
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that the more wicked a person is the more he would benefit from
his atonement.

15. 1Itis a pre-condition in Christian theology that one castrate
himself to enter the kingdom of God. But if the Christians acted
on this strictly, then within a hundred years all of them would icave
this world and enter the kingdom of God. Instead of a majority
in this world, they would preponderate in the next.

16. According to Christian thinking, it is necessary to give up
this world because it is ruled by the Devil. Jesus said : My
kingdom is not of this world, if my kingdom were of this world
my servants fight (John 18 : 36). '

17. If the kingdom of this world is not that of God the Son,
then is it that of God, the Father? We are sorry to find that,
according to the Christian thinking, it is not of God the Father
either. It is of Satan. Jesus said : Hereafter I will not talk much
with you, for the prince of this world cometh and had nothing in
me (John, 14 : 30) Thus the ruler of this world is the Devil. That is
why Jesus left this world for the next.

18. It is a matter of regret that in Christian history only one
scholar of divinity named Origen, who lived in the third century
after Christ, acted according to the word and spirit of Jesus’s
teaching when he castrated himself. In his book “Life of Christ,”
Fredric W. Farrar D.D.F.R. S., Dean of Canterbury, writes : It
is wellknown that Origen, the most allegorising of commentators,
unhappily took this verse literally. The passages of the Christ’s
teaching might have shown him that such an offence against the
order and constitution of providence was no protection against
sensual sin, and this great and holy ‘man lived to see and confess
that in this matter he had been nobty mistaken—nobly because the
err of the intellect was combined with most fervid impulses of a
self sacrificing heart. (page 447).

19. Reflection would show that Origen’s action was wholly .
according to the teaching and words of Jesus. Jesus mentioned
three kinds of eunuchs. There is no difference of interpretations
about the first two kinds i.e. those born eunuchs and those castrated
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by others. Both are physicar and real—not allegorical 2bout the
third kind there is a difference of interpretations whether they
were intended to be physically or metaphorically impotent.

It stands to reason that, unless there is anything to prove the
contrary, they must also be eunuchs physically and literally.

The Christians seem to be loath to sacrifice their self, and they
thus try to wriggle out of this injunction of their Saviour.

20. As for the last sentence if this injunction that *“he who can
accept, should act on this”, it does not give any choice to become an
eunuch or not. Earlier the reward for becoming a eunuch is stated
to be entry into the kingdom of God. The last sentence cannot
nullify the earlier one. So what it means is that if you wish to enter
the kingdom of God, you must become an eunuch. or else go to
hell. How can one who sacrifice himself be like those who cannot
that would not be just.

21. Paul castigated Peter and the brothers of Jesus for having
married. But, in reply, Peter did not blame Paul for not marrying.
This has led to two opposite schools of thought among the Christians..
And both derive their authority from the sayings of Jesus. That
reminds me of an amazing story regarding the last Czar of Russia.
A milittary officer once came to him and complained against
another military officer the Czar said, “I agree with you.” Later the
other officer came and spoke against the first officer. The Czar
again said, “I agree with you.” After the second officer left, the:
Cgzarina said to her husband, “You are a funny man, the two officers.
were against each other, but you agreed with both of them.” After
a moment’s refraction, the Czar said : “You are right I agree with
you too.” The same is true of the two factions in Christianity.
Those who marry, are true believers. But those who do not, are:
also good Christians. But Jesus made eunuchism a pre-condition
for entering the kingdom of God. This has been supported by Paul.
on the following grounds : “He that is unmarried caretb for the
things that belong to the Lord, how he may please the Lord. But
he that is married careth for the things that are of the world, how he
may please his wife (Corinthians, 7:32) there is a difference also-
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‘between a wife and a virgin. The unmarried woman careth
for the things of the Lord, that she may be holy both in body and
in spirit, but she that is married careth for the things of the world,
“how she may please her husband (Corinthians, 7 : 34
72,  Another reference from the Bible is also worth noticing :—
Therefore shall a man leave his father and his mother,
and shall cleave unto his wife, and they shall be one
flesh (Gen. 2 : 24, Mtt. 19 : 5, Mark, 10 : 7, Ephe. 5 : 31).
The question then arises whether this is an injunction or
statement of a general practice. If the former, then—

(@) This goes against the injunction to obey one’s parents

(b) Tt is an injunction to desert one’s parents but not to
desert one’s wife. .

(¢) 1t is against the example of the prophets.

(d) According to the New Testament, Jesus for sook his
parents, but what about a wife ? :

(¢) What about women who remain virgins all their lives for
the sake of Christ ?

23. If Jesus was not married, the riddle to solve would be
-which of the three kinds of eunuchs he was ?

There is no self-sacrifice involved in the case of God-made
.or people made eunuchs. The perfection of faith is shown only
by the self made eunuch, as shown above.

24. Let us now examine. What the New Testament writes :

-]t is good for a man not to touch a woman”’ (Corinthians 1,7 : 1).
«I say therefore to the unmarried and widows : Tt is -
good for them if they abide as 1. (7 : 8).

Paul again found fault with Peter for being married by saying :
“Have we not power to lead about a sister, as well as other
apostles and as the brethren of the Lord and Cephas
(Peter) 1 Corinthians : 8 : 3. - -

In these references, Paul claims superiority over Peter and

.the brethren of Jesus in that they were married, while he had not

touched a woman,
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The American and British newspapers have written a lot about
the quesiion whether Jesus did marry or not. The question
provides spiritual food or matter of joy for those interested in the
propagation of Islam in Christian countries. The “London Observer
Review’’ 28 March, 1971.

Charles Davis asks

Was Jesus Married ?

The author-then Britian’s Leading Roman Catholic theologian left
the priesthood and the Church in 1966, and married the foliowing'
year. He is now Professor of Religion at Sir George Williams
University, Montreal America.

A married Jesus ? Not an unmarried virgin, but a married man as.
the incarnate Son of God for Christians. Why not ? Doses the:
immediate reaction of many Christians against the idea. come simply
from a conviction that it is historically untrue that in fact Jesus was
a celibate ?....Scholars are usually shy of raising the question of
the marriage of Jesus. However, a recent author, William E. Phips-
has dared to tackle in: Was Jesus Married ? (New York.
Harper and Row) He does so in a serious fashion. assembling and.
arguing from the data and taking account of the views of other
writers on the relevant points....The first reason for thinking that he
was unmarried is that we can find no reference to his marriage in the
Gospels, and no mention there of any wife or children. But this is:
not a very strong reason. As modern scholarship had made
abundantly clear, the Gospels are not biographies but writings with.
a doctrinal purpose gathering together material used in the religious
life of the Church. They omit many facts about Jesus which we should.
like to know and which a modern biographer would have included
without hesitation. We cannot even determine the length and.
sequence of his ministry with certainty. .. .The recently discovered”
Gospel of Philip’, a second-century work, which some scholars.
think can be used be as an independent historical witness gives Mary
Magdalene as the wife of Jesus... . .Like mother, like son. Another
argument used for Jesus’s remaining celibate is that he was born of
a virgin mother. Mary his mother, so the Gospels tell us, conceived
him of the Holy Spirit white still a virgin. But can we take the
virgin birth of Jesus as historical fact ? That is a very

controverted question. Certainly a very large number of biblical:
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scholars today hold that the virgin birth was not part of the
carliest New Testament teaching but was added to the original
message at a later stage. Morcover, in a Jewish context the interven-
tion of God in the conception and birth of a prophet or king was
not understood as eliminating the role of the human father. God
acted in and through the normal process of generation. The
idea of conception and birth of a woman by the power of God with-
.out 2 human father was foreign to Jewish culture, but was common
in the pagan Hellenistic culture of the Mediterranean world into
which primitive Christianity spread.

The doctrine of the virgin birth was therefore a later adaptation
toa Hellinstic mentality of the original Christian conviction
that God was present in special way in the conception and birth of
Jesus. The original conviction did not exclude sexual activity as the
human means by which Jesus came into this world.

Even more questionable is the doctrine that Mary remained
perpetually a virgin after the birth of Jesus. There is no good
reason for not taking the Gospel reference to the brothers and sisters
-of Jesus in their obvious meaning.

So, the arguments used to prove that Jesus was a celibate. are
unconvincing. Is there any evidence that he was married ?
“No direct evidence, but there are reasons to support the supposition
that he was. The strongest in favour of his being married is the
attitude to marriage in the Jewish culture to which he belonged.
In that culture marriage was not merely honoured but considered
a sacred duty. The voluntary renunciation of marriage was a
.conception quite foreign in Judaism....As for ordinary Jedaism,
the father, of a family considered it an important part of his parental
role to arrange a suitable marriage for his sons and daughters at a
-comparatively early age. Granted the cultural background as
witnessed in the relevant documents, it is highly improbable that
_Jesus was not married well before the beginning of his public ministry.
‘Or put it this way if he had insisted upon celibacy, it would have
.created a stir, a reaction which would have left some trace...... |

To return to the question of Jesus’s marriage. Was he
married or unmarried? There is no compelling evidence either
way. The historical probabilities favour marriage rather than
.celibacy. But we can associate Jesus exclusively with néither
marriage nor celibacy. If he was married his marriage was a
particular fact about him in his cultural context....In- brief
-Christianity allows both marriage and celibacy as religious life-
styles. If it was a mistake to exalt celibacy at the expense of marri-
age, it is like wise a mistake to exclude the celibate ideal in the
-name of marriage. ‘
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THE TAURAT VERSUS OLD TESTAMENT

The Taurat is frequently referred to in the Quran. It is well
to have clear ideas as to what it exactly means. Vaguely we may
say that it was the Jewish Scripture. It is mentioned with honour
as having been, in its purity, a true revelation from God.

To translate it by the words “The Old Testament” is obviously
wrong. 'The “Old Testament” is a Christian term, applied to a
body of old Jewish records. The Protestants and the Roman
Catholics are not agreed precisely as to the number of records to
be included in the canon of the “Old Testament”. They use the
term in contradistinction to the “New Testament,” whose composi-
tion we shall discuss in Appendix III.

Nor is it correct to translate Taurat as the ‘“Pantateuch,” a
Greek term meaning the “Five Books.” These are the first books
of the Old Testament, known as Genesis, Exodus, Leviticus, Numbers
and Deuteronomv. They contain a semi-historical and legendary
narrative of the history of the world from the Creation to the time
of the arrival of the Jews in the Promised Land. There are in
them some beautiful idylls but there are also stories of incest, fraud,
‘cruelty, and treachery, not always disapproved. A great part of
the Mosaic Law is embodied in this narrative. The Books are
traditionally ascribed to Moses, but it is certain that they were
not written by Moses or in an age either contemporary with Moses
or within an appreciable distance of time from Moses. They were
in their present form probably compiled some time after the return
of the Jews from Babylonian Captivity. The decree of Cyrus permit-
ting such return was in 536 B.C. Some books now included in the
Old Testament, such as Haggai, Zechariah, and Malachi were
admittedly written after the return from the Captivity, Malachi being
as late as 420-397 B.C. The compilers of the Penatateuch of course
used some ancient material: some of that material is actually named.
Egyptian and Chaldaean terms are relics of local colour and

contemporary documents.
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But there are some ludicrous slips, which show that the compilers
did not always understand their material. Modern criticism
distinguishes two distinct sources among the documents of different
dates used by the editors. For the sake of brevity and convenience
they may be called (a) Jehovistic, and (b) Elohistic. Then there
are later miscellaneous interpolations. They sometimes overlap and
sometimes contradict each other.

Logically speaking, the Book of Joshua, which describes the
entry into the Promised Land, should be bracketed with the
Pentateuch, and any writers speak of the six books together as the
Hexateuch (Greek term for Six Books).

The Apocrypha contains certain Books which are not admitted
as Canonical in the English Bible. But the early Christians received
them as part of the Jewish Scriptures, and the Council of Trent
(A.D. 1545-1563) seems to have recognized the greater part of
them as Canonical. The statement in 2 Esdras (about the first
century A.D.) that the law was burnt and Ezra (say, about 458.457
B.C.) was inspired to re-write it, is probably true as to the historical
fact that the law was lost, and that what we have now is no earlier
than the time of Ezra, and some of it a good deal later.

So far we have spoken of the Christian view of the Old Testa-
ment. What is the Jewish view? The Jews divide their Scriptures
into three parts: (1) the Law (Torah), (2) the Prophets (Nebim),
and (3) the Writings (Kethubim). The corresponding Arabic words
would be: (1) Taurat, (2) Nabiyin, and (3) Kutub. This division
was probably current in the time of Jesus. In Luke xxiv. 44 Jesus
refers to the Law, the Prophets and the Psalms. In other places
(e.g. Matt. vii. 12) Jesus refers to the Law and the Prophets as
summing up the whole scripture. In the Old Testament Book,
2 Chronicles xxxiv 30, the reference to the Book of the Covenant
must be to the Torah or the original Law. This is interesting, as
the Quran frequently refers to the Covenant with reference to the
Jews. The modern Christian terms “Old Testament” and “New
Testament” are substitutes for the older terms “Old Covenant”
and “New Covenant.” The Samaritans, who claim to be the
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real Children of Israel and disavow the Jews as schismatics from
their Law of Moses, only recognise the Pentateuch, of which they
have their own version slightly different from that in the Old
Testament.

