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INTRODUCTION

Muhammad was a Prophet of Islam who was divinely inspired to preach and confirm the monotheistic teachings of Adam, Abraham, Moses, Jesus, and other Prophets (Esposito 2002, pp. 4–5). 

The Prophethood of Muhammad has been affirmed by many scholars, both Muslim and non-Muslim, although they differ on whether it is obligatory for all people to follow Islam. Some scholars have presented Muhammad primarily as a political leader who united the Arabs, elevated their social and economic status, and brought them into the sphere of civilization. Syriac and Byzantine sources, such as Brock, S.P. (1982) in his book Syriac Views of Emergent Islam, depicted Muhammad not as a divine Prophet but as a political figure who sought to unite the Arabs.​[1]

A few scholars have gone further, arguing that Muhammad never existed. In 2007, Karl-Heinz Ohlig(15 September 1938 – 14 January 2024) suggested that the person of Muhammad was not central to early Islam and that, at its earliest stage, Islam was in fact an Arabic Christian sect objecting to the concept of the Trinity(Nigosian 2004, p. 6.) Sven Kalisch (2008) and Hans Jansen (2011),  expressed similar views. These arguments are strange, given that the place where Muhammad lived is still present today, his grave is well known, and numerous biographies have been written by historians. The existence of Muhammad is therefore a well-established fact.

Historically, Muhammad was first criticized by Arab idol worshipers, as he opposed polytheism and denounced idol worship. Christian scholars also opposed him because the Qur’an rejected the doctrines of the Trinity and the divinity of Jesus. St. John of Damascus(born AD 675 ), in his Critique of Islam, strongly attacked Muhammad and Islam.​[2] Martin Luther( 10 November 1483– 18 February 1546) also referred to Muhammad as “a devil and first-born child of Satan.”​[3]

During the middle ages, many Western and Byzantine Christian thinkers claimed that Muhammad was a deplorable man, a false Prophet, the Antichrist, or one possessed by demons. Thomas Aquinas( 1225 –  1274) criticized Muhammad as a man driven by sensuality (Goddard 2000). The British writer James Miller in 1744 and the French scholar Voltaire in 1736 also labeled Muhammad a false Prophet and an impostor. The accusation of falsehood is not new: even Jesus was accused by Schweitzer (1968), who claimed that Jesus was not a real person but only a historical figure. In some modern films, Jesus has been portrayed in controversial ways such as “Jesus the Feminist” or “Jesus the Homosexual.”​[4]

In the 12th century, Peter the Venerable claimed that Muhammad was the precursor to the Antichrist, and the successor of Arius (Kenneth M. Setton, 1992). In the 13th century, European scholars such as Pedro Pascual(born April 2, 1975) and Ricoldo de Monte Croce1243–1320) depicted Muhammad as the Antichrist and argued that Islam was a Christian heresy (Muhammad, Encyclopædia Britannica, 2007). Early European literature often referred to Muhammad unfavorably, interpreting his biography through a Christian religious lens, that portrayed him as someone who seduced the Saracens into submission under a false guise of holiness (Smith 2003, p.15). 

Some medieval writers even claimed that Muhammad was possessed by Satan, calling him a “precursor of the Antichrist” or the Antichrist himself.​[5] In the middle ages, Jewish writers described Muhammad as ha-Meshuggah (“the Madman”), a biblical term for those who believe themselves to be Prophets but are not true Prophets (Stillman, 1979). 

Voltaire, in a 1740 letter to Frederick II of Prussia, attributed Muhammad’s influence to superstition, describing him as “a Tartuffe with a sword in his hand” (Minois, 2012).

In modern times, many non-Muslims and Westerners continue to misunderstand Muhammad’s biography due to reliance on unreliable sources, causing Islam to be seen as the religion which teaches terrorism. After the September eleven bombing, Muslims were claimed to be behind the attack. The attacks, claimed to have been carried out by Islamic extremist group al-Qaeda against targets in the United States, were the deadliest terrorist attacks on American soil.​[6]

The September eleven attack reinforced Islamophobia worldwide, thus causing irrational fear of, hostility towards, or hatred against the religion of Islam or Muslims in general. It made many non-Muslims to believe that Muhammad was a terrorist prophet, who taught terrorism and Islam become the world threat (Miles & Brown 2003, p. 166). Islamophobia intensified after September 11, further spreading the belief that Islam was a “religion of the sword” and that Muhammad was merely a military ruler and not a divine Prophet.​[7]

