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“And I (Allah) created not the Jinn and man except that
they worship me (Alone, and recognize Me).” [adh-Dhariyat: 56]
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How Should a Muslim View Modern Science?
Introduction

Throughout the course of history, the acquisition of knowledge with regards to
matters beyond general man’s reach has always been a coveted treasure, for which
scholars, philosophers, astronomers, and scientists devoted great portions of their
lives. The results of their research and experience were forever to be appreciated and
considered as aids for those that would strive in these fields in later years.

Due to much of their views however being based upon assumption, the scope for error
would always be present. Thus, no aspect of these sciences would ever achieve a
mantle described as ‘the absolute truth’. Wherever and whenever theories of science
and philosophy would stand in contradiction to knowledge derived from the Qur’an
and the Sunnah, these scientific and philosophical theories would be out-rightly
refuted, unless scope for interpretation could be found.

During the Abbasid era, when the writings of the ancient Greek philosophers were
translated into Arabic and promoted, simple-minded Muslims as well as many so-
called ‘intellectual Muslims’ were thrown into the deception of regarding Greek
philosophy as an absolute truth, in the light of which verses of the Qur’an and the
Ahadith should be interpreted. Through the efforts of many Muslim scholars the hold
of philosophy over the minds and hearts of the general Muslim public was finally
broken. By that time however, many who had grown up as Muslims, had
unfortunately already developed atheistic minds.

With the renaissance, from the 14" century onwards, the superiority of human
intellect and classical philosophy over the teachings of the Bible was firmly
embedded in the minds and hearts of the Christian masses. People would continue
visiting the churches and celebrating their religious festivals, but within their hearts
and minds a humanistic, atheistic inclination was predominant. Any teaching of the
Bible which was found contrary to scientific research would be either totally ignored
or interpreted in accordance to the demands of ‘modern science’. Religious books
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were no longer afforded the mantle of being a source of ‘true knowledge’, but were
rather kept aside as a mere item of ‘blessings’, to be recited on occasions of joy or
mourning. When Christian ‘intellectuals’ found the teachings of the Bible in conflict
with ‘modern research’, doubts against their faith arose, and when they found their
religious elders unable to reply satisfactorily to these conflicting narrations, their
doubts turned into anger and resentment towards their faith. Thus, through the
avenue of ‘scientific thought and research’ the authority of the Bible over the minds
and hearts of its adherents collapsed and the authority of ‘supreme science’ took its
place.

Changing theories regarding the solar system?

For example, prior to the 14" century, the theory of the sun being at the centre of the
universe was a minority view. Aristarchus of Samos, a philosopher, who lived
presumably about 230 years B.C., is the first under record to have promoted the view
of the sun being stationary, at the centre of the universe, and that the earth revolves
around it as one of its satellites.

In the second century A.C. Claudius Ptolemy of Alexandria refuted the theory of
Aristarchus and re-affirmed the ancient theory of the earth being stationary at the
centre of the universe, and that the sun, the moon and the stars revolve around it, as
instruments to give it light. This theory remained as the ‘accepted’ theory until 1543.

In 1543, Nicolaus Copernicus, re-introduced the theory of Aristarchus to the world
and in a book of his, De Revolutionibus Orbium Coelestium, published just before his
death, detailed the reasons of his giving preference to the view of Aristarchus over
that of Ptolemy. In the preface of the book however the following confession was
made by Andreas Osiander, the person entrusted with printing his book:

“The astronomer cannot in any way attain to the true causes, thus, he
will adopt whatever suppositions enable the motions (of the celestial
bodies) to be computed correctly from the principles of geometry, for
the future as well as the past. These hypotheses need not be true or
even probable. Rather, it is sufficient that it merely provides a calculus
consistent with the observations”.

This then was the beginning of the theory regarding the sun being stationary at the
centre of the universe, around which all planets and stars rotate. The preface of the
book in which this theory was promoted made it clear that it was a mere theory, for
which there existed no solid proof.
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Copernicus died of a cerebral haemorrhage on May 24, 1543. His writings soon created
controversy in European scientific and religious circles by challenging many beliefs
that had become religious dogma since the end of the Classical Era, a thousand years
before.

The theory of Copernicus was promoted further by Galileo Galilei and Isaac Newton,
who added on to it the theory of ‘universal gravity’. Pythagoras, Copernicus, Galileo
and Isaac Newton all considered the sun to be stationary, and for many years
thereafter other astronomers followed suit. It was a view that had no initial solid
proof, nor did it ever find any solid proof thereafter. It was merely on account of
‘great thinkers’ accepting the theory that made it an ‘irrefutable theory’.

The truth that the ‘proven theory’ of Copernicus and Isaac Newton was not ‘proven’
at all would surface around the year 1780, when ‘science’ would admit to the fact that
the sun does actually ‘move’. In 1783, William Hershel, also accredited with the
discovery of the planet, Uranus, would identify the nature and direction of the sun’s

movements.

William Herschel however was not prepared to distance himself totally from the
views of his masters, Copernicus and Newton. He thus created a theory which still
kept the sun in the centre of the universe, with all other planets rotating around it,
as it (i.e., the sun) moved on its course. As for where the sun was then going to be
moving, he offered the ‘well-researched’ theory of the sun travelling towards a
distant star in the constellation (about 370 light years away from the sun), known as
‘Hercules’!

In 1846, Johann Von Madler, a skilful German astronomer, put forth the ‘idea’ that
there indeed exists some central point around which the sun, with its many planets
and comets, revolves in the course of millions of years. He ‘suggested’ that such a
centre is situated in the direction of Alcyone, the brightest star of the Pleiades.’
Through his ‘theory” he made it quite clear that the previous theory of Hershel, as
well as his new theory was indeed nothing but a theory, despite it being promoted as
though it was based upon solid evidence.