The view of the school of Higher Criticism is radically
destructive. According to Renan it is doubtful whether Moses was
not a myth. Two versions of Sacred History existed, different in
language, style, and spirit, and they were combined together into a
narrative in the reign of Hezekiah (B.C. 727-697). This forms the
greater part of the Pentateuch as it exists to-day, excluding the greater
part of Deuteronomy and Leviticus. In the reign of Josiah about
622 B.C., certain priests and scribes (with Jeremiah the prophet)
promulgated a new code, pretending that they had found it in
the Temple (IT Kings, xxii. 8). This Law (Torah Taurat) was the
basis of Judaism, the new religion then founded in Palestine. This
was further completed by the sacerdotal and Levitical Torah,
compiled under the inspiration of Ezekiel, say, about 575 B.C., and
contained mainlv in the Book of Leviticus, with scattered fragments
in Exodus, Numbers, and Joshua. We are entitled to accept the
general results of a scientific examination of documents, probabilities,
and dates, even though we reject the premise which we believe to be
false, viz., that God does not send inspired Books through inspired
Prophets. We believe that Moses existed; that he was an inspired
man of God that he gave a message which was afterwards distorted
or lost; that attempts were made by Israel at various times to
reconstruct that Message; and that the Taurat as we have it is (in
view of the statement in 2 Esdras) no earlier than the middle of fifth
century B.C.

The primitive Torah must have been in old Hebrew, but there
is no Hebrew manuscript of the Old Testament which can be dated
with certainty earlier than 916 A.D. Hebrew ceased to be a spoken
language with the Jews during or after the Captivity, and by the
time come we to the period of Jesus, most cultivated Hebrews used
the Greek language, and others used Aramiac (including Syriac
and Chaldee), Latin, or local dialects. There were also Arabic
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versions. For historical purposes the most important versions
were the Greek version, known as the Septuagint, and the Latin
version, known as the Vulgate. The Septuagint was supposed to
have been prepared by 70 or 72 Jews (Latin, septuaginta-seventy
working independently and at different times, the earliest portion
dating from about 284 B.C. This version was used bv the Jews of
Alexandria and the Hellenized Jews who were spread over all parts
of the Roman Empire. The Vulgate was a Latin translation made
by the celebrated Father of the Christian Church, St. Jerome, from
Hebrew, early in the fifth centurv A.D., superseding the older Latin
versions. Neither the Septuagint nor the Vulgate have an absolutely
fixed or certain text. 'The present standard text of the Vulgate
as accepted by the Roman Catholic Church was issu?d by Pope
Clement VIII (A.D. 1592-1605). ‘

Tt will be seen therefore that there is no standard text of the
Old Testament in its Hebrew form. The versions differ from each
other frequentlv in minor particulars and sometimes in important
particulars. The Pentateuch itself is only a small portion of the
Old Testament. It is in narrative form, ‘and includes the laws and
regulations associated with the name of Moses, but probably
compiled and edited from older sources by Ezra (or Esdras, Arabic,
“Uzair) in the 15th centurv B.C. As Renan remarks in the preface
to his History of the People of Israel, the “definite constitution of
Judaism” may be dated only from the time of Ezra. The very
early Christians were divided into two parties. One was a Judaizing
party, which wished to remain in adherence to the Jewish laws and
customs while recognizing the mission of Jesus. The other, led by
Paul, broke away from Jewish customs and traditions. Ultimately
Pauline Christianity won. But both parties recognized the Old
Testament in its present form (in one or another of its varying
versions) as Scripture. It was the merit of Islam that it pointed out
that as scripture it was of no value, although it recognized Moses
as an inspired apostle and his original Law as having validity in his
period until it was superseded. In its criticism of the Jewish position
it said in effect: “You have lost your original Law; even what you
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have now as its substitute; you do not honestly follow; is it not better,
now that an inspired Teacher is living among you that you should
follow him rather than quibble over uncertain texts?”

But the Jews in the Apostle’s time (and since) went a great deal
by the Talmud, or a body of oral exposition, reduced to writing
in different Schools of doctors and learned men. “Talmud” in
Hebrew is connected with the Arabic root in Talmiz, “disciple” or
“student”. The Talmudists took the divergent text of the Old
Testament and in interpreting them by a mass of traditional
commentary and legendary lore, evolved a standard body of teaching.
The Talmudists are of special interest to  us as, in the sixth century
A.D., just before the preaching of Islam, they evolved the Mossorah,
which may be regarded as the body of authoritative Jewish Hadith,
to which references are to be found in passages addressed to the
Jews in the Quran.

The first part of the Talmud is called the Mishna,—a collection
of traditions and decisions prepared by the Rabbi Judah about
150 A.D. He summed up the results of a great mass of previous
rabbinical writings. The Mishna is the “Second Law”; Cf. of
Arabic Than-in-second. “It bound heavy burdens, grievous to
be borne, and laid them on men’s shoulders™: Matt. xxiii. 4.

There were also many Targums or paraphrases of the Law
among the Jews. “Targum” is connected in root with the Arabic
word Tarjama,” he translated. There were many Targums,.
mostly in Aramaic, and they constituted the teaching of the Law
to the masses of the Jewish people.

The correct translation of the Taurat is therefore “The Law.”
In its original form it was promulgated by Moses, and is recognized
in Islam as having been an inspired Book. But it was lost before
Islam was preached. What passed as “The Law” with the Jews in
the Apostle’s time was the mass of traditional writing which I have
tried to review in this Appendix.

Authorities : Encyclopaedia Britannica, “Bible”; Helps to
the Study of the Bible, Oxford University Press; A.F. Kirkpatrick,
Divine Library of the Old Testament; C.E. Hammond, Outlines of
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Textual Criticism; E. Renan, History of Israel: G.F. Moore,
Literature of the Old Testament, and the bibliography therein
{Home University Library).

SUBSTANTIATION BY HINDU REFORMERS

Shri D.P. Mishra, Chief Minister of Madhya Pardesh’s tribute
to Istam and the Holy Prophet (blessings of God and peace be upon
him) in Bhopal (India) “Some silly people talk of clearing Indian
culture of foreign influences. These people are not aware of the
part played by Islam and Muslims in the development of the Indian
culture, if we wipe out these influences then our culture will be back
where it was before the influx of Muslims. The Prophet of Islam,
certainly put forward three things with the greatest force. The first
was the teaching of unity. The second was of equality.’ 1f anyone
wants to judge the strength of equality then let him go to Africa
where all the European missionary forces are concentrated. Islam
is spreading throughout the continent because its teaching of equality
wins hearts. Even an officer forced to think that difference between
black and white would remain even if he were to profess Christianity
but with the acceptance of Islam these differences would vanish.
Way in which the third thing the Prophet (blessing of God and
peace be upon nim) united a politically backward and disunited
nation like the Arabs so that within a short time they had spread
‘their boundaries to Samarkand, Sindh and Spain by their force and
unexampled unity. The history of the world can not present such
example where a nation, _bagkward in every respect, was reformed
in a very short time, turned into the stfongest nation.’ .

1t is certainly not true to say that was responsible for the
difficulties which non-Muslims faced during the reign of some of
the Muslim kings. The reason for these were purely political and
‘had nothing, not even in the remotest sense to do with the teachings
.of Islam (Sidque jadid August, 1966.)

Muhatma Gandhis Tribute.

‘Mahatma Gandhi’s Tribute to the Prophet’ In its glorious
.days Islam was not intolerent. It commanded the adtmiration of
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the world. When the West was sunk in darkness a bright star rose
in the Eastern firmament and give light and comfort to a groaning
world. Islam is not a false religion. Let Hindus study it reverently
and they will love it even as I do.

I passed from the companions to the Prophet himself When
1 closed the second volume, I was sorry there was no more for me
to read of that great life. I became more than ever convinced
that it was not the sword that won a place for Islam in those days
in the scheme of life. It was the rigid simplicity, the utter self-
effacement of the Prophet, the scrupulous regard for pledges, his
intense devotion to his friends and followers, his intrepidity, his.
fearlessness, his absolute trust in God and in his own mission.
These and not the sword carried every thing before them and
surmounted every obstacle. . . .Someone has said that Europeans in
South Africa dread the advent of Islam—Islam that civilized Spain
Islam that took the torchlight to Morocco and preached to the world
the Gospel of brotherhood. The Europeauns of South Africa dread
the advent of Islam, for they are afraid for the fact that if the native
- races embrace Islam they may claim equality with the white races.
They may well dread it If brotherhood is a sin, if it is equality of
the coloured races that they dread, then that dread is well founded.
For 1 have seen that any Zulu embracing Christianity does not
ipsofacto come on a level with the Christians, whilst immediately he
embraces Islam, he drinks from the same cup and eats from the
same dish as a Musalman. That is what dread.

Mrs. Sarojini Naido
(From her speeches and writings).

It was the first religion that preached and practised democracy,.
for, in the mosque when the minaret is sounded and the worship-
pers are gathered together, the democracy of Islam is embodied five
times a day, when the peasant and the king kneel side by side and
proclaim “God alone is great”. I have been struck over and over
again by this indivisible unity of Islam that makes a man instinctly
abrother. When you meet an Egyptian, an Algerian, an Indian and
a Turk in London, what matters it that Egypt was the motherland
of one and India the motherland of the other?
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Sadhu T. L. Vasvani.

(Muhammad The Man and His message A Hero Prophet—I
salute Muhammad as one of the world’s mighty heroes, Muhammad
has been a force, a mighty power for the uplift of many peoples.
Read the old records, and you will glimpse the grace and beauty of
his life. A king and a spiritual leader, he yet mends his clothes. .
He harkens to the call of the Unseen. <O thou enwrapped in thy
mantle! Arise and preach!” They persecute him, his very life
is in danger, but he is loyal to the ‘Call’, he moves about preaching
the way of peace. ‘Muhammad was a hero and a prophet, and 1
have often meditated on the last words whispered by him before
he passed away: “Lord! grant me pardon, and join me to the
fellowship on high!” “Who will not say that such a man was beauti-
ful in life, beautiful in death? )

And consider for a moment what the faith he preached has
achieved/Islam has given the world a religion without priests. Islam
abolished infanticide in Arabia Islam enjoined on the faithful total

abstinence from drink, Islam emphasised the great qualities of faith,
courage, endurance and self-sacrifice.

A puritanism. Islam introduced 2 vigorous puritanism into
Asia and Europe, deprecating even dancing and cardplaying.

Who is Muslim, says the Qur’an, he seeketh after the right way.
Islam moved out with its great message of Allah the Rahman, the
merciful and became the torch-bearer of culture and civilisation
in Africa, in China, in Central Asia, in Europe, in Persia in India . . .
Of the achievements of Islam in the days of the Baghdad Khilafat
every Muslim may be pr ud and every Sindhi too, for Sindhis
had their share in the intellectual life of the Baghdad Court. Of
the achievements of Islam in Europe, less is known to the Muslims
and Hindus in Sindh, yet even a rapid sketch will show how much
Islam did for Europe in Middle Ages. Islam founded the great
University of Cardova which attracted Christian scholars from
different parts of Europe. One of these scholars became in due course
the Pope of Rome. Muslims and ‘Europe—At a time when Europe
was in darkness, the Muslim scholars of Spain held high the torch
of science and literature. They taught medicine and mathematics,
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chemistry and natural history, philosophy and fine arts. And it is
no exaggeration to say that Islam has made several contributions to
the thought and life of India. Islam has been one of the nationaalis-
ing forces in India. Islam has enriched the art and articulture,
the postry and philosophy of India. The Taj is perhaps, the
most imaginative architecture in the world. TIslam carried in its
heart a vision of manhood and democracy to which however, the
Muslims were not always loyal in India and other places but it
must be remembered that the first blow at slavery was struck when
Umar set all slaves at liberty after his conquest of Jerusalem.
ANSU PROKAS DAS GUPTA
WHY I ACCEPTED ISLAM
The second reason why I accepted Islam is ? It has a
historical ground work. After studying the difficult philosophical
systems of Buddhism and Brahmanism, I got hold of a religion
based on revelations which have never been interpolated and a
prophet whose historical personality is unquestionable and about
whose manners and behaviours, character and daily life we know was
much as we know of Peter the Great or Sir William Pit. . . .In Islam
there is nothing mythical or legendary while the very existence of
Shri Krishna and Buddha, of Jesus Christ and Zoroaster has been
not only seriously doubted but even totally denied. Not a single
historian, not even those Christians who are most hostile to our
faith have ventured to doubt that actually on the night of 27th
Ramzan Gabraiel came to our prophet and said : “Read in the name
of God, Who has created all things, Who has created man from a
clot of blood. Read in the name of most Beneficent God, Who
taught men the use of the pen, teacheth man what he
knew not”....Last of all Carlyle in his “Hero and Hero worship”
makes a noble remark : -
It is a book come from the heart it will contrive to reach
the hearts : all art and autocraft are of small amount to
that. One would say, the primary character of the

Quran is that of its Genuineness, its being a bona fide
book.”
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The third reason why I accepted Islam is the teaching of equality
among all men. In fact this is the only one religion ncw that can
remove the present discontent of the world.