On the other hand, several Muslim and non-Muslim scholars presented Muhammad as a great man, leader, and divine Prophet. Michael H. Hart (1978) ranked Muhammad among the most successful figures in history, both religiously and secularly. Annie Besant (1847–1933), a British socialist, considered him a mighty Prophet and a great messenger. William Draper (1721–1787), a British Army officer, described Muhammad as a Prophet of God. George Bernard Shaw (1936) commented that if Muhammad were alive today, he would be capable of solving the world’s problems. Alphonse de Lamartine (1790–1869), a French poet and statesman, stated that no man could be compared with Muhammad. 

Leo Tolstoy (1828–1910), one of Russia’s greatest writers, observed that Muhammad stood above Christianity, as he did not claim divinity for himself nor attribute humanity to God. Montgomery Watt (1909–2006), a Scottish historian and Anglican priest, produced classic biographies Muhammad at Mecca (1953) and Muhammad at Medina (1956), in which he argued that Muhammad was not an impostor but a man of integrity and good character. Mahatma Gandhi (October 1869 – 30 January 1948) in 1924 also argued that Muhammad’s success was not achieved by the sword.​[8]

Some Christian and Jewish scholars even acknowledged Muhammad’s Prophethood and accepted Islam. Among them were Waraqa ibn Nawfal, a Christian monk who affirmed Muhammad’s mission at its very beginning, Leopold Weiss (who embraced Islam in the 1920s), Marmaduke Pickthall (1917), Hamza Yusuf (1970s), and Yusuf Estes (1990s) .There are also many Jewish scholars who converted to Islam such as the Jewish Rabi Abdalla ibn Salami who embraced Islam and admitted that Muhammad was prophesied in the Bible. The Jewish Rabi, Zayd ibn Su‘nah, accepted Islam, and there was a Jewish boy embraces Islam just before his death. Ka'ab al-Ahbar –  a Yemenite Jewish scholar converted  to Islam after death of prophet Muhammad during the caliphate of Umar. Another good example is Wahab ibn Munabbih,(born in 34 AH / 654–655 CE) in Dhamar, a town near Sanaa in Yemen, he was a Jewish scholar who was a scholar in Israilliyat (stories of Jewish tradition).​[9] These scholars acknowledged the prophet hood of Muhammad and knew the obligation of following Islamic religion and so they converted to Islam.

Many Westerners today learn about Muhammad mainly from mass media or selective writings. The question remains: why do people hesitate to accept his religion? The book discusses the obstacles that contribute to the limited response to Muslim efforts to convince non-Muslims that Muhammad is the Prophet of God.  The book will provide public awareness of its obligation to follow Muhammad as the final Prophet.  And express the consequences of rejecting his message.
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Both non-Muslim scholars and normal people claimed that Muhammad wasn't a true prophet; there are several claims put forward against the prophethood of Muhammad. David Wood (born 1976), an American evangelical apologist and philosopher, put forward 50 claims against the prophethood of Muhammad.​[10] This chapter discusses the claims put forward by non-Muslim scholars who claim that Muhammad was not a true prophet and the criticism of their claims.

1.Allegation that Muhammad was not a prophet but a poet

Meccas claimed that Muhammad was a poet (Qur'an 69:41, 44:1). This claim is weak because the Qur'an itself confirmed that Muhammad was not a poet, and what he brought was the revelation from God Almighty (Qur'an 36:69). Muslim scholars have commented that Muhammad wasn't a poet. Qurtuby (d. 1273 CE), in the commentary of the above verse (Qur'an 36:69), argued that Muhammad had no training in poetry and his speech did not follow the rules of Arabic poetry. Al-Tabari (d. 923 CE), in the commentary of the same verse (Qur'an 36:69), commented that the Qur'an refuted the claim that Muhammad was a poet (Tabary vol. 19, p. 480). Fakhr al-Din al-Razi (d. 1209 CE), in his translation of the Qur'an titled Tafsir al-Kabir, argued that Muhammad disliked poetry and never wrote a poem. In his translation of the Qur'an, Ibn Kathir (d. 1373 CE) mentioned that the Prophet never composed poetry and had no reputation as a poet. Muhammad Asad (d. 1992 CE), in the translation of Chapter 36 of the Qur'an, mentioned that Muhammad's detachment from poetry underscores the non-literary origin of the Qur'an. ​[11]