! The Pleiades, also known as the Seven Sisters and Messier 45, are an open star cluster
containing middle-aged, hot B-type stars located in the constellation of Taurus. It is among
the star clusters nearest to earth and is the cluster most obvious to the naked eye in the night
sky.
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From the above one can understand that from Aristarchus to Madler, whatever
‘scientific’ theories would surface were nothing ever but ‘theories’ and assumptions,
some of which were to be totally rejected, due to its being in open conflict with
explicit texts of the Qur'an and the Sunnah, whilst others could be considered as a
‘possibility’ that requires investigation. More than that, the theories of these few
‘thinkers’ carried no real weight, and until today that is the reality of their theories.

The Arab renaissance

The Arab renaissance (al-Ba‘th - (¢ and an-Nahdah - (i.2¢:))) began in Egypt in the

19" century and from there spread to the Ottoman-ruled Arabic speaking regions of
Lebanon, Syria, etc. The modus-operandi was exactly the same as that of the
European renaissance, except that in this case the goal was to remove the Noble
Qur’an from its position of being ‘the Final and Absolute Truth’ and ‘The Supreme
Authority’ and to shift it to being a Holy Book, to be read beautifully at occasions of
joy and of mourning, but not to be studied and propagated. The Arab renaissance
poisoned the minds of millions with the thought that adhering to the principles and
teachings of the Qur’an and the Sunnah in the ‘modern era’ would only hamper
further the Muslim world’s efforts in competing with the rest of Europe in the fields
of technology, space exploration, military advancements, etc.

Here too the authority of ‘modern science’ was utilized as a tool to weaken the
conviction that the Muslim world had always held over every verse of the Noble
Qur’an. Through the medium of the international media such theories would be
propagated as ‘accepted facts’ amongst the masses, which were considered absurd
and laughable just a few years previously.

Those theories which were in total conflict with explicit verses of the Noble Qur’an
were openly refuted by the scholars, thus saving the faith of millions. Examples of
such theories include the view promoted by Charles Darwin regarding the evolution
of man from an ape; the initial theory of modern science with regards to the sun being
stationary; the theory of a ‘big bang’, which ‘co-incidentally’ brought the entire world
into existence, with nothing being in existence prior to that.

As for those theories of modern science which were not found to be in total conflict
to explicit verses of the Noble Qur’an, certain scholars chose to consider it and
attempt to reconcile between it and those texts of the Qur’an and the Sunnah which
indicated to a conflicting view. The method chosen for re-conciliation was to regard
these apparently conflicting texts of the Qur’an and the Sunnah to be figurative.
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An example of this, amongst many others, would be those texts which indicate to the
rising of the sun from the east of the earth and the setting of the sun in the west.
These texts would be explained as ‘texts revealed in accordance to how the general
man perceives it’. What this means is that since man was instructed in the Qur’an to
understand the power of Almighty Allah 155\ by pondering over the ‘perceived’
systematic movement of the sun over the earth, it was only appropriate to make
indication to the movement of the sun in accordance to how the general man
understands it. Had indication been made to the deep reality of the sun, i.e., that its
rising and setting is only a perceived notion, and it is in fact on account of the earth’s
revolving around its own axis, as well as around the sun, that we perceive the sun to
be rising and setting, had such an explanation of the sun been given in the Qur’an,
the desired purpose of it being a ‘sign’ of the might of Almighty Allah &% would
not have been attained. Rather, the general man would then mock at the verses
concerning the sun, and instead of recognizing Allah J1&;%=:2 through it, it would
become the cause of them drifting even further away from Allah J&%2.

What is necessary to understand however, is that this reconciliation was made on the
basis of the theory of ‘modern science’ being established through strong, reliable
proofs. If this theory is one day proven incorrect, the need for this reconciliation
would cease to exist and the texts would again be understood in the literal sense.

Another example of such a theory is that of man living upon all sides of a global earth,
through the concept of ‘gravity’. This theory in essence does not conflict with any
explicit text of the Qur’an or of the established Sunnah, thus it is a theory that may
be considered and conflicting texts may be explained in a figurative manner for the
purpose of reconciliation.

Yes, if any of the off-shoots and the demands of these modern-day theories are later
found to contradict the explicit texts of the Qur’an and the established Sunnabh, it
shall then be discarded and full reliance shall be declared upon what Almighty Allah
JG55%e;2 and His truthful messenger, Muhammad 5.4 conveyed to us.

Of recent years, unfortunately, we find many innocent Muslim minds, which have for
years been indoctrinated with the lie that every claim of ‘science’ is a ‘proven, well
established and irrefutable fact’, finding it difficult to accept that a created, visible
sky does indeed exist. The basis of their doubt is merely on account of the existence
of a visible, created sky not fitting in fully with modern science’s theory of the nature
of earth.
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Similarly, they find themselves doubting the verses and texts discussing the Jinn and
their regular travels to the sun and to the sky. They base their doubts upon the fact
that according to modern science, the sun is too far away for the Jinn to reach quickly,
and since there is no sky, according to modern science, the journey of the Jinn
towards it is also questionable.

Full reliance upon ‘theories of modern science’ was instrumental in collapsing the
position that the church once held in the hearts and minds of its adherents.
Describing the rule of the church as the ‘dark ages’, modern science introduced its
adherents to a new set of beliefs, which ‘appeared’ to be much closer to the truth in
comparison to the hundreds of lies that the leaders of the church would preach. The
fact of the matter however was that through the poison injected by the ‘theories’ of
modern science, those who had, to a certain extent, some sort of belief in Almighty
Allah, were now thrown fully into the abyss of atheism, and that was soon to be
followed by satanism.