The fourth reason why I accepted Islam is that it is so thoroughly
practicable. This religion is based on the actual needs of people
and not on any exaggerated or imaginary standard of virtue, Last
of all, I took my lesson from the burial ground of Muhammadans
and the Christians as well as the cremation ground of the Hindus.
Having one day gone to the cremation ground 1 saw a sight which
practically turned my head. An old man was put upon the funerat
pyre which was then set fire to. But the hard bones of the
unfortunate dead man refused to burn. The cremation party,
and I doubt if they had any bumanity in them, began to mercilessly
strike the skeleton with iron rods and even then being anable to
meet the situation began to strike it with axes. Ah ! my God-what
horror. If I were Chengis Khan or Tamberlaine I would bave then
and there destroyed the whole of the inhuman and brutal community
which does not know how to properly behave with the dead. Dying
is no crime, yet the Hindus treat the dead as criminals and smash
them by a Draconian code.. . ..It is needless to say what some of
the greatest Europian thinkers think of this religion, Goethe Voltaire,
Gibbon, Tolstoy, Carlyle and others all spoke the highest praise of
it. Suffice it to say, some of the greatest English nobles have accepted
Islam. Lord Stanely of Alderly, Lord Headley and others actually
accepted Islam. Even a great sceptic like Earnest Renan said : “I
have never been inside a mosque without feeling a strong emotion—
shall T confess it ? without a certain amount of regret that I am
not a Muhammadon”. I believe there are thousands both in Europe
and America who are quite willing to accept Islam but have not the
boldness to declare so. It has been well said that even our noblest
acts proceed from selfish motive. To tell you the truth, God is
my witness—I have accepted Islam in all sincerity, and my prayer is,
““Say : Verily my prayers and my worship and my life and my death
are unto God, Lord of the worlds and Iam the first of the

Muslims.”
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THE SECRET OF THE SUCCESS OF THE MOST
SUCCESSFUL PROPHET

Lo! Aliah is with those who keep their duty unto Him and
those who are doers of good (to others).*

“And Lo! God is with the good.”**

What was the secret of the success of the most successful of all
the religious personalities of the world. The secret of the Prohet’s
success lies not only in knowing the name of God. It is an
unanimous deposition of all the sacred scriptures that who walks
with God or in the fear of God and sever in truth before the Lord
the God will be wilth him. And he will be successful in every phase
of life. The Prophet of Islam walked day and night with the
Lord, so God was with him. Here is the deponent of the Scriptures:

It is in the Rig Veda.

Thou goest on from fight to fight intrepidly, destroying castle
after castle here with strength. Thou, Indra, with thy friend who
makes the foe low down. (1:53.7).

Help us, O Indra, in the frays, ye, frays, where thousand
spoils are gained (1:7.4).

“In mighty battle we invoke Indra, Indra in lesser fights (1:7.5).

Who for ten milch-kine purchaseth from me this Indra who
is mine?

When he hath slain the Vritras (enemies) let the buyer give
him back™ (4:24.10).

“To Rudra bring these songs, whose bow is firm and strong, the
self-dependent God with swiftlv flying shafts. The wise the
conqueror whom none may overcome, armed with sharp-pointed
weapons; may he hear our call.” (Rig. Veda 7:46.1).

“The strong, who listens, who gives aid in battles, who slays
the Vritras, wins and gathers riches.” Rig. 3:48.5.

“There are neither few men overcome, nor many, to him shalt
Aditi give spacious shelter. Dear is the pious, the devout, to
Indra.” (Rig. 4:25.5)

*The Quran XVI : 198.
*#The Quran XXIX : 68
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Even with the weak thou smittest down who is stronger, with
thy strength the mighty, with the friends thou hast. (Ibid 4:32.3.)

O Indra, we are close to thee, to thee we sing aloud our songs.
Help and defend us, even us.( Rig. 4:32.4.)

And there are over a thousand hymns in the Rigveda, of these
about 253 are addressed to Indra, and 200 to Agni. With Indr’a help
a Rishi defeated ten kings. Rig. 7:33.3.

«And it is in the Avestazend (of Parsis) :—Behold me O Lord
and grant me help, as a friend grantsittoa dear friend.” (Yasht 44:5).

“We pay homage to the good, strong Farvarshis of the faithful
who fight at the right hand of the reigning lord....TIt will be as
If there were thousand men watching over one man, so that neither
the sword wall thrust, nor the club well-falling, nor the arrow well
shot, nor the spear well-darted, nor the stones flung from the arm
shall destroy him” (Farvardin Yasht 63:70,72).

Buddha prophecyed :—*“Poison do mnot harm him, under
Divine protection in war. Safe from the harm of fire and water.
The most successful in the world and after death near to God.”
(Dhammapad Metteya sutta), 151 see page 1049 of this Book).

“The Tathagatas (Buddhas) O Bhikkus (followers) are extingu-
ished (in death) in due and natural course. . .. And this, O Bhikkus,
is an impossible thing, and one that can not occur, that a Tathagata
should be slain by any act set on foot by anyone besides himself.”
(page 1054).

Vyasa Rishi of Hindus prophecyed :(—*“O ye (Muhammad) I,
the pride of mankind, the dweller of Arabia (Marusthal nivasinam)
ye have collected a great force to kill the devil and you yourself-
have been protected from the Malechha opponents.” Bhavishya
Purana, (Page of this Book 1105). '

It is over and over stated in the Bible. v

“And Tsrael said unto Joseph, Behold, I die; but God shall
be with you, and bring you again unto the land of your fathers
(Gen. 48:21).

And the house of Joseph they also went up against Beth el and
the Lord was with them”. (Judg. 1:2).
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I and thy people have found grace in thy sight? Is it not in that
thou goest with us? so shall we be separated, I and thy people from
all the people that are upon the face of the carth (Exod. 33:16).

“When thou goest out to battle against thine enemies and seest
horses and chariots ,and a people more than thou, be not afraid of
them, for the Lord thy God is with thee. (Deuteronomy, 20:1,31:6,8).

“And ye shall chase your enemies, and they shall fall before you
by the sword. And five of you shall chase an hundred, and an
hundred of you shall put ten thousand to flight, and your enemies
shall fall before you by the sword.” (Lev. 26-7,8.)

“Q that they were wise, that they understood this, that they
would consider their latter end. How could one chase a thousand
and two - put ten thousand to flight except their Rock had sold
them’. (Deut. 32: 29, 30).

“One man of you shall chase a thousand: for the Lord your
God, He it is that fighteth for you as he hath promised you
(Joshua, 23:10).

“There shall not any man be able to stand before thee all the
days of thy life; as I was with Moses, so I will be with thee; T will
not fail thee, nor I forsake thee.” (Joshua, 1:5).

“And all the days of Enoch were three hundred sixty and five
years. And Enoch walked with God. (Gen. 5: 23, 24).

“Noah was a righteous man and blamesless in his generations:
Noah walked with God.” (Gen. 6:9).

“Fear not : for I am with thee; be not dismayed; for I am thy
God; I will strengthen thee; yea, I will help thee; yet, I will uphold
thee with the right hand of my righteousness.” (Isaiah, 41:10).

“The Lord is with you, while ye be with him. (Chrons. Second
15:2).

David confirms:

“Hsz that dwelleth in the secret place of the most High abide
under the shadow of the Almighty. T will say of the Lord, He is my
refuge and my fortress, my God in Him will I trust.
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Surely He shall deliver thee from the snare of the fowler, and
from the noisome pestilence. He shall cover thee with his feathers,
and under his wings shalt thou trust, his truth shall be thy shicld
and buckler. Thou shalt not be afraid for the terror by night, nor
for the arrow that flieth by day. Nor for the pestilence that walketh
in darkness, nor for the destruction that wasteth at noon day.
A thousand shall fall at thy side, and ten thousand at thy right hand,
but it shall not come nigh thee....Because he hath set his love
upon me, therefore, will I deliver him, I will set him on high,
because he hath known my name. He shall call upon me, and I
will answer him, I will be with him in trouble, I will deliver him,
and honour him.” (Psalms, 91:1-15.)

And they that know thy name will put their trust in thee, for
thou Lord, hast not forsaken them that seek thee. (Psalms, 9:10.)



PART IIL

HINDUISM!

WHAT, in the first place, has Hinduism to say about God and
His attributes, and what kind of worship does it teach mankind
to adopt ?
HINDUISM, A MEDLEY OF RELIGIONS IN ITSELF
. At the very threshold, we are met with the formidable difficulty’
that Hinduism is not one religion but many religions jumbled together
under a single name. Itis a hodge-podge or conglomeration of
many mutually conflicting religions, and is not the child, so to say,
of any one father. Those who profess it differ very much from
one another in their faith and practice. Hinduism includes in it

Vedism, Brahmanism, Sivaism, Vishnu-ism, Theism, Polytheism,
Pantheism, Idolatry in its greatest forms, Tree-Worship, Serpent
Worship, Demon-Worship and so on.

It is not easy therefore to givea definition of Hinduism, “It is
proposed that all who do not belong to the Muslim, Jain, Buddhist,
Christian, Parsi, Jew, or any other known Religion of the world,
and whose form of worship extends from Monotheism to Fetishism,
and whose theology is wholly written in Sanskrit, areto be classed
as Hindus, and their Religion as Hinduism.”?2 “Hinduism and its
gods,” says Sir Alfred Lyall, “are a troubled sea, without
shore or visible horizon, driven to and fro by the winds of
boundless credulity and grotesque invention. A tangled jungle of

PRESSRSESSE g

1. Anessay on Islam by M. Venkata Ratnam (Madras) 1922.
2. Baroda Census Report (1901) : 1:120, etc.
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disorderly superstitions, ghosts and demons, demi-gods and deified
saints,  housshold gods, tribs gods, local gods, universal
gods, with their countless shrines and temples, and din of
their discordent rites, deities who abhor a fly’'s death, those
who delight still in human victims, and those who would not
either sacrifice or make offerings, such religious chaos”.1

THE AUTHORITATIVE BOOKS NOT ONE BUT MANY

A further difficulty regarding Hinduism lies in the fact that all
its professors have no common sacred Book or Books to depend
upon for their doctrines. Some refer to the Vedas as the basis of
their faith. Others rest their faith on the Suriies, a term
which includes not only the four Vedas but their Brahmnas and
Upanishads as well. The Mahabharata styles itself the fifth Veda,
containing the quintessense of all the rest. Other Hindus
again follow the teaching of the Puranas? The present day
educated Hindus are mainly depending upon the Bhagavad
Gita, a philosophical treatise, for their guidance in matters of Faith.
We shall therefore briefly inquire into the contents of all these books
to see what they teach about God and the way 1n which man
should worship Him.

THE RELIGION OF THE VEDAS

(a) Nature Worship. Vedism, or the Religion of the Vedas,
teaches the worship of the deified forces or phenomenon of
Nature, such as Fire, the Sun, Wind and Rain. Here is the
opening verse of the Rig Veda, the oldest of them all and of
which the others are all adaptations and “special collections for
special ritual purposes :

Naud Agni, the great high priest, god, minister of sacrlﬁce
The herald, lavishest of wealth2.

The whole of the Veda goes on in this strain throughout in the
hymns collected for different purposes.

1. Asiatic Studzes vol. i, pp 2, 3.
2. Rig Veda, 1:1:1.
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The contrast between the opening verse of the Rig Veda which
teaches Polytheism, and that of the Jewish Bible and of the Holy
Quran which teach Mcnotheism, cannot fail to be noted by even
the most superficial reader. Thus the Jewish Bible begins :

“In the beginning God created the heaven and the earth.”

The Holy Quran strikes the key note of its whole teaching in a
still more expressive manner, unparalleled in other religions:

“In the name of Allah, the Beneficent, the Merciful. All praise
is due to Allah, Lord of the worlds, the Beneficent, the Merciful.
Master of the Day of judgement.”

Thus the Vedism teaches the worship of the powers of Nature.

(b) Polytheism. That it teaches Polytheism is also evident from
the expression used in the same verse and in all the succeeding
verses as well :

“He (Agni) shall bring hitherward the gods™ (v.2)
Verily goeth to the gods” (v.4) May Agni. Priest, the god.
Come hither with the gods (v.5)

The number of the gods in the Hindu Pantheon is given as 33
in one place (Rig Veda 1:34. II, VIII : 30.2), and 3,3339 in another
place (X : 52.6) and later Hinduism has gone still further by saying
that there are no less than 33 crores of them — a number which
exceeds the total population of India.

(¢) Pantheism (The Purush Sukta)

Why not then say that every thing is God, and God is every
thing? The Purusha Sukta Hymn (Rig Veda X : 90) which every
orthodox Brahmin is expected even now to recite daily in his
prayers, shows that Pantheism is also taught in the later portions
of the Veda :

“This Purusha (that is Brahma or God) is all that yet
hath been and all that is to be.” (v: 2)
The caste system which has proved the curse of India is likewise
taught in the same hymn :
“The Brahmana was his (Purusha’s) mouth. Of both his
arms was the Kshatriya made. His thighs became the
Vaishya. From his feet the Sudra produced” (v. 12)
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RELIGION OF THE BRAHMNAS

“The chief purpose of the Brahmnas” says Prof. Macdonnell,
is to explain the mutual relation of the sacred text {of the Vedas)
and the ceremonial, as well as their symbolical meaning with
reference to each other. With the exception of the occasional
legends and striking thoughts which occur in them, they cannot
be said to be at allattractive as literary productions. To support
their explanations of the ceremonial, they interweave exegetical,
linguistic and etymological observations, and introduce myths and
philosophical speculations in confirmation of their cosmogonic and
theosophic theories. They form an aggregate of shallow and
pedantic discussions, full of sacredotal conceit, and fanciful or even
absurd identifications, such as is doubtless unparalleled ahywhere
else.”! “In the Brahmnas, as in the earlier system” says Sirmonialer
Williams, the first aim of sacrifice was to present a simple thank
offering. The second great aim was to nourish the gods with the
essence of the offered food, and so strengthen them for their daily
duty of maintaining the continuity of the Universe. The next
idea was that of making of these oblations of food the means of
wresting boons from invigorated and gratified deities, and so
accomplishing some specific earthly object, such, for example, as the
birth of a son. A still more ambitious idea was that of employing
sacrifice as an instrument for the attainment of superhuman powers
and exaltation to heaven. All this involved the elaboration of
a complicated ritual,”2.

“No one would have supposed,” says Max,MulIer, “that at
so early a period, and in so primitive a state of society there could
have risen up a literature which - for pedantry ‘and downright
absurdity can hardly be matched anywhere...... The general
character of these works is marked by shallow and insipid
grandiloquence, by priestly concept, and antiquarian pedantry,
It is most important to the historian that he should know how

1. *“A History of Sanskrit Literature”, p. 32.
2, “Religious Thoughts and Life in India” p. 22,
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soon the fresh and healthy growth of a nation can be blighted by
priesteraft and superstition. It is most important that we should
know that nations are liable to these epidemics in their youth as
well as in their dotage. These marks descrve to be studied as the
physician studies the twaddle of idiots, and raving of madman....
Let us only try to translate these works into our own language, and
we shall feel astonished that human language and human thought
should ever have been used for such purposes.”

