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All business correspondence and applications
showld be addressed to 'THE MANAGER of The
Light, Ahmadia Builidings, Lahore.  The subscrip-
pon is strictly payable in advauce, wouldybe sub-
geribers are requested to send their subseription with
their appliestions.  'The paper is not sent per V.L.P.
Subkeription may kindly be rewivied by M. O, or
postuge stamps.

The object of ‘The Light s to
Islamic docrines and o repudiate charges against
Islam bub the expenses inenrred in gebting  oub the
paper being very heavy and the subseription  being
only a pominal one, we respectiully appeal bo our
Muslim brethren to send  donabions  to help  the
Anjuman in making a free wide cireulation.

Students who cannot afford to pay the subserip-
tion, may send their applicatious for frece copics to
the Manager.

A fumber is assigned to each recipient.  In all
communications please quote that number.

Receipbs of the subseriplions are nob scut  to
sonders but they are acknowledged in the colnmus of
the Light. Subscribers are requested to  see that
ligt and if the remittance of any subscriber is not
acknowledeed therein he may kindly cominunicate

with the Manager.

Clorrespondence of Jiterary wature —nay be
addressed to the Bditor. Short articles, letters and
questions will also be welcome. Non-Muslims are also
invited to send questions to he snswered.
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NOTES.

islam the Religion f Tolerance.

«he religion of the Tark,” said Khalid Shel-
drake, an Ynelish Muslim ¢ is alleged to be intole-

raub. Lt us exawine this :

« Thirteen hundred years ago a great charter
was delivered to mankiod through the lips of the
areab Prophes of Arabia, A new message was given
to theworld the like of which was up to that timne
anknown and which sounded the ~death-knell of
religions intolerance. Allah reveals to us in the
Holy Ioran those words : * L tkraha Jiddin® ¢ et
there be no compulsion in religion’). 1f M ahammad
(on whom be peace) had brought no obher revelation
vo maunkind yeu this was suflicient to render his
elaim to Prophethood iucontestable. Wherever
[slam extended its boundary for the first time people
of all shades of religious belief breathed freely.”

The Mosque in Paris.
The Moslem World writes :—

The newspapers gave an account of the found-
ation of the Mosque in Paris uuder such bitles as,

¢« Preneh hearts beat in unison  with Islam” *An
everlasting covenant,”vcte.  « The foundation stoue
was laid yesterday of the Moslem Institute and
Mosque in bhie presence of M. Goirat, Under-Secretary
of State, of Marshal Franched d’Hsperay, M. Peretti
de la Rocca, the Prefect of the Seine and of the
representatives of nearly all  the Moslem countrics
S B Benghabrit, President of Ilabbous, made the
first speech.  [le staved that the momument is proof
to the world of the insoluble friendship between
Islio.and France. whose humane and wise policy he
praised. The President of the Municipal Council and
the Prefect of the Scine declared that Parig would
never forgel bhe heroism of the Moslem soldiers who
had helped to save her. M. Coirat, in the name ol
the Government, reminded his hearers that this was
a friendship of long standing. Misunderstandings
hebween Turkey and Prance were only trausient and
cowld never shake she foundations of a friendship
based on the nature of the French and Moslem
charatter. France wislies Lo cnsure to her 25,000,000
Moslem subjects the development of their cconomic
intellectnal future, bus she makes it a duby to
respect their traditions and their faith. He conclud-
ed  with these words; « Secing this minaret Paris
will remember the thousands of tombs of Moslein
soldiers fallen on French soil.”

The French Government have set an
example which should be followed by
England, as she rules over the largest
pumber of Muslims in the world. £ the
« Briti-h bearts beat in unison with Islam,”
it will go to congolidate the DBritish

Empire.
Denies Divinity of Jesus.

The Rev. Dr. Samuel Davie McConnell, once
rector of Moly Trinity Church, Brooklyn and for
half a century a widely-known clergyman of the
Protestant Bpiscopal Church, in a book published
rocently renounces the faith ou which Christian
churches are founded, dismisses as incredible the
miracles recounted in the New Testament and denies
the Diviuity of Christ.

The jacket of the book bears the following :—

« 1 have heen for 50 years a minister in the
church. 1 entercd the ministry with euthusiasm,
believing as 1 did that the church was the one
organization in the world of Divine institution, thab
it owes its etigin Lo Jesus Ohrist, and that He was
ghe unique Non of tod. ¥ have been reluctantly led
to the conclusion vhat neue of these things is true.”