A similar trend is being observed amongst Muslim youngsters, especially those who
have developed an admiration for western sciences. They live under the
misconception that the Noble Qur’an is merely a Divine Book that teaches good
character and is full of blessings. As for scientific facts, they claim that this is not the
field of the texts of the Qur'an and the Sunnah. They foolishly believe that issues
relating to the human body, the earth and its surroundings, and the space beyond
earth are matters regarding which ‘modern science’ is the sole judge. Thus, if verses
of the Qur’an or texts of the Ahadith contradict any ‘research’ of ‘modern science’,
these should be interpreted in a way that reconciles it with science. If such
reconciliation is not possible with these texts, despite being explicit in its meaning,
the texts should be ignored. May Almighty Allah save us all from such deceptions.
Amin.

Finding this sad situation at our doorstep, the need has indeed arisen for scholars to
elaborate regarding those theories of modern science that totally contradict the
Qur’an and the authentic Sunnah, foremost amongst which is the theory of evolution
as explained by Charles Darwin and the issue regarding the existence of a visible sky
that serves as a roof for earth.

As for other issues, such as whether man resides upon all sides of a global earth or
not; whether the earth is stationary or in motion; whether the earth rotates around
the sun or vice-versa; whether the moon has its own light or is a mere reflection of
the sun; whether the sun does rise from the east or not; etc , these are indeed not
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matters which in essence could affect one’s faith, but due to the theories modern
science holds regarding these matters presently being used to create doubts in other
connected aspects, for which explicit verses of Qur’an or texts of authentic Ahadith
are found, there is definitely a need to loudly emphasise that modern scientific
theories are in no way ‘facts proven beyond doubt’. Rather they are mere theories,
which change every few years. Besides mathematical calculations and computer-
generated ideas and thoughts, there is no solid proof for most of these theories, if not
all. Thus, any doubt created with regard to established beliefs on account of any of
these scientific theories should not be considered at all. Rather the theory should
either be discarded totally or interpreted in a manner that allows it to reconcile with
already established beliefs and principles.

In the following pages, light shall be shed, In Sha Allah, upon a few of the issues
mentioned above, so that the reader may realise which theories of modern science
are in total contradiction to Islamic beliefs, as well as realise the weak-nature of the
‘proofs’ and ‘research’ of modern science.

May Almighty Allah make it beneficial for all and may He, through our weak efforts,
safeguard our faith as well as that of our spouses, children and progeny. Amin.

Darwinism — A Satanic Ideology

Much has been written by scholars of recent times in refutation of the satanic theory,
known as Darwinism, which promotes an ideology of man having evolved from an
ape-species that existed before man’s era. In the face of the explicit verses of the
Qur’an discussing the creation of Nabi Adam i and his descent upon earth as a
fully-grown adult, the proofs that supporters of Darwinism use in support of their
theory indeed fall flat to the ground and thus hardly require any real refutation.

Yes, the one who is unaware of what the Qur’an explains regarding the creation of
Nabi Adam (2l as well as the one who harbours within his heart doubts regarding
the Divine Nature of every verse of the Qur’an, such people are indeed at risk of
spoiling their faith with the above ideology. May Almighty Allah save us all from
ignorance of the Divine teachings of our faith, and from doubting its Divine Nature.

Replying to every doubt and query of those who harbour doubts regarding the
established teachings of Islam is indeed a task which requires much effort and treatise
upon treatise dealing with each issue separately. As for the one who believes totally
in the Divine nature of every verse of the Noble Qur'an as well as the authentic
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Ahadith, but is merely ignorant of the established Islamic beliefs, this short treatise,
which shall highlight few of the explicit verses of the Qur'an and a few authentic
narrations of the Sunnah regarding the issue of man’s creation, shall In Sha Allah fulfil
his needs.

Note: Prior to the descent of Nabl Adam #&licke, the earth was inhabited by another
species, which fall under the general term of Jinn. The exact nature, form and
characteristics of this species shall be difficult to pinpoint, as well as issues regarding
their diet, places of dwelling, methods of worship, etc. Since these matters have very
little relation to Islamic beliefs the details of it are scant. Due to this, the possibility
does exist of such a species of Jinn having inhabited the earth at one time which
shared certain characteristics with that of the ape. Finding fossils today which make
indication to such a species that existed many thousands of years prior to Nabi Adam
BEliale’s descent to earth is a possibility which science is free to explore.

As for the claim that this ape-like creature would later evolve into the species called ‘man’, that
is what Islam totally rejects. Had there been no witnesses to the beginning creation of
man it would then have been permitted to investigate and formulate theories, despite
the evidence for these theories not being of a sound nature. Where there is nothing
solid, assumption and ideas can be entertained. But in the case of reliable witnesses
being present, the judge ignores all assumptions and passes his verdict upon the
statement of the witnesses. What then is the matter with Muslim intellectuals who
entertain thoughts regarding the possibility of Darwin being correct? (May Almighty
Allah protect us all. Amin) It can only be that they are unaware that Almighty Allah
Himself has given witness with regards to the creation of Nabi Adam i and has
explicitly stated that Nabi Adam &gk has no relationship whatsoever with
whichever species existed before his time.

A few of the verses of the Noble Qur’an and a few Ahadith regarding this are provided
below:

1. Almighty Allah JG%52 states:

“The example of Isa by Allah is similar to that of Adam.
He (Allah) created him (Adam) from sand. He then said to him, ‘Be!’
and thus he was formed.”
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2. Almighty Allah (&5 states:
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“And (remember the time) when your Lord said to the angels, ‘T am
creating a man from sounding clay, from mud moulded into shape.
When I have given him shape and when I blow within him my spirit,

M

all of you should fall in prostration for him’.