RELIGION OF THE UPANISHADS

The Upznishads reject the Karma, Kanda or Salvation by means of
sacrifices and other ritual taught in the four Vedas and the Brahmn-
as, and advocate the Gnana-Kanda or the theory of Salvation by
knowledge. Hence they consist of speculations about the individual
souls and the Supreme Soul, and about the relationship subsisting
between them, their aim being to get rid of man’s earthly existence
by the absorption of the individual soul into the World
Soul through correct or true knowledge. They teach that the
universe or Nature (Prakriti) is unreal or Maya, that is to say, it
does not really exist but is only an illusion of the mind. What
really exists is the Supreme Soul or Brahma, and the individual
souls are all emanations from Him and identical with Him. Only
they do not know it, as Brahma has invested Himself with the Maya,
and they also are under the influence of the same mystic power. The
individual souls can be disillusioned only by means of Correct
Knowledge, and as soon as this consummation is reached, they know
themselves to be Brahma, and get absorbed into Him. The famous
formula referring to this Theory is “Tat tvam asi’, That art thou,
whoever knows this, “becomes the All”. Even the gods are notable
to prevent him from becoming it. For he becomes their self.t
This theory is known as the Vedanta, the end or essence of the
teaching of the Vedas, and has taken an immense hold on the minds
of the people and lent a deep colour to all the subsequent literature.

—_—

1. Bribadaranyaka Upanishad, 1:iv:6.



1440 Muhammad in the World Scriptures

Who and where is Brahma ? asked a Missionary to a Brahmin.
“He is talking to you,” was the prompt reply.

A Vedantist once began to dilate upon the-truth of his belief
in the presence of a king and vehemently maintained that the whole
world was Mithya or unreal, imaginary: whereupon an elephant
was ordered to be brought quite near to him and the man fled in
terror. “Why do you run away for your life ? The elephant is Mithya™
said the king. But the Vedantist proved himself equal to the
occasion and without moment’s hesitation replied that the running
away too was Mithya.

Such is the fool’s paradise in which most of the misguided
Hindus live. The expression that is often heard on their lips:
“ekam evadvityam — One only without a second — does ndt mean
that they believe in the ‘One only True God’ but it is the Vedantic
or Pantheistic formula which asserts the only real existence of the
World Soul and the identity of the individual souls with it, totally
denying the existence of the phenomenal world.

RELIGION OF THE PURANAS

The characteristic of the popular Hinduism of today is the
belief in Divine incarnations, idelatry, and caste. Pcpular
Hinduism began with the doctrine of the Trimurti or Hindu Trinity
as Brahma, Vishnu, and Shiva, in their character of the Creator,
Preserver, and Destroyer of the Universe.

VISHNU WORSHIP o

Vishnu-ism is still worse, being more lustful. The distinguishing
feature in it is the incarnation of God. When wickedness in the
world increases Vishnu is said to take upon himself the form of an
animzl or man in order to beable to protect the good and to punish
the bad. The principal incarnations He is said to have so far assumed
are those of (1) a fish, (2) a tortoise, (3) & Boar, (4) a man-lion (5)
a Dwarf, (6) a Brahmin hero called Parasu Rama, (7) a Kshatriya
Prince, the hero of the Ramayana, (8) a Non-Aryzn or shepherd
Prince Krishna and (9) a Kshatriva heretic, Buddha.
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Krishna declares 1
“On an occasion of marriage, or in the case of a woman,
or when one’s entire property is to be taken away, or for the
sake of a Brahmin, falseshood may be uttered. These
five kinds of falsehood have been declared to be sinless”

MAHABHARATA : KARNA PARVA HINDU GODESSES

Hinduism inculcates also the worship of goddesses, some of
whom are far from being models of perfection. All the Hindu
gods have their wives and children. Krishna is described as
having had, besides eight principal wives, no less than 16000 others.
Shiva’s wives were Uma, Parvathi, Durga, and Kali, who are
all said to be only one though with different names and characters.
In account Durga calls her husband Shiva a withered old man,
who smoked intoxicating herbs, and in return calls her a drunkard
who spent her time in the company of degraded beings’.

COW-WORSHIP

It is natural for Indians to set a high value upon the cow on
account of its utility, but the worship the Hindus pay to it is
irrational and absurd to a degree. It is considered to be the most
sacred of all animals. Every part of its body is considered to be
inhabited by some deity or other. Even its excreta are considered
to be most sacred. Its urine is looked upon as the best of all holy
waters—a sin-destroying liquid which sanctifies every thing it
touches, while nothing purifies like cow-dung. The ashes of its
dung sprinkled over a sinner are able to convert him into a saint.
In the Agra fort there is an image of a Hindu saint to have tried to
commit suicide as a penalty for having accidentally swallowed the
hair of a cow in milk. But this even was not considered sufficient
expiation. He was condemned to become a Mahomedan in his
next birth, though the harshness of the sentence was partially
mitigated by the fact that he was born again as the emperor Akber.’’2

. Wilkins® Hindu Mythology : pp. 226, 2217.
;. Moni:}g Williams : Religious Thoughts and Life in India, p. 318.



1442 Muhammad in the World Scriptures

The Hindus did kill cows in former times both for sacrificial
purposes and for social entertainments. At one sacrifice, probably a
very unusual one, performed once in five years, ‘the Pancha sarodia
sava, seventeen young cows were offered. The White Yajur Veda
mentions 327 domestic animals, including oxen, cows, milch-cows
that were to be offered along with the horse at the great horse
sacrifice, and the Taithiria Brahmana mentions 180 domestic
animals, such as cows, bulls, goats that are to be sacrificed!.

The late Dr. Rajendralal Mitra has in his ‘Indo Aryans’ a
chapter headed “Beef in Ancient India”. He says, “The idea of
beef, the flesh of the earthly representative of the divine Bhagvathi,
as an article of food is so shocking to the Hindus, that many and
dire have been the sanguinary conflicts which the shedding of the

100d of cows has caused in this country. And yet it would seem
that there was a time not only no compunctions, visiting of conscience,
had a place in the minds of the people in slaughtering cattle—when
not only the meat of that animal was actually esteemed a valuable
aliment—when not only was it a mark of generous hospitality, as
among the ancient Jews, to slaughter the fatted calf in honour of
respected guests. When a supply of beef was deemed an absolute
necessity by pious Hindus in their journey from this to another
world, and a cow was invariably killed to be burnt with the dead.”

A guest is called a goghana or cow-killer, because in ancient
times it was the custom to kill a cow for his entertainment.

KALI MATA’S WORSHIP

Shiva’s wife Kali or Kali Ma, the black mother, widely wor-
shiped by the Hindus especially in Bengal. The learned Jogendra
Nath Bhattacharya, President of the College of Pandits, Naduja,
says that the real meaning of Kali dancing is far worse (than the
shame she shows by thrusting out her tongue at the disrespect
she had shown him by dancing with one foot on the thigh and the
other on the breast of her husband). It is so filthy that it cannot

.1 Chayton’s Rig Veda and vedic Religion, p. 113.
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be explained. It is found in the Dhyan or formula of contemplat-
‘ing the goddess.

RELIGION OF THE GITA

Since Mzha Bharata fails to serve as a handy and useful text-
book of the essence of Hinduism, the present-day educated Hindus
are adopting the Bhagavat Gita as their guide.

Like all the other scriptures this famous poem too fails to
teach True Religion to mankind. It is a highly Philosophic
poem just as ill-suited to teach Religion as Berkeley’s Principle of
Human Knowledge or Milton’s Paradise Lost can be. The
principle of its composition is Eclecticism and tries to combine the
Sankhya, Yoga, and Vedanta teaching into one whole to support
the Vaishnava theory of Krishna’s deification. But it perpetuates
the evils of Hinduism such as Polytheism and Caste. “The burden
of its teaching”, says Prof. Macdonnell, ““is that the zealous perfor-
mance of his duty is a man’s most important task, to whatever
caste he may belong”!l. Krishna claims to be the author of the
caste system in India :

“The four Castes were created by me according to the
apportionment of qualities and works” (iv.13)

The Gita does not insist on the worship of the one only True
.God but perpetuates the belief in Polytheism :

“Those who worship the gods go to the gods” (ix.25)

Dying in the bright of the moon and during the sun’s
northernly course in the Ecliptic is said to secure salvation to
those who realise God. Would it were possible for every one
to do so ! )

«Those holy men who know Brahme, dying in the bright
fortnight of the moon and within the six months of the Sun’s
porthern course go to him”. (viii:24).

1. Sanskrit Literature, p. 405.
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ISLAM

We come now to the consideration of Islam, one of the
four great Religions of the world. Of these we have seen that
Hinduism is highly polytheistic and very exclusive, not admitting
others within its pale with equal rights of fellowship. It drops
out of the competition by its own suicidal policy. Buddhism,
is a headless Religion, it does not acknowledge the existence
of God at all. It is a system of Ethics, which, notwithstanding
the beautiful stories it is imbedded in, can never satisfy the
Religious cravings of the human soul to seek God  and
to find Him. Christianity is the only Religion, therefore that
can enter into any serious competition with Islam at the present
moment, for the mastery of the world, on account of the political
ascendancy of its followers and of the strong organised efforts
they are putting forth now more than ever. But, the current
form of Christianity, or Churchianity as it is called by some
p2ople is corrupt to its very core, and from b:ginning to end,
the followers of Jzsus Christ having misunderstood real place
of Christ in history and misinterpreted his teaching all along
the line. Christian scholars themselves are now striving hard to
find out what Jesus of Nazareth truly and really preached about
God, and to differentiate between it and the doctrines and dogmas
taught regarding him by his misguided followers. Muhammad
(peace be on him) was successful in establishing the truth about
the longing of Christ long ago in his life time, and if only
the Christians had heard him then, and, -giving up their superstitious -
beliefs, kept their Religion pure as it  came straight from the
lips of their Master himself, the world would have been much
better and happier. - ‘

THE TRUTH ABOUT ISLAM

Islam is no new Religion preached by the Prophet of Arabia,
but the same old Religion preached by Jesus Christ himself and by
all the true prophets of God, in whatever part of the world they
might have flourished. It did not originate from the preaching
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of the Holy Prophet Muhammad, but it was equally the religion
of all the prophets who went before him. Islam was the religion
of Adam, Noah, Abraham, Moses, and Jesus. It was, in fact the
religion of every prophet of God who appeared in any part of the
world....And according to the Quran, Islam is the natural
religion of man: “The nature made by Allah in which He has
created men. There is no altering of Allah’s creation. That is the
right religion (Quran xxx : 30)!

‘MEANING OF THE WORD ‘ISLAM’

The word Islam comes from (Arabic) aslama which means both
‘entering into peace’ and ‘submitting or resigning oneself to Gog’
The idea of ‘peace’ is the dominent idea, and Islam is the religion
of entire submission to Allah2. “When a man loves God above
all other things, and gets absorbed in His obedience, adoration,
and devotion. . he is said to enter into Islam, or entire resignation
into God™3.

A Muslim, according to the Holy Qur’an, is he who has made
his peace with God and man....Peace with God implies complete
submission to His will, Who is the source of all purity and goodness,
and peace with man implies doing of good to one’s fellow men,
and both these ideas arc briefly but beautifully expressed in the
Qur’an in the following words : Nay, whoever submits himself
entirely to Allah and he is the doer of good to others, he has his

“reward from his Lord, and there is no fear for such nor shall they
grieve (2 : 112) That and that only is salvation according to the
Holy Qur'an. The ‘Author of peace’ is also a name of Allah

1. Muhammad Ali : English translation of the Holy Quran, Pref. p.v.
2, Ibid.

3. Dr. Muhammad Abdul Hikim Khan, translation of the Holy Q uran,
p. 40. footnote.
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mentioned in the Holy Quran (59 :23)and the goal to which Islam
leads is the ‘Abodeof peace’, as is said in 10: 25: “And
Allah invites to the Abode of Peace”. Peace is therefore the essence
of Islam, beingthe toot from which it springs and the fruit which
it yields, and Islam is thus pre-eminently the Religion of
Peace.”!

The followers of Islam are called Muslims otherwise spelt as
Moslems the word being derived from the same root as ‘Islam’ and
‘salaam’ peace. The word ‘Musalman’ is the same as ‘Muslim’,
coming through Persian. The name ‘Mohamedan® is, strictly
speaking, not a recognised designation of the followers of Islam,
as the Prophet never professed, as already noted, to teach a new
Religion to mankind. He meant to reform, not to revolutionise.

The Scripture of Islam is the Holy Qur’an popularly written
in English as ‘Koran’. Qur’an signifies primarily a book in which
are gathered together (or collected) all the Divine books (or
Revelations), and secondarily a book that is to be read.

CULTURAL ASPECT OF CHRISTMAS:?

, CHRISTMAS is a festival which is observed by Christians all
ove}‘the world to celebrate the anniversary of the birth of Jesus Christ.
But it may surprise many to know that so far as the exact date of
the birth of Christ i8 concerned there is not enough data in the New
Testament for its determination. In fact, till the middle of the third
century much interest was not taken in the birthday of Christ. Tt
was Hippolytus, the Bishop of Rome, who first thought of observ-
ing Christmas as a special day in the Christian calendar, Withregard
to the exact date he first chose January 2. But there were other
proposalsfor April 18 or 19, March 25 or 28 and May 20 for ob-

—

1. Maulvi Muhammad Ali : English translation of the Holy Quran,
Pref. p. VL.

2. Joshna Fazal in, Pakistan Times, December, 1967.
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serving Christmas. In fact, even up to our own time, there are
Christian sects who observe January 6 as the birthday of Jesus
Christ.