The chureh, Dr. McUonnell believes, hag in it
mueh more of paganism than of the life of Chriat,
and asserts that mauny, if not most of the ceremo-
nies of Lhe church, are far older than Christ, some of
them springing, he says, from the time of priwitive
mat.
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Tho known fucts of the Tlife of Jesus Christ,
Dr. McConunell says, in o chapber entibied «.Jesus of
the Gospels,” would fill less than u column of news-
paper space, and that far less is known of Him than
of several other personages of the time,

In summarizing the contents of his  hook  Dr.

McConnell says;

“The educated and practical world Dol alike
are steadily drawing away from the church. I have
-watched this movement for 50 vears.

“ Can anything ve done bo reverse ib?

¢ First of all, the church must open her eyes

- and look but she must not look at things as they

were in the VFourth Century the Twelfoh, or the

Righteenth. She should ue longer rest in a fool's
paradise.”

Dr. McConnell’s explanation of h's book is brief.

“TFar too long, 1 have been silent,” he  said.
“ I wauted to be sure of speaking.  Fifty years is
.surely loug enough for consideration. Now 1 openly
uvow Iny convictions, and leave it to the chareh to
do with me as it sces fib6. Bu: T confess I do so with
the hope that, after T have said all 1 have to suy,
the church may decide that 1 and such as I, have a
place in its ministry.”

THE LIGHT.
Dated the 160 el 1923,

The “Ummi ” frophet.

~—AND—

Trox Mixacurous Cuaracrer or Tux Quraxn.

Dr. Zwemer, the Iiditor of the *Mos-

lem World,” has in a lengthy nrticle dig-
cussed the question whether the Holy
Prophet (may peace and blessings of God
be upon him) could rend or write. The sub-
ject, however, has not b en denlt with from
the historical point of view.  The writer's
robject is not to find out truth He is
anxious only to refute the “arcument” for
miraculous character of the Holy Quran.
He fravkly adwits that it has been, for
centuries, a controverted question. He
also recognises that some Muslims aflirm
it, while atbers deny ir, yet he “is  especi-
ally interested in the deuinl; hociuse it is

- generally used (o fortify their arcuments
for the “iniraculous character of the Kuran.”

~ This reveals the spirit with which a typical
Christian missionnry studies Islam. He
would not care to find out reality. He
* would not exumine the mnrter properly;
he would not sift the chaff from grain,

. but he would gather together the muterinl,
whatever it may be, to strengthen his
“own perverted view. He would like to
be feasted on fallacious asgnments in
order to satisfy his appetite for Inying

‘unfounded charges against Islam. [n a-

word, in thestudy of our religion he would
reject facts aund take up fiction. le would,

when the ocension demands invent stories;
and would draw far-fetched inferences
from simple and ordinary things  Dr.
Zwemer’s article under review forms &
typical illustration of this generalisation,

I

In the first section of bis article, the
writer Inys stress on the point that reading
and writing was fairly common at Meccn
ar the time of the Holy Prophet’s birth.
He quotes Muir who says: ¢ It is evident
that writing of some wort was known and
practised nr Mecea long before A, D. 560.”
However, the historicu! evidence which he
has produced on the point, does not show
that reading and writing was % ¢ommon ”
at Mecea at the time of the Prophet. For
instance the tradition that Abul Abbns,
the uncle of the Holy Prophet, *“left be-
hind him a camel-lond of Mss” does not
neces-arily prove that writing was % ¢om-
monly " practised in Mecen, nor does Ali's,
Jdaber’s und Yaser's *f being in habit of
rending the Tuurat und the Injil ” prove it.
Almost in every society, however illiterate
it may be, some people are found who
do the cleriecnl work, but their existence’
does nut e-tablish that reading and writing
is commoniy practised in that society. The
expression, ‘‘cnmel-lond of Mss,” muy
appear, at the first glance, to a  prosnic
mind » strong arguments in favour of the
writer's conclusion; yet those. who are
fumiliar with the hyperbliesl terws of the
Oriental Inngunges will not ke it literally,
The writer himaelf is an Arabic scholar
and appenrs to be guarded agninst exaguer-
ation of the chironiclers It is for this
resson, perhsps, that he questions the
accuracy of the report that < only seven-
teen men were nble to write” at Mecea ag
the time of the Prophet; as he thinks this
number to be under-estimated, nor is he
prepared to accept the report that the
amanuenses of the Prophet ‘“ numbered
no less than forty two ”; because he consi-
ders it to be too large a number. Now,
the safest course to  determine ‘the truth
i8 to take the avernge of these two nnm-
bers, by summing them up together and

dividing the total by two. It will be
something about 29 Thus, if there were
only 29 men who could read or write in

the whole city of Mecca~ the place which
was the  commercinl centie of the trade
going on between Arnbin, snd Syrin,~no
impartial man will say  that “the art of
reading and writing was not uncommon.”
Yet Dr. Zwemer has got the auducity  to
arrive at such a strange couclusion; becauge
his only motive is to attack the “ miraculous
character of the IKoran.” The suggestion
that nmong  the wives of the Prophet
* Ayesha and Hafza could rend and write,”
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and therefore ¢ he might hnve learned the

art trom two of his wives,” ns he wus
“ himsell 10 intelligent man ” jR a mere

conjecture, Without any positive proof.
There is not a single oceasion in his whole
life on which the Holy DProphet wrote a
document or a letter with his own hand.