Non-Muslim scholars also refuted the idea that Muhammad was a poet and the Qur'an came from poetry. Toshihiko Izutsu (1914–1993), a well-known Japanese scholar of Islamic studies, in his work Ethico-Religious Concept in the Qur'an (1966), insisted that the Qur'an doesn't fit into the traditional structure of Arabic poetry. ​[12] 

Johann Wolfgang (1749–1832) said that Muhammad was not a poet, but he is a prophet, and the Qur'an is the divine law. ​[13] The Qur'an rejected the idea that it is a poem, but a divine revelation (Qur'an 69:41). The Qur'an mentioned that poets are followed by deviators (Qur'an 26:224).

Prophet himself said that poetry is the most despised speech to him; he also said, "I am not a poet, nor is it befitting for me." Abu Bakar said that Muhammad did not recite poetry. Labib (505–661) was a distinguished Arabian poet at the time of Muhammad. He accepted Islam after reading the Qur'an, and he concluded that the Qur'an is not poetry (Thatcher 1911, p. 5).

The modern-day poet Johann Wolfgang von Goethe (1749–1832), a German poet, concluded that Muhammad was not a poet but he was a prophet, and the Qur'an is not a book authored by a human being, but it is a divine law.​[14]

If the Qur'an were poetry, mankind and Jinn could produce the same thing, but they could not (Qur'an 17:88).
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2.  ​Muhammad was a magician, sorcerer, or soothsayer
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The Mecca pagans claimed that Muhammad was a sahir (sorcerer), as mentioned in the Qur'an (74:24), a kahin (soothsayer), and a majnoon (madman), as quoted in the Qur'an (21:5), also a madman as in the Qur'an (68:2–5).

This is because of the powerful and rhythmic nature of the Qur'an. The Qur'an rejected the claim that it is the word of a soothsayer or a magician (Qur'an 69:41–43). The Qur'an also rejected the claim that Muhammad was a soothsayer. Allah mentioned that Muhammad is not, by the favor of Allah, a soothsayer or a madman (Qur'an 52:29).

Soothsayers and sorcerers are people descended from Satan, and they deceive others. After Satan's deception, the soothsayer deceives other people. Allah says, "Shall I inform you upon whom the devils descend? They descend upon every sinful liar. They pass on what is heard, and most of them are liars." (Qur'an 26:221–223).

Al-Qurtubi (d. 1273 CE), in his translation of the Qur'an Tafsyr al-Jami 'l-Ahkam al-Qur'an, commented on Qur'an (52:29) that the Qur'an doesn't contain ambiguous words, manipulation, or guessing, so it is not the word of a soothsayer. Ibn Kathir (d. 1373 CE) commented on the verse (Qur'an 69:41–43) that Muhammad is not a poet, a soothsayer, or insane, but receives revelations from God Almighty. Edward Gibbon said, "Muhammad’s laws of prayers, fasting, pilgrimage were proof of sincerity and not an art of a magician."

Non-Muslim scholars rejected the claim that Muhammad was a magician or soothsayer. Washington Irving, an American biographer, in his book Life of Mahomet, said that Muhammad's personality was sincere and wise, countering claims of being a sorcerer. De Lacy Leary, the British Orientalist, commented that Muhammad's work was not an act of a magician but he was a social reformer. Washington Irving described the Prophet's personality as sincere and wise, rejecting the claim that he was a sorcerer. Edward Gibbon proved that Muhammad was sincere and not a magician.
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3.  ​Muhammad was a madman or possessed
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Meccas commented that Muhammad was majnoon, meaning a madman (Qur'an). The Qur'an rejected the claim that Muhammad was a madman. Allah says: “By the inkstand and the pen and what they write. By the grace of your Lord, you are not mad” (Qur'an 68:1–2). Also, the Qur'an rejected that claim in several verses (Qur'an 52:29, 81:22–25, 34:46). All these verses concluded that Muhammad wasn't a madman but a prophet and a warner.