With regard to December 25th as the birthday of Jesus Christ
three sets of reasons are advanced. Historians and geologists,
by complicated, even fantastic, calculations have worked up a
theory that the creation of the world began on the 25th of March.
They argue on the analogy of the creation of the material world and
the birth of a new spiritual world and conclude that the miraculous
conception of Jesus Christ also took place on the 25th of March, and
as such his physical birth took place on December 25. This theory,
however, gets some substantiation from the Biblical story of the
conception of John, the Baptist which according to the Jewish
calendar, took place in September. It is further recorded in the
Gospels that the conception of Christ took place six months after
that of John, the Baptist, which again brings us to March. There
is a third set of arguments, historically more convincing, the
authenticity of which we find in the Roman history. It was Caesar
Augustus who ordered the census of “the whole world”. It was
to have their names recorded for this census that Joseph and Mary
had gone to Bethlehem that Jesus was born. The records of this
eensus are yet preserved in Rome which lend support to the
argument that Jesus Christ was born on December 25.

Whatever the Biblical and the historical value of the theory
that Jesus Christ was born on December 25, it cannot be denied that
its cultural and festive complex owes much to the pagan influences
of the early Christians. March 25th had long been observed by the
pagans of Europe as the day of conception and December 25th as
of the “Birth of the unconquered Sun”. The pagans of Europe on
conversion to Christianity observed 25th of December also as the
Lord’s Day (Sunday) when Christ conquered all the pagan gods
and their days of festivities. But it is very significant that, excepting
the custom of celebrating the Cradle of Christ when Magi brought
their gifts for the infant Christ, and which also seems to have some
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cultural continuation of the “adoration of the Cave” of the pagan
Adonis cult, the Church did not consecrate any of the old pagan
customs and celebrations. However, it simply allowed their pagan
converts to observe their old social feasts. The Church did not
even interfere with their reactions to the seasons and the modes and
moods of nature but only gave a new angle of vision to their adherents
to observe their pagan feasts with a new spirit, and with new signifi-
cance. The Romans observed the “Birthday of the unconquered
Sun” by “removing all restraints, the closing of the schools, res-
triction of punishment, freedom of slaves, merry making, gaming
and feasting, the exchange of gifts especially of the dplis for
the children.” All these manifestations of joy and happiness the
Church allowed their pagan converts for the celebration of the
Birth of Christalso. Likewise, the Yule feast of the pagan notthern
Europe, the use of the fir-tree of the German and the mistletoe
of the Celtic origin have all found almost a permanent place in the
Christian world as a part of Christmas celebrations.

In Asia, particularly in Jerusalem, Christmas continued to
be observed cn January 6 up to the middle of the sixthcentury.
Even today the Armenian Chruch of the Middle East and the Mar-
thoma Syrian Church of Travancore, India, celebrate the Birth of
Christ on the 6th of January. But'so far as the cultural aspects-of this
feast are concerned, the old pagan customs of the Romans, the
Saxons and the Celts seem to be an accepted feature of the Christ-
mas celebrations, of course, with quite a new significance attached
to them.
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WHICH JESUS? IS THIS THE MAN?

(Extract from The Jesus Scroll by Donovan Joyce. On
the night of Monday, December 14, 1964, an archaeologist
whom I had known for the past ten days as professor Max Grosset—
a name which he cheerfully admitted was false—accosted me at
Tel-Aviv’s Lod airport with the cffer of $5000 if I would perform a
“small service”.

All that T had to do was to smuggle out of Israel that very night —
aboard BOAC’s flight 710 to Australia—an ancient parchment scroll
which he claimed to have stolen, several weeks earlier, from the
excavations of biblical king Herod the Great’s ruined fortress of
Masada, on the western shore of the Dead sea.

What robbed the clearly illegal caper of most of its simple charm
was that the bag containing the precious document had to be
brazenly smuggled past two gimlet-eyed security men—thought to
have been from the Israeli Department of Antiquities—posted at
the door to the tarmac, specifically to .intercept both this soroll
and its carrier.)

It was at Masada that the Jewish rebellion against Roman rule
and occupancy exploded in 66 A.D. when several thousand tough
Galilean Zcalots massacred the garrison and seized the fortress.
From here, it had fanned out east and north and the embers of
rebellion burst into the flames of war. The Zealots were fanatical
loyalists and messianists and were determined on one of their
periodic bids to restore the throne of the Maccabean kings usurped
by Herod the Great a century before and which, on his death,
vanished down the maw of Roman greed.

Splitting their forces in two, one group stayed at Masada while
the other—with the pretender, Mennahem, at its head—marched
on Jerusalem in the hope of capturing the holy city and its temple
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for Go3d. The attempt failed; many were killed — including
Mennahem—and the sarvivors fled back to Masada.

P-uring in the legions, Rome savagely struck back, devastating
the lznd of milk and honey from “Dan ta Beersheba”. Four years
later—with at least a million dead and as many more enslaved, with
Jerusalem and the temple destroyed and the country a bloody,
smoking ruin—the war was over.

Despite the obvious collapse of their plans, the Zealots spurned
Rome's offer to spare their lives and stubbornly refused to lay down
their arms and quit. It took a further three years, a vast amount of
money, a whole legion of 6000 troops and the prodigious labour of
15,000 Jewish slaves to overwhelm them—a mere 1000 men, women
and children.

It proved, in the event, to have been the definitive pyrrhic
victory, when the exultant Romans burst into the fortress, they found
only corpses and sullenly drifting smoke. Preferring death to
enslavement, the Zealots had first set Masada ablaze, then killed
each other.

Such, in bare outline, is the account left to posterity by the
Jewish historian—and Roman apologist—Josephus, who was both
a Jewish general and a Roman sycophant, if nothing worse. There
is now very good reason to suspect that Josephus might have
misrepresented the Zealots -motive for their sublime sacrifice.

In 1964 Masada was being “dug” by a massive archaeological
expedision led by the distinguished Israeli scholar and soldier general
Yigael Yadin under the auspices of the Israeli Department of
Antiquities and, apparently, also under an extremely tight security
screen. Financed by wealthy overseas patrons, the expedition
was staffed by a group of brilliant experts in various fields and was
“muscled” by thousands of volunteers who, at their own expense,
had made their way to Herod’s ancient lair from all over the world.



Jesus the Man 1451

And the author? The prospect of securing a maass of authentic
background material for an historical novel already on the stocks—
and promised for early delivery to a New York publisher—tempted
me into mortgaging my house in order to make my pilgrimage.
It was a disastrous decision which, almost eight years later, is still
bitterly regretted.

On arrival, general Yadin refused me a permit to visit the site,
which was swarming with some six hundred people of all kinds,
backgrounds, professions and nationalities. Despite the intervention
of Mr. Menachem Begin, present leader of the Gahal party in
the Israeli knesset (parliament), and of the then prime minister—
the late Mr. Levi Eshkol—the general remained mysteriously
obdurate and refused to reverse his decision. '

I was not to learn until later that, from the night of my arrival
in the country, I had been under some suspicion of being involved
in the theft of an object of antiquity from Masada, and was under
surveillance. It is, one hopes, unnecessary to say that I was entirely
innocent of any wrong-doing.

The Yadin expedition’s discoveries were of sensational im-
portance and included no fewer than fourteen parchment scrolls—or
considerable portions of them—which had lain in the dry oil of
Masada for almost two thousand years. One of these provided a
definite link between the Zealots and the Essene seminarians of
Qumran—thirty miles to the north of Masada—where the famous
Dead Sea Scrolls had been found in the late forties.

It might be recalled that these contained so many startling
parallels and inexplicable similarities between the Essenes and the
early Christians—whom the former predated by at least a full
century—that many new testament scholars, becoming alarmed
at the implications, denounced the scrolls as fakes and refused to
examine them or even to acknowledge their existence.

When informed by me-—by letter from Australia—of Grosset
and his claim *o have discovered and stolen a “fifteenth scroll” at
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Masada, general Yadin swiftly dismissed the story as “fantastic
nonsense” and gratuitously undertook to “prove” it, should he
ever be asked to comment on this book. Not only would I not
avoid his challenge but I should welcome it; in fact, the very first
witness I should call to support my case would be general Yadin
himself.

Not only is he an expert on scrolls and the conditions under
which—and in which—they have so far been found, but he has
had some experience of the ‘“‘stolen” variety. He it was who, when
four of the most valuable of the Dead Sea Scrolls had been “liberated™
to the USA by a larcenous Christian archbishop, acquired them for
the nation of Israel for a reputed $250,000. That, legally, they were
the property of the kingdom of Jordan does not seem to have occurr-
ed to anyone, or, if it did, to have worried them unduly.

Taking this as a guide and knowing that, additionally, any
sort of scroll in 1950 was worth somewhere about $15 per square
inch, sight unseen—and you had to be quick, otherwise it smartly
went to the next museum scholar in the queue—the scroll which
1 was asked to smuggle out of Israel on that December night might
have been worth a great deal of money. The bribe money offered
would seem to suggest that this was realised by the thief who found
it. In view of his identification of the scroll’s author, the document
might well be priceless. This apart, there can be no other ancient
document in the world which can be more precisely dated.

According to professor Grosset—and I have only his word for
my meagre knowledge of.the scroll’s alleged contents—it had .
been written on the night of April 15, 73 A.D. However, as the
orthodox Jewish “day” begins at sunset and ends at the same time
twenty-four hours later, the night of April 15 would correspond with
April 14, according to the way non-Jews count the hours and
measure the days. ] o

The Roman battering ram had breached the fortress gate just
as the sun had set and, because they never fought at night—when
hand-to-hand combat was impossible—the tenth legion ceased
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operations until dawn. So, as the scroll author reports both the
battering-down of the gate and the Roman withdrawal, it must
have been during the ensuing thirteen hours of darkness that—as the
Romans sharpened their swords for the work of the morrow—the
author had penned his scroll. By dawn, he was dead!

And his name? Again according te professor Grosset, the man
had written his name: “Yeshua ben Yda'akob ben Gennesareth™
and described himself as “son of eighty years”. But he had added
the astonishing information that he was the last rightful inheritor
of the Hasmonean (Maccabean) kings of Israel.

Equally astonishing—at least to me—was the news that his
name, when translated into English, was: “Jesus of Gennesareth,
son of Jacob”.

Because of its familiar ring, no doubt, it came as no great
surprise when Grosset claimed that this man was identical with
«Jesus of Nazareth’” whose name would appear to lack only the
Hebrew prefix “Gen” (garden) to become identical to that of the
scroll author. 'This would hardly seem to be enough on which to
base any firm identification so that, apparently, the document would
seem to have contained further information sufficient to justify
Grosset’s finding.

1t will be recalled that Jesus of Nazareth allowed himself to be
addressed as king of Israel and that whether or not he was, had
been discussed by him and Pilate at his trial. In fact, it was for this
crime—heinous to the Romans because it challenged the supremacy
of the emperor Tiberius—that Jesus was arrested, tried, convicted
and sentenced to death by crucifixion.

Gennesareth was one of history’s several names for the sea of
Galilee but, specifically, it was applied to the small but exquisite
and fertile plain—described as a veritable “garden of princes”, which
the name might mean—which sparkled like a jewel of abundance
on the lake’s western shore just south of Capernaum. The gospels
rather curiously describe this as Jesus’ “own city”, which carries the
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strong connotation of ownership by inheritance—much as some of
Britain’s aristocracy own villages and small towns today—rather
than that Jesus had merely lived there.

The plain of Gennesareth bore many towns and one of these,
Magdala, is thought to have been the home of Mary Magdalene—
which might or might not have been significant. Another was
“Arimeh”—since vanished with all traces—and the possibility that
this was home to a very prominent gospel character will be discussed
later.

To have been about 80 in 73 A.D. would have required that the
scroll-Jesus’ year of birth was 7 B.C. which, according tc one
reckoning, and if the story of Herod’s slaughter of the innocents
is to be believed, must have been also the year of the gospel-Jesus’
birth. Tt certainly seems remarkable that there should have been
two men named Jesus, living at the same time, who both claimed to
be king of Israel and to have had some connection with Gennesareth
sufficient to justify their names incorporating an allusion to it.

The suggestion that, originally, Jesus might have been “of
Gennesareth” instead of merely “of Nazareth” is given added weight
by the insistence of some scholars that, in those days, the town of
Nazareth simply did not exist. The fact of Nazareth and ‘Nesareth—
we omit the prefix—being spelled differently need worry nobody.

The only other piece of information given me about the scroll-
author that might seem to conflict with the known Jesus is the claim
that he was the son of Ya'kob or Jacocb. As will be shown, this
provides no difficulty, for a child of no known human parentage
might have owned to a paternal Jacob as easily as to God.

As to the rest of the information supplied by professor Grosset
—and it was a necessarily hurried discussion held, actuélly, in the
men’s lavatory at the airport—it consists of one meagre fact; that
the scroll-author had a son and, therefore, had been married. . This
son, whose name was not given to me, had actually been crucified
before his father’s eyes.
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Lacking the details does not prevent us from guessing that this
had occurred at Masada. It was, in fact, an often used device
by the Romans to force a city’s surrender. Capturing some notable
from the city they would pretend to crucify him so that, touched
by horror—a crucified man was thought to be cursed by God—
and pity, the citizens would throw open the gates. If they did not,
the execution would proceed in earnest. It is impossible not to
think that this might have happened at Masada just below the gate
through which the Romans eventually poured.