3. Sayyiduna Abii Hurayrah £e4s narrates that Rastlullah 5.5z said:
(@M 9l ‘.}T ) .“%J&}; ad cdaad) £ :uiwij\ 4 Ealb rﬁjﬁﬁ-»

“The best day upon which the sun rises is Friday. It was on this day
that Adam was created.”

4. Sayyiduna Abli Miisa al-Ash‘ari £egii; narrates that Rasiilullah Jzs.ediie said:
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“Almighty Allah created Adam from a handful (of sand) taken from the
earth. The children of Adam thus came in accordance to the (nature of
the) earth. Some red, some white, some black and some with colours
between these. Some came with an easy-going, soft nature, some with
a sorrowful nature, some with an evil nature and some with a pure

nature.”

5. Sayyiduna ‘Umar %e&is; narrates that Rastlullah Js. @4 said:

£
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(Nabi) Misa said, ‘O my Lord, show us Adam, who took us and himself

out of paradise’. Almighty Allah showed him (Nabi) Adam. Misa
(&) said, ‘Are you our father?’ (Nabi) Adam replied, ‘Yes’!”




%\) HOW SHOULD A MUSLIM VIEW MODERN SCIENCE @

6. Sayyiduna Abl Hurayrah %efi; narrates that Rastlullah Jo5.(ie said:
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“Almighty Allah has removed from you the pride of ignorance and
boasting on account of one’s forefathers. One is either an Allah-fearing
believer or a wretched transgressor. You are the children of Adam and
Adam is from sand.”

7. Sayyiduna Abii Hurayrah 445 narrates that Rasilullah Jz. €4z said:
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“The first that shall be called on the Day of Resurrection shall be Adam.
His progeny shall see him and it will be said, ‘This is your father,
Adam’.”

In Sha Allah, after learning that Almighty Allah has Himself discussed the creation of
Nabi Adam 3z in explicit terms, and after reading the explicit, authentic
narrations from Rastilullah 45442, there is hope that every believer shall discard
all previous assumptions and possibilities that modern science has presented in front
of us, due to the strongest of evidence being available, i.e., the testimony of the
Creator of man Himself.

Belief in a ‘Sky’ that is of a Solid Structure and is Visible to
the Naked Eye

Until the renaissance, it was an accepted fact amongst both the scholars and the
laymen of the Muslim, Jewish and Christian faiths that the sky was of a solid nature,
due to the texts of the scriptures being quite explicit in its description.

Until today, Christian scholars can be found, despite their numbers dwindling by the
day, loudly opposing the concept of the sky being of a gaseous nature and that its
colour is merely on account of refraction of sunlight. Their arguments, as mentioned

in their writings, can be summarized as follows:

10
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= ‘The most natural explanation of the word ragia (a Hebrew word referring
to the sky) is that it refers to something of a firm nature. Virtually every
description of ragia from antiquity to the renaissance depicts it as solid.
The non-solid interpretation of ragia is a novelty.

& According to the flood story in Gen 7:11 8:2, the waters above were held
back only to be released through the “floodgates of the heavens” (literally,
“lattice windows”).

& Other Old Testament passages are consistent with the ragia being solid
(Ezekiel1:22; Job 37:18; Psalm 148:4).

& According to Gen 1:20, the birds fly in front of the raqia in the air, and not
in the raqia.

&> The noun ragia is derived from a verb that means to beat out or stamp out,
as in hammering metal into thin plates (Exodus 39:3). This suggests that
the noun form is likewise related to something solid.

¥ Speaking of the sky as being stretched out like a canopy/tent (Isaiah 40:22)
or that it will roll up like a scroll (34:4) are clearly similes and do not
support the view that ragia in Genesis 1 is non-solid.

Despite the many clear texts in the Bible describing the sky as ‘something solid’, the
majority of Christian thinkers, after the renaissance, fell to the influence of modern
science. Considering it disloyal to abandon the Bible totally, some resorted to re-
translating the texts, or promoting the view that the Almighty Lord spoke to the
people in accordance to how they perceived matters in their era; whilst others
rejected the Bible totally, and used these very texts as proof that the Bible is not from
the Almighty Lord.

As for the people of Iman, whose belief upon the Qur’an and the authentic Sunnah
shall In Sha Allah never waver in the face of the winds of modern thought, the
question of re-interpretation of the explicit, divine texts has always been considered
a deviation from the straight path. Rather modern thought, when it conforms to the
indications of the Qur’an and the Sunnah, can be considered. As for what contradicts,
it has and shall always be considered as unreliable and a mere theory, that has no
standing in front of authentic texts. Almighty Allah states:

11
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“They have no real knowledge. It is nothing but assumption that they
follow. And assumptions have no standing in front of that which is the
truth.”

The texts that explicitly or through indication confirm the nature of the sky to be of
a firm structure, which prevents man and Jinn exiting through it, except with divine
permission, are many. A few shall be mentioned below:

1. Inthe Qur’an the sky is described as ‘a roof’. Almighty Allah states:
[5¢ 3,201 440, A2 G BT 8105 e AT
“He, who made the earth for you a bed and the sky a structure.”
[¥< LV 4 U@i}; Gaz AN dags ¥
“And We made the sky a protected roof.”

2. In the Qur’an mention is made of a sky being held up without the support of any
visible pillar. Almighty Allah states:

-

1400 €65 P 2N 5 T
“Allah is the one who lifted up the skies without any visible pillar.”