Tabary (d. 923 CE), in the translation of the verse (Qur'an 52:29), commented that the unmatched eloquence and coherence of the Qur'an prove that Muhammad was neither a madman nor a soothsayer. Al-Razi (d. 1209 CE), in his translation named Tafsir Kabir, argued that the Qur'an's structure and wisdom couldn't come from a madman or a poet, and Muhammad's noble character and moral integrity disprove such allegations. Ibn Kathir (d. 1373 CE) mentioned that Muhammad achieved very high achievements in social, military, and religious aspects which a madman or soothsayer could never achieve. Al-Ghazali (d. 1111 CE), in his book Al-Qistas al-Raqim, argued that revelation is a higher form of knowledge that is superior to rational poetic insight.

Jesus was also mentioned as a madman and possessed by demons by those who rejected his prophet-hood (Mark 3:20–22).

Non-Muslim scholars also rejected the claim that Muhammad was a madman. William Montgomery Watt(d.2006) rejected the idea that Muhammad was mentally unstable because his life showed wisdom and strategic intelligence. Karen Armstrong,(b.1944) in her work Muhammad: A Prophet of Our Time, defended Muhammad's mental clarity and rejected Western myths about him. Thomas Carlyle,(1795-1881)in his work Hero and Hero Worship, rejected the idea that Muhammad was a liar or insane. W.H.T. Gairdner rejected the accusation of madness against Muhammad and rejected the idea that he made a deliberate deception. Edward Gibbon, in his book The Decline and Fall of the Roman Empire, refuted the claim that Muhammad was mentally disturbed.
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4.  ​​Muhammad was a fabricator or a liar
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The Qur'an mentions that the pagans accused Muhammad of fabricating revelation (Qur'an 25:4). The Qur'an itself rejected the claim that Muhammad fabricated the Qur'an (Qur'an 25:4, 46:8). The Qur'an said that Muhammad is not a liar but a Prophet and a messenger of God almighty (Qur'an 81:22).

Tabary (d. 923 CE), in the commentary of Qur'an (25:4), rejected the accusation of fabrication of the Qur'an. Fakhr al-Din al-Razi (d. 1209 CE), in his commentary Tafsir al-Kabir, explained that if Muhammad had fabricated the Qur'an, his opponents would have been able to replicate it, which they failed to do. Ibn Kathir (d. 1373 CE), in his commentary of Qur'an (25:4), confirmed that the Qur'an came from Allah and not from fabrication. Al-Qurtubi (d. 1273 CE), in his commentary of Qur'an (25:4), confirmed that Muhammad was accused of fabrication, but this was false because the Qur'an is divine revelation.

The Qur'an itself challenged mankind and Jinn to produce even a chapter similar to it if they believed it was fabricated, but they failed (Qur'an 2:23, 10:38, 11:13, 17:88).  Non-Muslim scholars also rejected the claim that Muhammad was a liar or fabricator. Thomas Carlyle,(d 1881) in Heroes and Hero Worship, said that a false man found a religion that lasts more than 1,000 years is not possible. Montgomery Watt(1909-2006) also rejected the claim of fabrication, stating that Muhammad was sincere and could not be a liar. Edward Gibbon also rejected the claim of fabrication, arguing that Muhammad was honest and truthful.



	[image: ]

	 
	[image: ]





[image: ]


5.  ​Muhammad was accused of learning from others
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The pagans of Mecca claimed that Muhammad learned the Qur'an from others. They alleged that he was taught by a foreigner (Qur'an 16:103). The Qur'an rejected this claim and confirmed that the one they accused was a non-Arab whose language was foreign, while the Qur'an is in clear Arabic.

Ibn Kathir (d. 1373 CE), in his commentary of Qur'an (16:103), explained that the Qur'an was revealed in clear Arabic, and it is impossible for Muhammad to learn from a foreigner. Fakhr al-Din al-Razi (d. 1209 CE) said that the eloquence of the Qur'an cannot come from a human teacher. Al-Qurtubi (d. 1273 CE) also argued that the Qur'an’s clarity and Arabic linguistic mastery disprove this accusation.

Historically, it was also claimed that Muhammad learned from Waraqa ibn Nawfal, a Christian scholar, but Waraqa died at an early stage of Muhammad’s prophethood and thus could not be the source of the Qur'an. Non-Muslim scholars also refuted the claim. William Montgomery Watt(1909-2006) argued that Muhammad’s environment could not explain the Qur'an because it was beyond the capacity of his time. Karen Armstrong(b.1944) argued that Muhammad’s revelations were beyond what could be taught by others.
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​​6. The claim that the Qur'an is a collection of tales of the ancients
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The Qur'an mentions that Meccas accused Muhammad of writing "the tales of the ancients" (Qur'an 25:5, 16:24, 83:13). The Qur'an rejected the claim and affirmed that it is revelation from God (Qur'an 25:6).