Because a son requires a mother, if the theory of the congruity
of the two Jesuses is to be consolidated, reasonable evidence that
the gospel-Jesus was married will have to be produced. It is
belicved that this can be done, not only by the argument that
Jesus—whatever it was that theology later envisioned him to have
been—was fully human and, as such, was subject to exactly the same
laws and social customs as other Jews of his time, but also by direct
evidence in the gospels. That her name was Mary is certain, and
that she was the same Mary called Magdalene, is almost so.

As was said earlier, the “fifteenth scroll’” confirms more than - it
reveals and, essentially, its role would appear to be that of a key
in a lock, whose turning enables us to open the door leading to
the historical Jesus and, at last, to discover with reasonable certainty
exactly what his real mission might have been. It was this which
led to the cross—not his inferred mission which the gospels fiddle
around with but never actually describe.

It must never be forgotten that the historical Jesus was sent to
the cross for breaking a Roman law—claiming to be king of Israel
or that the crime upon which he is alleged to have been arrested
(blasphemy) was not an offence in Roman eyes, however seriously
it was regarded by the Sanhedrin, which was the supreme court of
Judea. To paraphrase the aphorism concerning equality, in Judea
some were more supreme than others and the Sanhedrin had to bend
the knee to Rome, through the person of the governor, Pontius
Pilate.



1456 Muhammad in the World Scriptures

Although the scroll was sighted only briefly and its alleged
contents—as passed on here—are no more than hearsay, not even
its existence is essential to the drawing of a much more likely portrait
of the historical Jesus than is given to us by the gospels. Though
all the necessary elements and details are there, they have to be
unscrambled and wiped clean of the thick, diffusing layer of stardust
that has been sprinkled over them as theology’s interest waned in
the man who had lived, in inverse proportion to its need of a God
who had died....in order to live.

ARE THE GOSPELS TRUE ?

It is a chilling thought that had the author lived in Spain a
mere hundred and fifty years ago, this book could not have been
written without his life being, quite literally, at stake.

Although scepticism was already stirring in other parts of the
scivilised” world where the fearsome inquisition had fallen into a
decline, those who challenged the accuracy of the gospels still had
to walk with care. In Spain those monstrous men of God still rana
pretty tight torture chamber until, in 1816, the use of torture to force
heretics to confess was forbidden by the Pope. Eighteen years later
—bowing to the inevitable—His Holiness disbanded the inquisition
and, after some six hundred years, Europe could at last breathe clean
air, untainted by the stench of burning corpses.

No longer awed by the sinister greasy, black stains in a thousand
market places where heretics had writhed at the stake for “the glory
of the Lord Jesus Christ”, thinking men all over Europe began to
wonder was the Truth expounded by the gospels literally the
historical truth. - -

Did it all really happen ?
Or only some of it ?
Or any of it ?

1. Extrac from the Jesus Scroll by Donovan Joyce.
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Sniffing like bloodhounds, at a trail gone cold when the
inhabitants of Britain still wore skins and painted their faces with
woad, the doubting and the downright scepiical—lacking any real
“benchmark” from which to measurc the historical Jesus—were
trying to pinion their man with ropes of sand.

As, one by one, they got their hands on Whiston’s Eaglish
translation of The Jewish War by Flavius Josephus—until then only
spai‘sely available in Greek—they were suddenly transported to
ancient Judea and, at last, received their first comprehension of
those times and of the great social, political and religious ferments
which had turned the country into a frenzied ant heap.

Clearly, it was against this background that the historical Jesus
would have to be seen, yet the gospels gave little or no hint of the
turmoil of the times and, indeed, seemed to suspend him in the
air free of all human events that must have been taking place, under
his very nose. However, once the sceptics and the curious had
this missing background and could hear the grinding gears of history
as it was, their mutterings and whisperings became a great shout of
doubt.

Ever since, bitter battles have been fought between the orthodox
dogmatist theologians, and the sceptical scholars and historians
who have dared challenge the alleged historicity of the gospel events
....and even the authenticity of those books. The doubt spread
from the colleges and universities to people so alarmingly that—as
only one example—in 1870 the Christian Evidence Society had to be

formed to counteract the current forms of unbelief among the educated
classes of England.

Claiming that the gospels—to a great extent—are an unreliable
hotchpotch of messianic hysteria, myth and legend, with a thin smear
of historical and biographical recollections on top, the sceptics go so
far as to charge that even events which might have been true, have
been so distorted to suit charging theological and doctrinal require-
ments that, as they stand, they are now historical to only a limited
extent.
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How far are these charges true?

‘Temporarily putting aside such obvious instances as the two “true”
genealogies of Jesus and the impossibly irreconcilable dates of his
birth—and the equally-obvious borrowings from pagan religions,
Judaistic sects and Greek mythology and philosophy, the charges
must be removed from areas of mere suspicion to those where proof
is possible.

Tt will probably come as a traumatic shock to the devout to
learn at last something which the church has known for centuries,
that the last twelve verses of the final chapter of the gospel of Mark
are bogus.

Almost as shocking to Christians will be the knowledge that
both disputing factions of scholarship unanimously agree that these
bogus verses were never part of the original Mark and can be no more
than fraudulent additions—made with whatever motive—by some
unknown “editor” at some equally unknown time. ‘

The seriousness of the revelation lies in the fact that it is these
verses which provide the very first gospel report of the resurrection
and of the risen Jesus® supposed appearances.

The alarming consequences, however, cannot be restricted to
Mark, which is generally thought and accepted to have been the
first of the four gospels written. Both Luke and Matthew plundered
the first gospel for much of their own material—the latter stealing
whole sections verbatim—so that there exists a strong probability
that they might also have _stolen the resurrection story or that,
like that of Mark, theirs are also editorial insertions: A

So, at least to this extent, the sceptics’ case would appear to have
been proved and, as their opponents agree, we must accept the
verdict as final.

In this case then—with the possible exception of Paul’s narrative
in Corinthians (1st) chapter 15—we have no absolutely reliable
evidence that, historically, the resurrection ever occurred so that
complete belief in the event must depend on faith alone.



Are the Gospels True ? 1459

While this might be what religion is all about, the fact that the
accounts of the event which lie at the heart-core of Christianity are,
in fact, bogus, waters the currency of the faith which has resolutely
claimed to have been founded on provable historical events. More
than this, the failure of the church to ensure that all adherents fully
understood both the position and the implicatiors, seriously damages
its credibility and its proclamation of the truth.

A further example of the same kind in which a known bogus addition
to a gospel was given the same “Quick! Under the rug!” treatment is
John 8:1-11 which relates the incident of Jesus and the woman taken
in adultery. o

For at least a century it has been known that these verses, too,
were bogus insertions yet the parable is still repeatedly trotted out
from ten thousand pulpits as an example of Jesus’ wisdom, charity
and mercy. The tale is absent from all the most ancient manu-
scripts and also from the Syriac, Coptic and Armenian versions. It
was unknown to any Christian writer before—significantly—Ambrose
(340-397 4.D3) and, as an added reason for a great ecclesiastical blush,
some codices leave it out of the gospel of John....only to include
it in Luke! Perhaps like the author, you are wondering how that could
happen in “Divinely Inspired” works.

A still further example—which, perhaps, the author is bringing
fo notice for the first time—is the famous story of the risen Jesus
and Doubting Thomas in John 20 : 19-31.

If this clearly contrived tale of the supernatural is to be accepted
as true, then we must reject the same gospel's account of the
crucifixion to which John claims to have been an eye-witness; cer-
tainly his stark reporting of that event inspires more confidence
than does his alleged account of Jesus oozing through solid walls.
That it was complete nonsense and not in accord with the facts can
be shown by a description of crucifixion as it brutally was.

The Romans used two quite different methods which were
never combined, and whose employment depended on what, apart
from the victim’s death, was desired as an additional bonus by the
state. They might best be described as “fast” and “slow”.
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Although death was the ultimate objective of both methods,
the “slow’ was designed to inflict hideous suffering as well, cn any
particularly offensive criminal such as anyone guilty of treason.
These poor wretches took up to six days to expire.

Fitting a horn or saddle to the upright so that it projected
between the victim’s legs at the crotch and supported his body
weight, they then nailed his wrists to the crossbar and left him for
shock, pain, humiliating nakedness, starvation, thirst and the mock-
ery of passers-by to finish off.

~

With the ‘““fast” method, however, used when it was more a case
of speed than the infliction of unbearable pain almost infinitely
prolonged, the horn was replaced by a tiny platform on which the
doomed man stood, preferably on the balls of his feet. Now, instead
of the wrists being nailed they were bound to the crossbar by leather
thongs. Except for the strain of standing in that fashion, shame at
his nakedness and the knowledge that death was only a couple of hours
away, he was in no great distress or pain.

When the time came to kill him, the executioner resorted to
the crucifragium, a club-like horror with which he broke the legs. De-
prived of their support, the body sagged and the entire weight was thrown
upon the thongs, which promptly proceeded to strangle the circulation.
In about an hour, it has been reckoned, paralysis, suffocation and heart
failure brought the execution (o a merciful end.

From the description of what happened at Golgotha—as
reported in the gospel of John—it is quite evident that Jesus was
crucifisd by the “fast” method. The legs of the two thieves were -
broken by the execuiioner who, coming to do the same to Jesus, was
astonished to find him already dead. Additional evidence to make
it a certainty that Jesus was executed in this way lies in the fact that
sunset and so, the sabbath-—this one also being the passover being
doubly sacred—was & mere three hours away when the crucifixion
began.

Under no circumstances would the Romans—who strictly
observed Jewish law in this regard—permit a crucified man to hang
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on a cross into a sabbath. So, contrary to what has long been
believed, Jesus was not nailed to the cross, he was bound.

Yet, in the Doubting Thomas fairy tale, we are presented with a
risen Jesus who not only bears nail-holes in his “‘hands™, but invites the
sceptical disciple to stick his finger in them. . . .which, we are told, he
does!

In the circumstances we cannot do other than regard the whole
Doubting Thomas episode as a most flagrant example of gospel
Jfalsification. Strangely enough, it is entirely to this bogus passage
in the gospel of John that we owe the generally held belief that Jesus
was nailed to the cross when, as has been shown, he was not.

But even worse is to come!

The sad truth is that the four gospels that we have today might
not be—probably are not—exactly the same four of the same names
that were used throughout the church during most of the first three
centuries of the Christian era.

Though diligent search has been made for many years and
hundreds of ancient churches, monasteries and other likely reposi-
tories ransacked, the queer fact is that not one gospel manuscript any
older than some time in the fourth century has even been found. Not
-even the Vatican, with its reported twenty-five miles of documents,
has ever produced a copy any ‘“younger”, which is not quite the same
as saying that none exists.

We evidently owe this alarming fact to the emperor Constantine
who, having become a convert to Christianity, soon made his new
faith the official religion of the Roman empire, which he ruled from
ancient Byzantium, renamed Constantinople. And so, at about
320 A.D. the church not only came to glorious power but was given a
clearly God-sent opportunity to revenge itself on the descendants
of those who had persecuted it for almost three hundred years.

At that time, the various churches were autonomous under
their own bishops and doctrine—and, perhaps, even dogma—
differed from church to church according to the personal theological
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views of each bishop. These were evolved from the large variety
of gospels then in circulation, of which those of Matthew, Mark,
Luke and John were only an important section.

In addition to the four canonical gospels, there was a larger
group, called the Apocrypha—meaning “hidden”—which the
church admitted to its canon but which the protestant schismatists
would later deny entry to theirs.

A third, and intriguing, group of gospels seems to have had no
classification except that they were regarded as being less authentic,
authoritative or edifying than the others. In point of fact, some of
the despised gospels are no less authentic than the received and, in
several cases, might be even more so. Indeed, one of them was long
used by the church before being quietly discarded.

In its early years the church was a great scavenger of writings
suitable for its purpose, irrespective of their origin. However, no
writer reached the churchly eminence or distinction of Virgil—who
died about fifty years before the rise of Christianity—who was not
only regarded as one of the prophets but whose name was actually
embodied in the ritual of the early church. Copies of his Aeneid
were used in even the most antipagan monasteries as a book of
prophecy, or of ecclesiastical fortune-telling.

So, with this sort of thing going on, it is no wonder that the
various bishops evolved a sirange variety of concepts
about the “true” nature of Jesus. Some saw him as divine and
the son of God, while others recoiled from such a pagan and

blasphemous view. Still others sat on the fence of indecision
harvesting their splinters.

Alarmed at the schisms that threatened to tear the church apart
Constantine convoked the Council of Nicea in 325 A.D. and de-
manded that the assembled bishops should end their squabbles and

decide, once and for all, who and what Jesus had been, and his true
nature.
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Incredibly, a ballot was held and in a vote which was not unanimous,
be it noted, it was decided that Jesus was truly divine and the son of
God. Surely he was the first God ever elected to the Seat of Heaven
by the democratic process!

As “Son of God” was merely one of the several euphemisms for
the Jewish office of Messiah—which, in turn, was a euphemism for
“‘king of Israel”—the Christian bishops thus took a Jewish historical
Jact and distorted it so that it produced an implied physical relationship
with God, who was then promptly seen by the masses of the faithful
as an old man with a long, grey beard.

It is at this point that a daring, but probable, explanation can
be put forward to explain why it is that no gospel manuscript any
earlier than the fourth century exists, although we have a few
inconsequential fragments.

In 331 A.D.—six years after the Council of Nicea’s incredible
ballot—Constantine “caused to be prepared under the direction of the
noted church historian, Eusebius, fifty copies of the gospels for use
in the churches of Byzantium™. That there was a great deal more
involved than seems implicit in that laconic footnote to history
becomes apparent after a little probing.

Firstly, why were fifty copies necessary? Were there so many
churches in the city of Byzantium? One is inclined to doubt it.