11.

Whet, then, is the basis of Dr. Zwe-
mer’s suppogidon that the Holy Prophet
knew rending and wniting? Lvis, 1 think,
the different significauces which the word
“pmmi» conveys  Ilis whole argument
hinges on the point that the word * wmmi,”
on which the genernl deninl of the Pro-
pbet’s ability to read und write is based
does not necessarily mean illiterate.  He
quotes Paliner, and Ruadwell to show thnt
the word is used in the sense of gentile—t.e.
th people who are not acuainted with
any revesled book.  This 18, however,
contendicted by the Holy Qurenn itself,
because in 11; v T+ we find that the Jews,
who are spoken of as the ¢ People of the
Book ” throughout the Iloly Quran nre
ealled * Ummi” 1 will quote bere Paliner’s
Translation :—* Aud some of them (Jews)
are illiterate foll: ttey kncw not the  book
but only idle tales.” This is enough to
prove that the word Ummi is not an
equivalent to the Eoglish word gentile or
nou-Jew.

The word, in fact, cnrries three signi-
ficances : (1) ene who himself does not
know r-ading aud writing (2) an Arab, or
belonging to Arabs, becnuse thev were
generaily illiternte people and (3) one
belonging to Um-ul-Qura mother of the
cities, ie. Meccn, hevce Mecean.  The
Holy Prophet was an “ummi” in all the
three senses. He did not know how to
rend nnd write, he was an Arab, and he
lived ut Mecen. The fact that the Prophet
wa: unable to read snd write before revela-
tion came to him cannot be dispured. The
Quraa is conclusive on this point :—** And
you did not read before it any beok, nor
did you trauscribe with y ur right hand”
(29:48). The point, that he lenrnt the
art of reading and writing after revelation,
is controversial; and on thrs the Christian
propagandist has concentrated bis force of
criticism.  But there is no  bistorical
evidence to prove that the Holy Propbet
took lesgnns in reading nud writing after
his call. Such n thing weculd bave been
quite con-picuous. During his whole life
the Prophet nlways ordered his attendants
to rend and write letters for himn; even the
verses of the Holy Quran for whose preserva-
tion he was very particulur, were written
by others. 1t seems impossible for a man

who could read snd write always to  avoid
it.  What for then did the Tloly Prophet
tnke the trouble of lenrning the art after
the age of 40, because he was forty when
the revelation came? Did he learn reading
and writing never to make n use of it?
Dr. Zwemer says that “bhe bad his own
wise reasons for not reading and writing
himself.” But after indulging in the
indescent habit of ascribing motives to
others, the writer forgets his own argu-
ment, and quotes the single occasion on
which the Loly Prophes is reported fo
have writfen or erased  rome words as g
conclusive proof of his literncy.  Here
perhaps the writer has no * wise rensons”
to expose the hollowness of his wicked
suggestion that the Holy Prophet used to
cencesl his abililty to read and write with
a set purpose. Itis truethat in the
trenty between the DProphet and the
Quraish at Hudaibiyys, when Ali refused

to ernse the words &l J,.) (Apostle of

Allub) the Prophet himself took the docu-
ment and erased the words.  The report
given in the Bukbarec ouly mentions the

eraxing of the words a1 )y ) (Apostle of

Allab); while that given in the Muslim
adds that he wrote the words alll we g}

(Son of Abudlla) in stead. Now, let us
take the latter cuse i.e. in which the Holy
Prophet erated some words and wrote
others in stead. Dr. Zwemer, will not I
think, hegitate in admirting that the words
which are said to be erased and written by
the Prophet are the part of his name.

The words alll Jyu) (Apostle of Allah)

form the permanent epithet of the name
of the Prophet, and the words sl sue )

(Son of Abdulls) are also a part of his
name; as according to the Arab custom =
man always wrote the nume of hia father
with his own. The Holy Prophet was
not only » divine teacher, but also the
head of the Muslim commonwenlth; aud
ag such be stcod in need of signing impor-
tant documents, written on . his behalf.
It is but natural, therefore, that he could
read or write his name.  But this does
not show that he knew the art of reading
and writing. There are hundreds and
thousands of people who are illiterate and
yet can read and writé their own names.