Tabary (d. 923 CE), in his commentary of Qur'an (25:5), said the pagans alleged that Muhammad copied the Qur'an from past tales, but Allah revealed that it is divine. Al-Qurtubi (d. 1273 CE) commented that the Qur'an’s message and eloquence distinguish it from human tales. Fakhr al-Din al-Razi (d. 1209 CE) explained that the Qur'an deals with deep theological, moral, and legal issues that cannot be mere tales. Ibn Kathir (d. 1373 CE) also argued that the Qur'an is divine revelation, not human stories.

Non-Muslim scholars also rejected the claim. William Muir( 1819-1905), a Scottish Orientalist, commented that the Qur'an contains principles and laws which cannot be regarded as tales. Washington Irving said the Qur'an cannot be reduced to old fables but contains wisdom and truth.​

7.  Muhammad a poet not a Prophet

The Qur'an mentions that the pagans accused Muhammad of being a poet (Qur'an 21:5, 37:36, 52:30, 69:41). The Qur'an rejected the claim, stating that the Qur'an is not poetry and Muhammad is not a poet (Qur'an 36:69, 69:41).

Ibn Kathir (d. 1373 CE), in his commentary of Qur'an (36:69), explained that the Qur'an is not poetry because it does not follow the meter and rhyme of Arabic poetry. Fakhr al-Din al-Razi (d. 1209 CE) also rejected the claim by saying that the Qur'an’s style is unique and different from poetry. Al-Qurtubi (d. 1273 CE) emphasized that Muhammad was unlettered and could not have been a poet. Tabary (d. 923 CE) also rejected the accusation, stating that the Qur'an is divine revelation.

Non-Muslim scholars also rejected the claim. Arthur J. Arberry,(12 May 1905, – 2 October 1969,) an English Orientalist, commented that the Qur'an is neither poetry nor prose but a unique form of expression. William Muir(d.1905) also argued that the Qur'an’s style is not poetry but a distinct form.



	[image: ]

	 
	[image: ]





[image: ]


8.  ​​Muhammad was accused of being a soothsayer or possessed
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The Qur'an mentions that Muhammad was accused of being a soothsayer or possessed (Qur'an 52:29, 69:42). The Qur'an rejected this claim, affirming that Muhammad is not a soothsayer and is not possessed (Qur'an 81:22, 81:25).

Ibn Kathir (d. 1373 CE), in his commentary of Qur'an (52:29)

, explained that Muhammad is not a soothsayer because soothsayers deal with lies and deception, while Muhammad conveyed the truth. Fakhr al-Din al-Razi (d. 1209 CE) said that Muhammad was not possessed because he was consistent, wise, and rational in his message. Al-Qurtubi (d. 1273 CE) emphasized that Muhammad was not possessed, as he delivered a coherent and divine message. Tabary (d. 923 CE) also confirmed that Muhammad was not a soothsayer.

Non-Muslim scholars also rejected the accusation. Thomas Carlyle( 1795-1881) argued that Muhammad was not possessed but a sincere man delivering truth. Montgomery Watt(d. 2006) emphasized that Muhammad’s rational and consistent message proves that he was not possessed.
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​​9.The claim that Muhammad’s message was magic
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The Qur'an mentions that the pagans accused Muhammad’s message of being magic (Qur'an 38:4, 74:24). The Qur'an rejected this claim, affirming that it is divine revelation and not magic (Qur'an 10:2, 46:7).

Ibn Kathir (d. 1373 CE), in his commentary of Qur'an (74:24), explained that the Qur'an is not magic but revelation from Allah. Fakhr al-Din al-Razi (d. 1209 CE) argued that the Qur'an contains wisdom and guidance, unlike magic which is deception. Al-Qurtubi (d. 1273 CE) stated that the Qur'an cannot be magic because of its eloquence and divine origin. Tabary (d. 923 CE) also rejected the claim that the Qur'an is magic.

Non-Muslim scholars also rejected the accusation. William Montgomery Watt (d.2006) argued that the Qur'an’s content and impact cannot be regarded as magic. Edward Gibbon emphasized that Muhammad’s message was rational and moral, not magical.