For that matter, why were any copies necessary? Had all
the gospel books or manuscripts in use until then, suddenly—and
simultaneously—worn out? It is, of course, possible though
highly unlikely.

Moreover, if fresh copies were required, why should the emperor
of the Roman empire have personally concerned himself with what,
after all and on the face of it, was merely a simple book order? And
if only facsimiles were involved, why was this task of merely copying
— usually performed by scribes employed for this particular purpose
— so important that the great historian and scholar Eusebius had
to supervise the project? And how are we to define “prepared”?
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We look at our gospels as they now stand and remember that,
even though the lasi of them, John, was written more than two
hundred years before the council of Nicea had decided by a show
of hands that Jesus was the son of God and divine, somehow or
other these sacred books just happen to contain the new theological
concepts evolved two centuries later.

Ts the vanishing gospels mystery to be solved by the implications
of Constantine’s directive to Eusebius? It is certainly curious that
we should have lost every one of the many copies of the gospels—
possibly hundreds—in use in the churches right up until the very time
that Eusebius produced his new edition.

It is reasonable to suggest that, as this occurred within six years
of the council of Nicea, the old gospels might have been recalled. . ..
and destroyed, to be replaced by the new which, naturally enough,
presented Jesus in a totally new light? With him now the son of
God and divine, Christianity clearly had littls further use for the
historical man, who now was draped in the glorious vestments of
celestial theology. And so it might have been that superfluous or
clashing biographical details were eliminated, to be replaced by
“cvents” designed to support the very doctrine that had actually
evolved them. Clearly, it was the cart that pulled the horse !

Equally clearly, the religion’s rationale had shifted from the
man to the God. The locus of interest was no longer the earth, but
heaven. ...and the holy city, Golgotha, and the empty tomb were
but steps in the glorious stairway built, not by a bumble carpenter
but by a tent-maker, reaching all the way up to the stars'! .~

A COMPARATIVE STUDY OF |
MUSLIM AND HINDU CULTURES -

Disclosure of the secrets of the Abbreviated Letters of the Quran

The cow or ox in Arabic is called Bagarah. The three letters
with which the 2nd chapter of the Holy Quran starts viz. alif, laam,
meem, convey an ancient and hisiorical meaning, to tame the
cow or bull to cultivate the land. Theusands of years ago varicus
languages had as the first letter of their elphabets, the letter alif.
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This letter still exists in the Urdu, Persian and Arabic languages. It
was also the first letter of the Phoenecian alphabet and .is found
as well in Hebrew where it is called aleph, in Syriac alpu and in
Greek alpha (from which we get the English word alplia-bet). The
alphabets of all the languages originated from pictegraphs i.e.
Phoenecian hieroglyphics. In pictographic script the first letter
named alif was represented by the shape of a cow. Initially the
entire head of the cow was depicted. Later on, however, to make
writing easier only the two homns of the cow were drawn. So
eventually its mode of writing became thus. In the script of the
European languages this was inverted to form the letter— (A) while
the Arabs removed one cornu leaving a meve perpendicular stoke 1.
They retained its name as alif but made it a symbol of Unity. Thus
the first letter of the abbreviated letters alif, laam, meem with which
chapter al-Bagarah begins, is borne out historically to mean the
COW OI OX.

The second letter laam is homonymous to all languages. It is
called lamedi; in Hebrew. This is equivalent to the Arabic infinitive
talmidh. Tilmeedh and talaamidha both connote the idea of
teaching or training. In early pictographic script the shape of
laam was that of an ox-goad J or stick with which the cow or ox was
tamed to plough the land.

The third letter is pronounced meem in Arabic, may-im in
Hebrew and ma in Sanskrit. In Arabic this letter stands for.... maa
meaning water, in Hebrew it stands for moh with the same meaning
while in Sanskrit it stands for amoh i.e. large rivers or springs. The
conjunction of these three letters thus evolves the meaning : “To
tame the cow to till the land and irrigate it.”

The derived meaning of the letters alif, laam, meem has a close
connection with the name of the chapter al-Bagarah. The real
meaning of bagarah is not merely the cow, but to cleave, to split, to
open, to expand or to cause to grow. Just as outwardly the work
of the cow is to cleave or till the soil and to bring out its growth,
likewise al-Bagarah means to open, to expand the mind or intellect
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and to cause it to grow. Hence the Arabs say: tabaqqara-r-rajulu
j.e. the man increased in knowledge and wealth; and Ymam
Muhammad was called Baagir because of his extensive knowledge.
The original concept of calture, then, was to break up the sod and
bring out its hidden capacities and cause it to grow. But culture
is not mere material progress of agriculture, rather it is growth
and fructification of the human mind. The very word culture is
derived from the Latin infinitive colere which also means to il
and cultivate. (Hence agri-cola — the culture of the fields i.e. the
farmer). So that the concept of culture originated with the idea
of digging the land to bring out its hidden potentialities.

In earlier times, pictographic language conveyed the sense of
material objects as well as spiritual ideas. In later ages, however,
the polytheistic nations lost the spiritual ideas attached to the
pictographs, but as they could not cast off spiritual concepts
entirely, they placed the material objects before themand worshipped
these. In Arabic bagarah also means to acquire knowledge and
increase intellect, so too in Sanskrit ‘go’ means land as well as
inspiration. Thus human culture and progress is not dependent
on material science and material culture alone, rather it is all the
more dependent on intellectual and spiritual culture.

Thus the Holy Quran in the chapter al-Bagarah teaches man
that the cow, if in hieroglyphic language, is 2 symbol of abundance
of grain and planteous food, it spiritually stands for the growth
of the human mind, the cultivation of Vtﬁe'mema'l faculties; in fact,
for the protection of spiritual culture. In this respect it is synony-
mous with revelation and inspiration. Likewise in Sanskrit ‘gaw’
i.e. cow is also the name for God’s words. This chapter further gives
us the lesson that materialism (cow-worship) is a hindrance in the
development and progress of a spiritual culture. S0 for the -
preservation of spiritual values, it must be sacrificed otherwise it
would lead one to polytheism and bloodshed rather than to the
Unity of God.
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A notable point in the Chinese. Philosophy of culture

Chinese moral philosophy is indeed ancient and sublime. There
are three words synonymous with peace which throw some light on
our theme. The oldest word of this language is ‘HO’ which is
depicted in hieroglyphics as “rice in the mouth of pecple”. This
means that every one in the country is enjoying sufficiency in food.
Thus it also depicts a state of peace. The second word is ‘ann’,
depicted by “women at home”’. Excellent and pienteous food no
doubt brings peace and prosperity t0 & country. But besides this
man also needs a home for shelter and relaxation. Good food and a
comfortable home go side by side as a necessary requirement of
human living. Though filling one’s belly and other bodily comforts
may be a basis for good living, still they do not ensure complete peace.
There is yet a third requirement and that is implicit in the word
‘PING’ which means “Equanimity of Hearts”. This can only be
attained by eradicating envy, enmity and bigotry. Peace pertains
more to the mind than to the stomach. As long as the mind remains
uncultivated and uncultured, the dream of peace remains cnly an
illusion. For man, though biclogically superior, is to a great extent
psychologically still akin to animals. Although he may have lost
gnarled teeth, sharp claws and pointed horns to fight each other
with, he has replaced these with knives and daggers to cut each
other’s throats. Material sciences, abundance of food and utmost
intoxication has thrown the European nations far off from harmony
and complete peace. Western materialism has progressed to the
point today where no value is placed on human values.

Veneration of cow in Hindu Culture

Present day Hindu culture is pivoted solely on the cow. Tts
material and spiritual concepts are both engulfed in cow-worship.
Such an animal worship is known a8 zoolatry. This is a vestige of
the age of barbaric peoples among whom the worship of monkeys,
sheep, clephants, COWs and even snakes was prevalent. Animal
worship culminated in the taking of human beings for gods, so that
their silhouettes were stamped on coins and painted on the flags,



1468 Muhammad in the World Scriptures

and upoa their glory and honour depended the glory and honour
of their realms. As Hindu culture is not concerned with the belief
in ‘God nor with any Rishi (Seer) or Scripture, it may rightly be
called a cow-culture.

Among cultivators cow-worship is not a strange thing. In many
countries, notably India, Iran and Egypt, it was prevalent. Among
Hindus, veneration of the cow is referred to in the Vedas and Puranas
and in Hindu Jurisprudence and folklore. In the Vedas several
verses refer to saluting and prostrating before the cow as the
following selections illustrate :

“Prajapati devta (god) and Parmesthi devta are its two horns.
Indra devta is its head. Agni devta is its forehead. Hum devta is
its adam’s apple. Soma devta is its brain. The heaven is its
upper jaw and the earth is its lower jaw. All the worlds and all
the gods are as the cow from head to foot.” (Atharva Veda 9:7)

“You are being created and have been created for salutations
and prostrations. Salutations and prostrations to you, O image of
God, to your hair, to your hooves.” (Atharva Veda 10:10)

“The ox lifted up the heaven and earth.” (Rig Veda X 31 :viii
and Atharva Veda 4:11:1.).

It appears as if the support of the entire evolution of the
heaven and the earth depends upon the ox. Curiously enough,
the Vedic Rishis likened the chanting of their mantras (hymns)
to the lowing of the cows :

“As the cows moo in the presence of their calves so do Brahmans
recite their mantras while drinking the soma juice in the presence of
Indra devia.” (Rig Veda IX. 12:ii, VIIL95:i, VIL 32:xxii etc.)

In old Vedic times the pious people picked out the grain from the
cow-dung, and then ate it. They also squeezed out its water and
drank it (Mahabharat). Its urine was considered a source of
redemption of sins and a means of purification (Manu 11:166).
Brahmajee by squeezing mounds of cow-dung bathed with the water
extracted thus. Krishnajee revered the bull by stroking its back
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before mounting it. To tell a lie is justified for the sake of a cow
and a Brahmin (Mahabharat). Even nowadays among Hindus the
urine of the cow is drunk daily. In short, in Hindy religion the cow
is venerated to an extent which gods and godesses and even God
Himself does not merit.

Cow-worship and the humiliation of man

It is to be noted that the sacredness of the cow as compared
with the scant regard for human life has come to this that Swamt
Dyanand in accordance with the Vedas, opines that the blood of
thousands or hundreds of thousands of humans, may be shed to
please these animals (Swami Dyanand, The Language of the Rig
Veda and Yajur Veda). 1In Vedic times there lived an untouchable
people in a village named Kikat, in the province of Bihar (India).
‘They used to rear cattle. To the Aryans this was a crime. So they
invoked their god Indra urging him to wage war against them,
saying :

“O Indra, what do the cows make for you among the Kikatas.
They neither yield milk for your votive offerings, nor do they warm
the vessel for the libation. Bring to us these cows, bring to us
also the wealth of Parmagand (their king) O Brave one, grant us
the possessions of the people of low status. (Rig Veda, I11.53 Xiv),

On the basis of this clear religious pronouncement, non-Aryans
and untouchables have no right to keep cows. Aryansand Brahmins
whenever they wish can kill them and appropriate their possessions.
Hindu culture thus becomes the culture of the progress, civilization
and welfare of the Aryan people alone. The Aryans include three
categories viz. Brahmin, Kshatri and Vaish. To acquire knowledge,
expound it and to make laws is the concern of the Brahmins. Te
govern is the concern of the Kshatri while to rear Iiyestock and to
deal in commerce and trade is the concern of the Vaish. The
Shudras are non-Aryans and are created to serve these three classes
even at extreme humiliation to themselves.

Once a pundit was sitting before a temple in a square in
‘Gowaliyar. He was feeding buttered bread to a hungry cow which
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had been let loose in the streets to feed on whatever came in its way.
Meanwhile a guant, indeed a pitiable beggar, hardly able to stand on
his withered legs, came along. Sceing tie pundit, he advanced
towards him striking his hands upon his belly to indicate the
extremeness of his hunger. He entreated the pundit to offer him
a morsel of bread. In reply, the Brahmin returned a fierce angry
stare which so staggered the beggrr that he fell to the ground.
During this time a friend of the Brahmin came along. Ignoring the
beggar they started to converse. The starving man seized the
opportunity to grab what he could of the crumbs which had falled
from the cow’s mouth. The Brahmin, noticing this, struck the
beggar a whipping blow on his back, and sent him shrieking and
wailing. Such mental degeneration, croockedness of mind and utter
contempt and scorn for a human being that a corpulent cow can
be fed while a dying man is ignored, is in the eyes of a Muslim, a
most abject instance of human degradation. In Amritsar, Benaras
and Srinagar, T have myself seen on several occasions that wealihy
Hindus regard it more rewarding to throw morsels of food and
grain to cows, dogs, monkeys and even insects, than to feed starving
men.

Status of the cow

The fact remains that Hindu culture is based on the cow. Actu~
ally it is all cow-worship as may be inferred from the discussion
so far. As the Holy Quran states: “They were made to imbibe
(the love of) the calf into their hearts.” (2:93) By refusing to ear
the meat of the cow the Hindus deprive themselves of an essential
part of a balanced diet and thus remain weak physically and men-
tally. By leaving the cow to roam free and to destroy crops and
property, or by having them kept to no. use in pens, millions of
rupees arc being wasted bringing a heavy economic loss to the
pation. By letting it saunter about the market places annoyance
is caused to shoppers and proprictors alike. '

The cow is also called mother and this is a relic of the age of
jgnorance. In primitive times when the mother of a young child died,
the child too would die of malnutrition after two or three days. The
father did not know how to save the child’s life as the substitute for
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the mother’s milk was not known. By chance, some wise person
thought of the idea of giving goat’s milk to the child. As the
goat was easier to control and milk than the cow, goat’s milk was
used to save the infant’s life. Later on, the cow was tamed for this
purpose. From then on the polytheists began to call the cow
‘mata’ i.e. mother. But other animals as well, such as goats, sheep
and camels, supply milk as substitute for mother’s milk; yet they
are never called ‘mother’. Strangely enough, in this age of science
when so many baby-foods have been invented, none of these is
called ‘mother’, yet wealthy and educated Hindus still apply this
epithet to the cow alone.