Pillars are used to support solid structures. By Almighty Allah mentioning the
existence of the skies above us, without resting upon any pillar, as a proof of His
unique power and might, this indicates clearly that the sky’s nature is such that it
would demand many pillars to keep it in place. Almighty Allah has however, in the
place of pillars, kept the skies in place merely through His divine command.

3. Inthe Qur’an clear mention is made of a sky that man can see, created so perfect
that despite numerous attempts, man shall not be able to find a single crack in it.
Almighty Allah states:

12
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“The One who created the seven heavens in layers. You shall not find
in the creation of ar-Rahman (The Merciful) inconsistency. Look again!
Can you see any crack? Focus your gaze towards it numerous times!
You will become tired looking (but you will not find a flaw).”

The above verse indicates that the sky is not so far away from the earth that makes it
difficult for the naked eye to study it and inspect it closely. Thus, the notion of some
that there perhaps exists a ‘real solid structure at the end of space’ which is at a
distance of millions of light years away, whilst what is visible is merely on account of
refraction of sunlight, such a theory falls well short of what the Qur’an lends

indication to.

Mention has been made in certain narrations® that the gap that exists between the
earth and the sky is that of a 500 years journey. The chains of these narrations do
have a slight weakness; thus, no verdict can be based upon it. However, it is more
than sufficient as a reason to refute the opinion of a ‘real solid sky’ existing, out of
sight, millions of light years away.

A journey of one day ranges between 15 to 30 km, according to the nature of the
traveller. If 15km/per day is considered, a journey of 500 years would equal to 2 700
000 km. And if 30km/per day is to be considered, it would equal to 5 400 000 km.

Scientists themselves admit that the distance that the naked eye can see is based upon
the number of photons a distant object emits. The ‘Andromeda galaxy’ can be seen
with the naked eye, despite it being, according to them, 2.6 million light years away
from earth (with 1 light year equalling to 9,500,000,000,000 km). When this is their
understanding of the power of the eye, then for it to be assumed quite possible for
the naked eye to be able to see a sky only 5 million km away from earth should not be

difficult at all.
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4. Inthe Qur’an clear mention is made of the Jinn being able to travel up to the skies.
Had there been no sky or had it been millions of light years away the Jinn would
never have thought of travelling to it. Almighty Allah, quotes the statement of the
Jinn, when they found the sky no longer easily accessible for them, on account of
arrangements being made for the beginning of the revelation of the Qur’an:

<%
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“And we (the Jinn) touched the sky, but found it brimming with guards
and shooting-stars.”

When the angels fire shooting-stars/meteors towards the Jinn, many of them are
unable to escape it and are burnt in the process, as mentioned clearly in authentic
Ahadith. Their highest speed is thus obviously much less than that of meteors, since
only that object shall be fired in order to ward one away which has a good chance of
hitting one. A bullet is shot towards an animal. A stone is flung towards a foe. Both
travel at speeds much faster than the target. So too should it be here. According to
science, meteors enter the atmosphere at speeds ranging from 11 km/sec (40233
km/h), to 72 km/sec (257495 km/h).

According to this, the maximum that a Jinni can travel in a day is less than 6,179,880
km, if one had to consider that its maximum speed is just under that of the fastest
meteor and that it remains travelling at this speed for a full 24 hours. Obviously, the
speed of the Jinn should be much less than this, but even if the highest speed has to
be considered, then too for a Jinni to travel even one light year (9,500,000,000,000
km), it would take 1,583,333 days (4337 years), forget travelling millions of light years.

5. In the Qur'an and the Sunnah there is much indication to the existence of gates
or openings in the sky, through which sustenance, angels, and at times even rains
pass. Almighty Allah says:

SRR E N Nl SO e lE P

“Those who deny Our signs and scorn them, the doors of the sky shall not
be opened for them.”

[V J—uﬂ\]‘%ﬁ? 5, g :)S;’\:;::B%’
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“We opened the doors of the sky with pouring waters’.”

—_
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“On the Day when the trumpet shall be blown and you will come in
droves. The sky will be opened and it shall become doors (portals).”
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“And in the sky is your sustenance and what you have been promised.”
‘Abdullah ibn ‘Abbas i is quoted as having said:
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“There is none from the creation except that for him there is a door in
the sky, from which descends his sustenance and through which his

actions ascend.”

The crux of the above is that the existence of a firm structure above the earth, what

we can see with the naked eye, and what we call ;... (sky) is a fact that can never be

denied. If this belief fails to fit in with modern scientific research and observation, it
will not be considered incorrect. Rather, it will be a proof that science has erred
greatly in this particular point. Qur'an has come to affirm and to reject theories and
thoughts. It is not at all dependent upon science to affirm its teachings. As for science,
it has always disguised its theories as ‘proven facts’, despite it having no real basis.
When it has failed to find proof of the existence of a Divine Creator, despite this being
the most clear and obvious of matters, where can one ever suppose that it will prove
100% correct in all of its other theories?

Yes, modern science has always enjoyed the support of ‘the international media and
news agencies’, which all operate under the rule of one satanic lobby. The pictures
and ‘facts’ that modern science present in support of its theories shall always be

* Huge amounts of rain poured unto the earth, after the doors of the skies were opened, bringing about
the great floods during the era of Nabi Niih .
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considered as ‘questionable’. Modern science has erred many a time and have been
caught on numerous occasions concealing the truth. Its theories shall thus always
remain as ‘mere theories’ and conviction should never be placed upon it.