Muhammad was the most respected man in Arab society who had noble, distinguished good manners. He was history's greatest moral example in the history of humankind. He was entitled to be trustworthy.​[15]
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​​10.Muhammad copied the Qur'an from Bahira


[image: ]




Riccoldo da Monte di Croce (c. 1243–1320), in his treatise entitled Contra Legem Sarracenorum, portrayed Muhammad as a person struck by epilepsy who longed to become king of the Arabs and was taught by Bahira (Dawczyk, 2019).

This claim is considered false because Bahira was dead during the period of Muhammad's prophethood, and they never met. The case of Bahira is highly controversial among both Muslim and Christian scholars, and some have deemed it unauthentic.​[16] Ibn Rajāʾ describes Muḥammad as being educated by the Christian monk Baḥīrā and two Jewish rabbis (Burman, 1994, pp. 41–43).

All accounts of Bahira and his meeting with Muhammad have been deemed fictitious by modern historians (Watt, 1961, p. 9). The case has also been rejected by some medieval Muslim scholars, such as al-Dhahabi (Anthony, 2020, p. 73), even though the story is found in Ibn Ishaaq (Roggema, 2008, p. 38).

Historian Patricia Crone, analyzing Bahira's story, came to the conclusion that the event never took place (Roggema, 2008, p. 42). Maxime Rodinson considers the motives behind the creation of the stories of Bahira to be apologetic (Rodinson, 2021, p. 47).

Muslim scholars, on the other hand, have rejected the authenticity of Bahira's story, including Ḥāfiẓ Dhahabī (d. 1348) in his books Mīzān (2:581), Tārīkh al-Islām (1:502), Siyar (S1:57), and Talkhīṣ al-Mustadrak (4229). Also, Sayyid Sulaymān Nadwī (d. 1953) in his book Takmilah (3:762) and Abū al-Ḥasan ʿAlī Nadwī (d. 1999) in the book al-Sīrah al-Nabawiyyah (p. 164).

Therefore, the authenticity of the Bahira event is doubtful, as many Muslim scholars have challenged the chain of these narrations. The only related event that all Muslim scholars agree on is the case of Waraqa ibn Nawfal, who also died before the prophethood of Muhammad.
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​​11.Muhammad copied from the Bible and the Torah
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Some stories in the Bible are similar to stories in the Qur'an. Stories about Adam, Noah, Abraham, Lot, Isaac, Ishmael, Jacob, Joseph, Moses, David, Goliath, Elisha, Jonah, Mary, and John the Baptist resemble each other in the Qur'an and the Bible, suggesting they come from the same source. Since there is only one God who has sent revelation, it is likely that some of the Bible contains true revelation from God.​[17]

William St. Clair Tisdall (1859–1928) in his book, The Original Sources of the Qur'an, claimed that Quranic stories were taken from apocryphal writings.

Jewish scholar Abraham Geiger (1810–1874) argued that Muhammad incorporated Jewish teachings into the Qur'an. In his book, Was hat Mohammed aus dem Judenthume aufgenommen? ("What has Muhammad received from Judaism?") (1833), Geiger claims that Prophet Muhammad copied many things from Judaism, including concepts, beliefs, and stories, and tried to prove this by comparing the Qur'an with various Judaic texts (Khan, 2020).​[18] German orientalist Theodor Nöldeke (1836–1930) commented that the Qur'an was influenced by Judeo-Christian traditions. Belgian Jesuit priest Henri Lammens (1862–1937) thought that Muhammad was influenced by Christian theology and Biblical stories available in Arabia at that time. John Wansbrough (1928–2002) viewed the Qur'an not as divine revelation but as being influenced by Jewish and Christian stories. On the other hand, many Christian scholars have rejected the idea that the Qur'an was copied from the Torah and the Bible.​

––––––––
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Refutations of the claim that Muhammad copied from the Bible and the Torah. 

​It is true that the Qur'an and the Bible share some stories, but with different details and theological purposes. So, when the Qur'an correlates with the Bible, it is not copying; rather, all these books had a common author, who is God. The Qur'an always negates the theological concepts it considers incorrect in the Bible, like the Trinity, the divinity of Jesus, the crucifixion, and the concept of atonement through the blood of Jesus.