The nation which cannot differentiate between a cow’s tail and
a man’s head, lives in an extreme abyss of culture. The cowis at
the utmost an animal, while even the most degraded man, being still
a human being, is yet far superior to a cow. It is believed according to
the Vedic scriptures that gods live in every point of the cows’s body.
To the Hindus, the dung and urine are not only pure and clean but
they also purify one from sins if eaten and drunk daily, while
pasting the dining room with it creates a fine odour.

The utility and value of a thing cannot be judged on the
basis of wrong beliefs and assumptions. It’s practical advantages
and capacity to fulfil the important needs of life must be considered.
Man with his intellectual abilities and moral strength is far superior
to animals. Placing the cow in an animal line-up, it will be envisaged
that so far as physical traits are concerned, itisin the lowest
category. This is a well authenticated fact.

The Holy Quran and Animal Psychology

“There is no fundamental differences between man and the
higher mammals.” (Darwin). The fact which Darwin established
in 1874 after hundreds of experiments, the Holy Quran had disclosed
thirteen centuries ago, i.e. ‘““Thereis no animal in the earth, nor a
bird which flies on its wings but they are communities like yourselves.
And they are gathered (in separate categories).” (6:38.) Thus between
the brains of animals and men there is a difference not of kind but
of quality. So it is that man has learnt many a lesson from animals
as he traversed the path of learning, culture, society and civilization.
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The Holy Quran at several places has made references to
animals as a guide for man. Such references are 16:66; 67:19; 88:17;
22:36; 5:31; 74:50;51; 7:176; 5:4; 18:18; 2:65 7:166; 62:5 etc. etc.
In all these verses there are references to the nature of birds, camels,
cattle, crows, donkeys, dogs and apes. But mention is also made
of insects such as ants, moths, flies and bees etc. At this point it is
essential to examine the traits of animals and assay them vis-a-vis cow.

Animals’ Traits vis-a-vis the cow

Animals as their individual traits possess faculties of bravery,
strength, loyalty, love, appreciation, love of freedom, docility,
sympathy, perception, modesty, pride, imitation of voice and
motion, memory, sanitary habits, contentment and economy of space
and time. They also have a sense of economy in utilizing strength,
house-making instinct, and qualities of beauty, patience, benevolence,
kindness, tolerance, understanding and apprehension in their
individual lives. Even in collective life they demonstrate a highly
developed social instinct and group consciousness. Now the
‘splendour’ of the cow can be seen by keeping these animal qualities
in view.

~ Bravery : Among animals the lion, leopard and wolf surpass
others in courage and bravery; and among birds, the hawk. The
cow is nil in this respect.

Strength : The elephant, rhinoceros, leopard, lion, buffalo and
hawk have unique strength but not so the cow.

Loyalty : In respect of loyalty, the dog is unparalleled. After
eating only a few crumbs of -bread it would -stay day and night at
its master’s doorstep, and it would sacrifice its very life to pfotect the
property of its master. But the cow does not possess any such
quality, rather it would trod happily along with a thief.

Love : Three kinds of love are found in animals—poetical,
benevolent and loyal. Poetical love is found in the singing birds.
Benevolent love is found in the pigeon, parrot and in some sparrows.
Loyal love is found in the crane, which when one mate dies the other
dies of desertion. The cow and ox do not entertain any such
attachment for each other which may be regarded as love.
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Gratitude : The dog and cat have the habit of thankfulness.
After taking food they lick the feet of their masters and wag their
tails in delight. The cow or bull do not have any such quality.

Jealousy © The crow, cock and tortoise are very envious and
maintain exclusiveness in sexual relations with their females. They
do not allow another male to go near their own females. Sometimes
they fight with the rival males and kill them. But in the case of
the bull we do not observe any such feeling.

Freedom : The gorilla is a great freedom fighter. He prefers
death to captivity. But the cow has become so much endeared
to this life of captivity that in the evening she herself runs back
to the cow-pen.

Docility © The monkey, dog, horse and certain birds and even
the lion and the goat are tamed by circus-men and taught to do
various intricate feats. But the cow does not have any such
capability.

Sympathy © 'The bee, sheep, ant and elephant entertain sym-
pathy for their kind whereas cow or bull does not. It is a common
experience that when a crow finds something to eat, it crows so that
others should also come and share the food. Ants, too, inform each
other when they have sought out a source of food.

Keen sense : The ants, flies, and monkeys ail have a keen
sense to distinguish between cool and warm, winter and summer,
sorrow and joy, and between friend and foe. The snakes,
gerrymander, fly and bat have an extremely sensitive sense of
perception whereas the cow has little of this sense.

Shame : ‘The leopard is an extremely conceited beast. Tt feels
pride when it captures its prey but is very ashamed when it loses it.
The cow has no such feeling at all.

Imitation : ‘'The parrot has the ability to imitate other’s voices
while the cow has not any such capability.

Sharp Memory . The dog has an extremely sharp memory.
From among a huge crowd it recognises its master just by smell.
It does not forget the odour of its master for quite a long time.
Also a dog can detect a thief from a group of suspects if it is made
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to smell any of the clothes left behind by the thief. The cow does
not have such a quality.

Cleanliness : 'The cat always keeps itself clean so much so that
it buries its excrements with earth. The cow has no such sense of
cleanliness. -

Contentment © The camel is an embodiment of contentment ana
economy. It can go on travelling by just feeding on thorns and
shrubs, yet it takes its master safely to his destination through
burning deserts. In tilling the land, irrigating the ficlds and in
giving milk it is as beneficial as the cow.

Economy of time and space : The bee strictly observes rules of
economy of space and time. It is meticulous and regular in its
duties and efficient in discharging the task entrusted to it. It is the
enemy of wastage of time. Its hive demonsirates an extreme
sense of economy of space and matter. Strangely enough it creates
its own food itself. It constructs its hive in gardens, descrts and
mountains and produces honey with its hard labour. In ease
of a cow it needs shelter, fodder and care. Scmetimes the cow
spreads germs of tuberculosis while the bee produces honey which is
extremely useful for health and nutrition.

Collective life : With regard to collective life the wolves or the
monkeys jointly defend themselves against their enemies. The
ants, fly and moth work according to the principles of division of
labour. They demonstrate a system of government and social
organization in their life-activities. The cow lacks these qualities.

Leadership © Among some animals leadership is a prominent
feature of their collective life. “Among elephants, monkeys, baboons, -
ants.and bees there is a king or a queen. - These animals scrupulously
follow the instructions of their leader. No such thing is found
among COWws.

Family Life : The family system in animals is of four kinds,
(i) Maternal in which the mother takes care of the young e.g."the goat
and hen, (i) Paternal—in which the male cares the young e.g. the
sea-horse (i) Children-family—in which the children take care of



Hindy and Muslim Cultures 1475

themselves e.g. the frog and fish, (iv) Bi-paternal—in which both
father and mother bring up and take care of the young e.g. the
lion, fox and gorilla. 'The cow belongs to the maternal family system
which is inferior to the bi-paternal family system.

House building animals © The animals which know how to
build a house have superior intelligence over the animals which
do not build houses. The cow is not a house-building aniinal.

The cow is a mammal. But there are differences in the mental
development of different kinds of mammals. In this respect man
is at the hLighest level and the cow, with the sheep, at the lowest.
The categorization of mammals on the basis of intelligence and
sense of judgement is difficult. Broadly they may be divided thus:
guinea-pigs, sheep and cow at the lowest; tats, cats, dogs and lorses
are to some extent better; a little above them are morkeys and
elephants, then come apes while man is at the extreme top
(G.C. Grindlay, Intelligence of Animals, p. 17).

With regard to social instinct, the bee is the most sccial animal.
If we keep a bee separate from others and provide it with food
and water, still it would not stdy there. Tt would prefer death than
to live a secluded life. The cow on the other hand is selfish and
would enjoy its fodder by itself instead of sharing it with others.

Unity of God and Equality of man : 'The Holy Quran provides
the quintessence for the rapproachment of peace and security among
men and for the spiritual growth and progress of mankind.

The moral and spiritual reformation reached its zenith
in the person and teaching of the Holy Prophet Muhammad
(peace and blessings of Allah be upon him). These teachings
centre around compleie faith in the Unity of Allah. This is the
only source of spiritual developmen: and a sure panaces for
world peace.

Allah is unique in His person and in His atiributes. No
existence in the heaven or the earth has a likeness to any one of
His attributes. The beliefin the Unity in His person is authenticated
by almost all the religions of the world. But where they differ is
in Unity with regard to His worship. It is only within Islam that one



1476 Muhammad in the World Scriptures

can evaluate the significance of this Unity i.e. that the entire devotion
of one’s heart must be to Him alone. This significance is emphasised
in the following prayer of the Prophet Muhammad, which he uttered

after the five times daily devotional services :

“O Allah, Our Lord and the Lord of every thing. I am
witness that Thou art the Only Lord. No associate hast
Thou. O Allah, Our Lord and the Lord of everything!
1 am witness that Muhammad is Thy servant and Thy
Prophet. O Allah, Our Lord and the Lord of everything,
1 am witness that all your servants are brothers to each
othet.” (Musnad Ahmad & Abu Dawud).

Three kinds of witness is found in this prayer. The first is
that Allah is One, no associate has He, and none is like Him. The
second is that Muhammad is a servant and Messenger of Allah.
Inspite of this grand personality he has no share in any of the Divine
Attributes. The third is that all human beings ate equal and brother
10 each other. Thus side by side with tne Unity of Allah there
exists a testimony to the unity of humanity.

At the time of the appearance of Islam, humanity at large was
very much in need of two things viz., the Oneness of God and the
equality of the human race. Although the world today has
basically accepted the Unity of the Godhead yet they turn a deaf
ear to Unity in His attributes and unity in obedience to Him.
The prime cause of this is that man is prone to worship man,
religious leaders or political leaders. Nay, there are religions in which
the worship of animals, trees.and even stones, is still. extant.
Means and Ends , ‘

It is universally acknowledged that there are some means to
acquire certain ends. As man progresses intellectually, means
may vary but the ends always remain the same. Cow’s milk and
the ox-plough were means through which human food was acquired.
But scientific developments have now replaced these arduous and
inefficient means by easier and more effective methods. Whereas
previously the cow and ox were used for agriculture, now diesel
and electricity have supplanted these.
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It is essential to note that though there may be various means
by which the same end and likewise truth may be attained. That
end or truth remains firmly established. Culture’s primary purport
is the cultivation and growth of the human mind.

Arabs’ Benevolence to Hindus

The three letters alif, laam and meem, denote a long period in
the history of mankind. God had created the cow, and for man’s
benefit, had placed in it the ability to draw loads, plough and
irrigate the land. He had also created man and instilled in his
brain the skill to extract work from the cow. So that the human
mind thought up ways of bringing the cow under yoke by joining
wood and iron to form a plough. The milking of the cow was also
a difficult process. Today we easily extract milk from the cow.
But wild cows were not easily- domesticated, nor did they give
milk as easily and in such large quantity as they do now. The

It is interesting to note that the original home of the cow was
Arabia. But due to the disagreeable climate, it migrated from
there. (The Book of "Knowledge). The Arabs underwent
enormous difficulties to subdue the cow. Eventually they taught
the world how to drive the cow and milk it.

In Arabic language there are separate words for the wild and
domesticated cows. As regards the age, colour, size and sex, in ali
languages the cow and calf bear the most names. The Sanskrit
Dictionary Nighanatu cannot enumerate them all. The calf of a
wild cow alone has eight names respective to its ages, while that of
a tame cow has nine.

Anyway, as in a former time the Arabs gave to the world the
art of taming the wild cow, so in a later period the Arabian Prophet
gave to cow-worshippers a message i.e. “In the cattle quadrupeds
there is indeed a strong argument for you. We give you to drink
what is in the bellies—between dung and blood—pure milk which
is pleasant for the drinkers.” (16:66.) In Arabic language ‘ibrah is a
strong argument which does not let the human mind and intellect
remain stegnant, but takes it across from shore to shore. It is
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drived from ‘ubur which means to cross water.. Man has crossed
many stages in working the quadrupeds from which he derived
precious benefits. But these benefits of cattle (Arabic- ni'mat—
blessings, benefits—from which an‘am—cattle is derived) are given
by God for it is He Who, by means of their latent machinery, makes
delicicus milk to flow out of blood, dung and worthless straw.

In the above-mentioned Quranic verse there is more food for
thought for Mindus. Just as Almighty Allah has provided in
catile, milk for nourishment of your physical body, likewise He
has provided spiritual milk i.e. the Holy Quran for the nourishment
of your spirit. This Quranic veise is a precious nectar
for the sustenance of human mind and spirit. In it the
greatness of man is established above all the blessings of the world.
According to it no blessing is the sole monopoly of any nation, race,
colour or caste, nor does the Brahmin possess sole rights over
knowledge, the Kshatriya over Government, nor the Vaish over
Commerce. In its view, Brahmin, Kshatriya, Vaish, Shudras—ali
are equal. The example of the cow should be taken. Does it
deny its milk to the untouchables? Or does it give sweet milk to
the Brahmins and sour milk to the untouchables? Thus the first
and basic principle of Tslam is the oneness of God, next to it is the
equality of human race i.e. all men are brothers to each other,
genzrated from one pair, and all blessings of God are for all without
discrimination or exception.