Shaykh Muhammad bin YTsuf al-Kafi al-Tansi (1250 A.H.) - a great Syrian scholar of
the Maliki Madhhab, wrote in i, JI x5 Gas sy Ol 3 L3801 5Ldb regarding the view
of the Muslims with regards to the sky:
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“It is the belief of the Muslims that the sky is a huge building and a roof
for what is under it. It is held in place without any visible column.
Almighty Allah has described it in the Qur'an in a manner that
indicates to it being a building, built in the most unique and perfect
manner. Almighty Allah says, ‘It is He who has created the seven skies
in layers. You will not find in the creation of Allah any error. Look
closely. Can you see any crack? Look again! You will become tired of
searching (for any sign of deficiency). Indeed, We have beautified the
sky of the earth with lanterns and We have made it a source of
repelling the shayatin’.

Whoever has the belief that the sky is a mere name for the atmosphere
above us, he is in fact denying what Almighty Allah has mentioned in
various verses of the Qur'an with regards to the sky being a created
object, thus a verdict of disbelief shall be passed over him!”
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The Sun is Much Nearer Than 150 Million Km

In the Ahadith, indication can be found of shayatin (evil Jinn) daily reaching the sun
at the time of its rise, at midday and at the time of its setting.

Rasilullah 55645 is quoted as having said:
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“Do not perform Salah when the sun is rising, nor when it is setting,
since it rises between the horns of the devil and it sets between the
horns of the devil.”
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“The sun rises together with the horn of the devil. When it rises, the
devil separates from it. Then, at midday, the devil joins with it again.
When it passes midday, the devil separates and then joins it again
when it is close to setting. Upon setting, the devil separates from it.”

These narrations, when taken in its literal sense, indicate that the shayatin reach the
sun in minimal time, thus allowing different groups of them to erect themselves
beneath the sun in different places, at the times of sunrise, midday and sunset.
Scholars have written that the shayatin place themselves at these positions, at the
times when certain groups prostrate to the sun, thereby accepting the prostration of
the sun-worshippers as prostration to them. It has always been the desire of the devils
that man prostrate to them. Even if this prostration is not directly towards them, then
too, they are pleased to accept indirect prostration.

As mentioned in the previous chapter, the speed at which the Jinn travel cannot be
more than 40 000 km/h, since that is the lowest speed at which meteors travel, as it
enters the earth, and it is known that the meteors travel faster than the Jinn. (This is
on the assumption that science is correct in this matter). If it has to be said that the
sun is at a distance of 150 million km, that would mean that at a speed of 40 000 km/h
it would take the Jinn about 156 days to reach the sun, whereas the Ahadith shows
that their journey to the sun is made in a relatively short period of time, from a few

minutes to a few hours.
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It has also been mentioned that in the light of the narrations that make mention of
the distance between the earth and the sky being a journey of 500 years (whose chain
of narrators has slight weakness), we understand that the distance between the sky
and the earth is between 2 to 5 million km, depending on the calculation of a 500-year
journey. Since it is understood from the texts of the Qur’an that the sun lies between
the earth and the sky, it seems quite improbable that there could exist a distance of

150 million km between the earth and the sun.
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Modern Scientific Theories, in Which Scope Exists for
Differing Opinions

Besides the above, there are many other present-day scientifically ‘proven’ issues
regarding which scholars of Islam differ in their approach of interpreting and
explaining. Some have denied outright these views of modern science, regarding it to
be in conflict to clear verses of the Qur’an and clear texts of the Ahadith. Others have
opined that the verses and Ahadith regarding these matters are open to be
interpreted in a manner that reconciles with the views of modern science. And then
there are those who opine that although there does exist the possibility for
interpreting these texts and Ahadith to be figurative, however as long as modern
science cannot present factual evidence for its claims, one should not bother
attempting to interpret the Divine texts according to the promoted theories.

(Note: pictures alone can never be regarded as ‘factual evidence’ since the promoters
of modern scientific theories have been found many a time creating false pictures to

support their views.)

The purpose of mentioning these differing approaches and views of the great scholars
of the past and of recent times is to show that:

a) There is scope in these issues for differing opinions.

b) The views of modern science have never received full support from the
scholars of Islam; thus, one should not hold onto it as though it is an ‘accepted
teaching’ of Islam. Rather, those scholars who accepted its theories did so, not
on account of it being a clear teaching of Islam, but rather on account of
trusting the words of scientists and the proofs that they presented, and not
finding these views in total contradiction to the explicit, authentic texts of
Islam. In the event of the proofs presented by modern science one day being
proven incorrect, it will in no way mean that an Islamic teaching has been
proven incorrect. Nay, all it shall mean is that the texts, which had scope for
interpretation, in fact needed no interpretation at all, and that its apparent

meaning was intended from the very beginning.

In the pages that follow, mention shall be made of a few of these theories, and the
opinions of the scholars of Islam regarding it.
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Does the Sun Really Move Around the Earth or is it Vice
Versa?

Until the year 1500 A.C., there hardly existed any major difference with regard to the
fact that the earth occupied the central position of the created world, with the sun,
the moon, and most of the stars flowing in its orbits, in accordance to its duties.

This was how Muslim, Christian and Jewish scholars understood the world to be, and
it was towards this that the texts of all the Divine Scriptures indicated to. In fact, this
was also the predominant description of the cosmos in many ancient civilizations,
such as those of Aristotle in Classical Greece and Ptolemy in Roman Egypt. In
astronomy this was known as the ‘geocentric model’ or the Ptolemaic system.

The Greek astronomer, Aristarchus of Samos (310-230 B.C.) did promote the view of a
heliocentric model, with the known planets circling the sun, but his view hardly
gained any prominence. The astronomical predictions of Ptolemy’s geocentric model
served as the basis for preparing astrological and astronomical charts for over 1500
years.