The Bible has a different linguistic style from the Qur'an. The Qur'an follows a unique, non-linear structure, so the Qur'an could not be copied from the Bible.

David Samuel Margoliouth (1858–1940), a priest in the Church of England, said that the majority of scholars agree that during the time of Muhammad, there is no evidence that any parts of the Christian Bible had been translated into the dialect of the Quraish( Meccas dialect) or those Arabic dialects of which we have monuments in pre-Islamic inscriptions (Margoliouth, 1905, p. 100).

During the time of the Prophet Muhammad, the Bible existed in Hebrew, Greek, and Syriac languages. The first known Arabic translations of parts of the Bible appeared in the 8th century CE, after the death of the Prophet Muhammad (632 CE). Around the 9th century, Sa'id ibn Fadl al-Baghdadi, a Christian Arab, translated the Gospel into Arabic. Around the same period, Bishop Bulus al-Bushi, a Coptic Christian of Egypt, translated part of the Bible into Arabic. Therefore, there was no way for Muhammad to have copied the Qur'an from an Arabic Bible, since Muhammad did not know any language other than Arabic.

Montgomery Watt (1909–2006) refuted those European polemicists who affirmed that Muhammad fabricated the Qur'ān from scraps of biblical legends (Watt, 1953, p. 26).

Maurice Bucaille (1920–1998) rejected the idea that the Qur'an was copied from the Bible in his book, The Bible, the Qur'an, and Science, published in 1976. Bucaille concluded that the Qur'an is a divine revelation and was not written by any man. ​[19] Dr William Campbell, a Christian scholar, commented that the Qur'an is not a direct copy of the Bible.​[20] 

Muslim scholars unanimously agree that the Qur'an was not copied from the Bible. Dr. Muhammad Abu Zahra, in his book The Bible and the Qur'an, commented that the Qur'an has a unique linguistic style and contains historically authentic stories that distinguish it from the Bible. Muhammad Mustafa al-Azami, in his book The History of the Qur'anic Text, stated that the Qur'an has a unique structure, a unique linguistic style, and a different message that differs from the Bible and other historical texts. Dr. Hamidullah, in his book What Did Muhammad Borrow from Judaism?, commented that there is a difference between the Jewish and Christian traditions and the Qur'an. ​[21] 

This claim is criticized on the basis that Muhammad did not know how to read or write; he was unlettered, so the whole claim is baseless (Qur'an 42:54). The Qur'an states that Muhammad did not recite any Book before, nor did he write it down with his hand (Qur'an 29:48).

The oldest dated manuscript containing the Gospels in Arabic is Sinai Arabic MS 72. A colophon informs us that the manuscript was written by Stephen of Ramleh in the year 284 of the Arabs, i.e., 897 A.D (Griffith, pp. 131–132). While the Bible and the Qur'an share common stories, they differ greatly in many theological and historical aspects (Reynolds, 2018).

The Qur'an teaches strict monotheism, but Christians believe in the Trinity. The Qur'an denies the crucifixion of Jesus, but the Bible affirms it. The Qur'an identifies Jesus as a prophet, while some Bible verses describe Jesus as God. In the Qur'an, salvation is through belief in God; the Bible teaches salvation through Jesus's blood. The Qur'an's description of Jesus differs very much from the way the Bible describes Jesus.​[22]
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​Differences between historical facts in the Qur'an and the Bible.
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●  The Qur'an mentions Haman as a prime minister of Pharaoh (Qur'an 28:38), while the Bible does not connect Haman to Pharaoh.

●  The Qur'an states that Pharaoh's body will be preserved (Qur'an 10:92); the Bible never mentioned such an issue.

●  The Qur'an mentions the story of the Seven Sleepers in detail (Qur'an 18:9–26); this story does not appear in the Bible. 

●  The Qur'an mentions the city of Iram (Qur'an 89:6–14). This city is not mentioned in the Bible.

●  The Qur'an attributes the making of the Golden Calf to a Samaritan (Qur'an 20:85), while the Bible attributes it to Aaron (Exodus 32:4).

●  In the Bible, Jesus will judge all people on the Day of Judgment (Matthew 25:31–46). In the Qur'an, God will judge on the Day of Judgment (Qur'an 1:4).

●  In the Qur'an, there is no original sin, while the Bible mentions it (Psalm 51:5, Romans 5:12).