The report of Waqidi; which says
that the Prophet wrote, .at the fout of the
treaty, abous two lines with 1egard to the
ercuiubeucy of its terms on both the
parties may be rejected as unrelinble;
because (1) the most authentic works of
Hadis i.e. the Bukharée and the Muslim,
do not menticn it and (2) becnuse Wagidi
is admittedly an untsrustworthy reporter.
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Finully the writer mukes n mention
of the Prophet’s letter to the Makaukus
or Governor of Alexandrin A photo-
graphic reproduction of this letter hans
already been published in various Islamic
Journals. Dr. Zwewmer is of opiuion that
the letter is ““rupposed to  have been
written by Molmmomed  himself,”  but
he does not tell us on what ground
his ¢ supposition résts. 1t is true that
after the truce of Hudaibiyys, the Holy
Prophet sent n number of letters to the
various rulers of the world; and the
letter in question i8 one of thewn; but
like others it was written by any of
amanuenses of the Prophet.
nothing to show thnt he wrote tbis par-
ticular letter with his awo hands.  There
is » general coneurrence on the peint thag

the Holy Prophet could not read nor
write. ¢ The mwost generally accepted

view is " says the Encyclopnedin Britnnnien,
“ that he could do neither.va...oiennd the
most probable theory is that he could do
both but unekilfully.”

IV.

But with the editor of the ¢ Moslem
World,” it is not rhe point whether the
Holy Prophet could not read nor write;
or could do both unskilfnlly.  His point is
to attack the * mirnculou~ charncier” of
the Holy Que-sn.  His argument is that;
becnuse the Prophet could read or write,
however unskdfully it way be, it is no
wonder that te has produced a 1nirsculous
buok like the Qur-un. ’

But perhaps he has forgotten the
simple fuct that every literate mnn  cannot
be u peerless author, and every author
cannot claim the uniqueness of his pro-
duction. The Huoly Qur-na is adwnittedly
the finest piece of work in the whole
Aruabic liternture; aud even the hostile
critics of Islamn  have recognised the
.wonderful beauty of its langunge  The
Quran openly challenged its opponents to
produce a chapter like it; and none nwong
the educated o far, hus been uble to come
out successful in this test. 1s it not this
miraculous?

Aguin, the Holy Book brought about
a unique reformation first in Arabin and
~then in the whole world. 1t raised the
“ children of the desert” to such anu emise-
nce that the great empires of Rome and

There is

Persia crumbled down ‘under their feet.
It apread light and learning throughout
the old world—even to Ifurope which at
thut time was Inbouring under darkness of
ignorance snd superstition.  Is not this
the miracle of miracles?

Lt should, however, borne in mind
that the Mu-lims, do not base the mirncul-
ous charater of the Quarn on the illiteracy
of the Prophet. It is the matchless benuty
of the langunge, the profoundness of
philosophy, the purity of teachings, and
nbove all the grent rveformation, brought
about by it, that make the lloly Quran a
unique Book in the world.

Questions and Answers,
Mr. Mubammad Al Bffand) :—

Q 1. I ib useessury and permissible to follow a
Peer?

A. No, it is not essential that we should follow
a particular man and pay homage to him. - We
should only follow the teachings of Islam.  "The
priest, craft has proved detrimental to Islam and henee
the system of following  Ieers” should be avoided.

Q. 2. What is the Babi religion? .

A. Thie chief doctrine of this religion is that
the Islamne Jaw is o £ final and that the teachings
of the Qur-an also like the teachings of the previous
seriptures are subject bo changes  and alterations.
Couscquently fub-« believe that new prophets can
appear whe can modity the bilawic aw.

Q. 3 Will you kindly send me « photo of the
late Mirza Ghulam Abiad?

A, Sorry, 1 have nob got ib.
Q 4. llow many are the pillars of Islam?

A, Tive. wiz., heliel in the unity of God and
apostleship of Muhwmmad (imay peace and  blessings
of God he upon him)y 2y praver, (3) fasting (4)
pilgrimage (5) poor rates i.o. Zkat.

Q. 5. Is it permissible to draw a photo?

A. Yes, there is no harin in the legitimate use
of the art

Q. & What is the dilference hetween a Sunni
and & Abl-i-Hadis?

A. The followers of Imam Abu Hanifa, and
other Tmams are venerally called Sunni; while tliose
who stick to Hadis ave called Ahl-i-Hadis,

Important Notice.
The subseribers are earnestly requested to  send
their snbscription for the next year as soon as the
date of Lhe previous subscription expires.  In case of
defanlt che manager shall have to discharge his
painful duty of witi-holding the paper, Gill the

receipe of the new subseriplion.
MANAGER.
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