It was only after the emergence of the renaissance that the theory of a heliocentric
model was revived and in a gradual and systematic manner portrayed as the one and
only proven theory. Individuals recognized for their ‘remarkable’ efforts in reviving
and establishing ‘sound’ proofs for this theory were Nicolaus Copernicus (d. 1543);
Galileo Galilei (d. 1642), Johannes Kepler (d. 1630) and Isaac Newton (d. 1727). At the
beginning period of the renaissance there was much resistance to this new theory,
since Christian scholars initially found it difficult to reject the theory of geocentrism,
which had been the accepted theory for centuries, and which agree with Biblical
passages. As time passed however, the awe that the general public held for ‘modern
science’ enabled it to persuade the scholars of the Jews and the Christians to re-
interpret the texts of their scriptures where possible, or to merely ignore the matter
totally and to allow the heliocentric theory to dominate all further research.

Geocentrism as a separate religious belief, however, never completely died out. In the
United States between 1870 and 1920, for example, various members of the Lutheran
Church-Missouri Synod published articles disparaging Copernican astronomy and
promoting geocentrism.

Articles arguing that geocentrism was the biblical perspective appeared in some early
‘creation science’ newsletters pointing to some passages in the Bible, which, when
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taken literally, indicate that the daily apparent motions of the sun and the moon are
due to their actual motions around the earth rather than due to the rotation of the
earth about its axis. For example, in Joshua (10:12), the sun and moon are said to stop
in the sky, and in Psalms the world is described as immobile. Psalms (93:1) says in
part, “the world is established, firm and secure”. Contemporary advocates for such
religious beliefs include, amongst many others, Robert Sungenis (author of the 2006
book Galileo Was Wrong). These people subscribe to the view that a plain reading of the
Bible contains an accurate account of the manner in which the universe was created
and requires a geocentric worldview.

The above, in a nutshell, is how the renaissance revived and propagated a theory,
which had been abandoned by all faiths for centuries. In fact, so loud would be their
propagation of this theory, that very few would be left aware of a contradicting
theory, which could also be considered.

What is worth noticing is that all the personalities that aided in promoting and
‘establishing’ this ‘new’ theory were known to have some sort of relationship with
satanic thought, despite not announcing it loudly, due to the fear of being executed
by the ruling powers of the church.

The ring seal of Copernicus bore the image of Apollo (presumed by the Greek to be
the God of archery, music and dance, truth and prophecy, healing and diseases, the
sun and light, poetry, and more). This seal can be seen on a letter dated 1536 from
Copernicus to the Bishop Jan Dantiscus of Chetmno, found in the Collegium Maius
collections of the Jagiellonian Library in Krakéw. Galileo Galilei was found guilty of
promoting views contrary to Christian teachings and was sentenced to house
imprisonment till his death. There exist many drawings that show Johannes Kepler’s
links to freemasonry. Isaac Newton was knighted by Queen Anne, on the 16th April
1705, at Trinity College, which was a known masonic lodge of that era.

One could perhaps call this a mere coincidence that the four most influential people
responsible for making the world ‘aware’ of a thousand plus years ‘error’ in
understanding the system of the world were all ‘freemasons’. Or was it something
else?

Another aspect worthy of consideration is that prior to the coming of Copernicus and
his theory of a heliocentric model, the theory of earth being at the centre with the
sun orbiting it, known as the ‘geocentric model” or the Ptolemaic system was studied
in depth for hundreds of years by Muslim scholars. Their observations led them to
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make many corrections to the theories held by previous masters of astronomy. For

e.g.

1. Hasan bin Haytham (d. 1040) (known as Al-Hazen, the father of modern optics
- In his Ash-Shukik ‘ala Batlamyus, variously translated as Doubts Concerning
Ptolemy or Aporias against Ptolemy, published at some time between 1025 and
1028, he criticized Ptolemy‘s Almagest, Planetary Hypotheses, and Optics, pointing
out various contradictions found in these works, particularly in astronomy.

Ptolemy himself acknowledged that his theories and configurations did not always
agree with each other, arguing that this was not a problem provided it did not result
in noticeable error, but ibn Haytham was particularly scathing in his criticism of the
inherent contradictions in Ptolemy’s works. Having pointed out the problems, ibn
Haytham appears to have intended to resolve the contradictions he pointed out in
Ptolemy in a later work. He intended to complete and repair Ptolemy’s system, not to
replace it completely. In the Doubts Concerning Ptolemy he set out his views on the
difficulty of attaining scientific knowledge and the need to question existing
authorities and theories. He wrote:

“Truth is sought for itself, but the truths are immersed in uncertainties
and the scientific authorities, such as Ptolemy, are not immune from

error.”

2. Abu Is-haq az-Zarkali (d. 1087) (known as Arzachel, whose books, after being
translated, were very influential in Europe, and whose invention of the
Saphaea (a perfected astrolabe) proved very popular and was widely used by
navigators until the 16th century). Az-Zarkali corrected geographical data
from Ptolemy and Khwarizmi. Specifically, he corrected Ptolemy’s estimate of
the longitude of the Mediterranean Sea from 62 degrees to the correct value of
42 degrees. In his treatise on the solar year, which survives only in a Hebrew
translation, he was the first to demonstrate the motion of the solar apogee
relative to the fixed background of the stars. He measured its rate of motion as
12.04 seconds per year, which is remarkably close to the modern calculation of
11.77 seconds. Az-Zarkali’s model for the motion of the Sun, in which the
centre of the sun’s deferent moved on a small, slowly rotating circle to
reproduce the observed motion of the solar apogee, was discussed in the
thirteenth century by Bernard of Verdun and in the fifteenth century by
Regiomontanus and Peurbach. In the sixteenth century Copernicus employed
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this very model, except that he modified it to fit in with his theory of the
heliocentric model, in his De Revolutionibus Orbium Coelestium.