●  In the Qur'an, Noah's son drowns due to disbelief (Qur'an 11:45); in the Bible, all of Noah's immediate family was saved (Hebrews 11:7–9).

●  In the Bible, Lot commits incest with his own daughters (Genesis 19:30–38), while the Qur'an never mentions this case. ​[23]

●  In the Bible, David is accused of committing adultery with Bathsheba (2 Samuel 11:1–12:15), and Solomon is accused of idolatry, but the Qur'an never mentions these cases. In Islam all prophets did not perform major sins.

●  Jesus molded the figure of a bird from clay, blew into it, and by God's permission, it became a bird (Qur'an 3:49). This story is not found in the Bible.

●  The Bible refers to the ruler of Egypt in the times of Abraham and Joseph as 'Pharaoh' (Genesis 12, 37). But the Qur'an calls the ruler a 'King'. The term "pharaoh" was not used contemporaneously for a ruler until a possible reference to Merneptah, c. 1210 BC.

●  The Qur'an mentions Ishmael as a prophet, while the Bible does not.

●  The Qur'an mentions the mixing of salty and pure water (Qur'an 25:53). The Bible is silent on this issue.
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​​Difference in contents of the Qur'an and the Bible.
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There are stories about prophets found only in the Bible and not in the Qur'an: ​[24]

●  Noah being drunk and appearing naked in front of his sons (Genesis 9:20–24).

●  Solomon worshipping false gods (1 Kings 11:9–10).

●  David committing adultery (2 Samuel 11:4–5).

●  Lot committing incest with his two daughters (Genesis 19:31–36).

●  The Bible mentions Aaron as a person who betrayed God and incurred the wrath of God (Deuteronomy 32:48–52) and also as the one introducing a golden calf (Exodus 32:4).

●  In the Bible, Lot is not described as a prophet (2 Peter 2:6–9). In the Qur'an, Lot is a prophet (Qur'an 26:161).

●  The Qur'an confirms that Jesus was not crucified, and that someone else was crucified in his place. Those who claim that Jesus was crucified are in doubt, and they differ in their evidence (Qur'an 4:157).



It can be concluded that since there are great differences between the Bible's stories and the Qur'an's accounts of the prophets, the Qur'an was not copied from the Bible. ​[25]
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​​Muhammad teachings  cannot be found anywhere in the Bible.
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Many aspects of the Islamic teachings from Muhammad are different from the teachings of any other religion; this proves that Muhammad did not copy his teachings from other sources.​[26] 


●  The ninety-nine names of Allah are not found in any other religion.​[27]

●  The divine crown of Allah and its description are not elaborated on in detail in any religion. Islam has described its size and where it is allocated.​[28]

●  The names of the gates of paradise are not found in any other religion. Muhammad mentioned them by names.

●  Names of the gates of Hell: Muhammad identified that hell has seven gates and provided the name for each gate: al-Hawiyah, Sa'ir, Jahim, al-Hutamah, Saqar, Laza, and Jahannam. These names not only cannot be found in any other religion, but the names were new to all Arabs and to all people. So where did Muhammad copy these names? Obviously, he was inspired by God. ​[29]

●  Finality of Prophethood of Muhammad: It is only the Qur'an that indicates that Muhammad is the seal of prophethood and that there will be no prophet after him.​[30]

●  The original text of the Qur'an is in Arabic, which has been preserved to this day, while all other books have no original copy from the prophetic languages.

●  Well-structured prayers: five obligatory prayers with their fixed times and supererogatory prayers.

●  Structured obligatory fasting in Ramadan and other supererogatory fasting on other days.

●  Well-calculated and very complex mathematical formulae for inheritance: In Islam, there are rules of inheritance in the Qur'an.​[31]

●  Well-calculated obligatory charity from money, crops, livestock, gold, silver, and crops: Islam has the most complex formula for calculating obligatory charity, which cannot be found in any other religion in this world.​[32]

●  Detailed description of Heaven and Hell: Hell is located in the lowest earth, and heaven is located in the highest heavens, Houses and trees of paradise have been mentioned their sizes and materials used in their construction.​[33]

●  Peculiar Islamic eschatology is different from any other religion. Islamic eschatology mentions a place where Jesus will descend, the clothes he will wear, and what Jesus will do after his descent. It also prophesied all the events that will appear in the last days before the doomsday.
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