3. The “Maragha Revolution” - This refers to the Maragha school’s revolution
against Ptolemaic astronomy. The “Maragha school” was an astronomical
tradition beginning in the Maragha observatory (opened by Tdsi, with the
permission of Halagu Khan, in Maragha, Iran) and continued with astronomers
from the Damascus mosque and Samarkand observatory. Like their Andalusian
predecessors, the Maragha astronomers attempted to solve the equant
problem (the circle around whose circumference a planet or the centre of an
epicycle was conceived to move uniformly) and produce alternative
configurations to the Ptolemaic model without abandoning geocentrism.

They were more successful than their Andalusian predecessors in producing non-
Ptolemaic configurations which eliminated the equant and eccentrics, were more
accurate than the Ptolemaic model in numerically predicting planetary positions, and
were in better agreement with empirical observations. The most important of the
Maragha astronomers included ibn Burayk al-Urdi (d. 1266), Nasir ad-Din at-Tasi (d.
1274), Qutb ad-Din ash-Shirazi (d. 1311), ibn ash-Shatir (1304-1375), ‘Ali Qushji (d.
1474), Al-Birjandi (d. 1528), and Shams ad-Din al-Khafri (d. 1550).

What we learn from the above is that until 1550, great research was made in the
Muslim lands and many errors of the Ptolemaic concept was pointed out and
rectified. In fact, certain scholars even discussed considering the view of a particular
rotation of the earth. Much of the works of these scholars have until date not even
been translated, but from the little that has reached the western world, it has left
them astounded. Consider what was written regarding the works of ash-Shirazi:

“Of ash-Shirazi’s works, none has been published so far, and none is
contemplated for the near future, as far as I am aware. The difficulty
lies in the amount of labour it will take anyone to complete an edition
of the voluminous works left by ash-Shirazi. Each of ash-Shirazi’s
major works is more than two hundred densely written folios. And to
use Kennedy’s words, when he tried to describe ash-Shirazi’s planetary
models, each folio is “exasperating” by itself. After reading ash-
Shirazi’s third work, namely his Fa‘altu Fa-la Talum, which is not yet
studied in any depth, we know why. He himself admits that he had
constructed “nine models to solve the problem of Mercury’s equant,
only the ninth is the correct one. The remaining eight, each has some
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fault”. Ash-Shirazi goes on to say that he “exposed the faults of six of
them in the Tuhfah [another one of his works] and intentionally left
the faults of the seventh and the eighth in order to test whether those
with intelligence will ever discover them”. The work is sufficiently
difficult as it is, without the author intentionally playing tricks with
it.”

Despite the great research undertaken by these scholars, up to the year 1550, none of
them felt the need to shift from the concept of a geocentric model to the heliocentric
one. What then was the motivation behind Copernicus and his freemason
companions to push so much towards this new theory? Was it that they found so
much of error in the previous theory, which all the scholars up to his era had missed,
or was there some other purpose behind his ‘sudden’ shift to a ‘new’ theory, which
would then become a theory loudly promoted by ‘modern-day science’ as ‘the one
and only acceptable theory’?

In fact, if one were to ask what was the real ‘achievement’ of Copernicus, an adequate

“e

answer would be: “‘Copernican astronomy’ merely entails the transformation of
geocentric mathematical models to heliocentric ones by the reversal of the vector
connecting the sun to the earth, while leaving the rest of the mathematical models
intact”. What this means is that all he did was to reverse the roles of the sun and the
earth. Had the earth been kept at the centre and the sun made as the orbiting planet, the

results would be identical!

After 1550 - Europe

As mentioned above, the new theory of Copernicus initially found great opposition
from the church, but as the decades passed, more and more professors would rise in
the defence of a theory that had once been viewed by the church as an act of heresy.
Finally, unable to sustain the pressure, the church gave in and announced that in
actual fact it had no real objection with the theory of a heliocentric model, and that
the texts that indicated otherwise were open to interpretation.

It shall perhaps never be known on what account the professors of those eras all
rallied behind the heliocentric theory. Was it on account of some clear-cut proof
which was in front of them, which had escaped the deep insight and research of the
masters that preceded them, or was it that they were initiated into a movement that
made it its mission to establish the ‘sun’ as the centre and to drive every opposing
theory deep into the ground? If it was the latter, it would indeed not be anything

24



£
%} HOW SHOULD A MUSLIM VIEW MODERN SCIENCE @%

surprising, since that is exactly how they created and thereafter established the
theory of Darwinism, despite it not fitting with any of the previously accepted
principles of science, and it being contrary to common intellect as well.

It should be understood that until today there is no solid evidence to establish the
heliocentric theory as the one and only acceptable theory. Rather, as mentioned
above, the geocentric theory, with a few modifications would give the very same
results which the heliocentric theory provides. Until today, experts in the field of
astronomy can be found admitting to this.

For e.g., Alexander von Humboldt (d. 1859), who sought to formulate the known facts
about the universe into a uniform conception of nature in his Cosmos (5 Vols), said
quite candidly: “I have already known for a long time that we have no proof for the system of
Copernicus . . .but I do not dare to be the first one to attack it”.

Bernard Cohen in Birth of a New Physics, 1960, concurs: “There is no planetary observation

by which we on earth can prove the earth is moving in an orbit around the sun”.*

A Christian Scholar’s Early Warning Regarding the Dangers
of Heliocentrism

St. Robert Bellarmine, regarding whom Pope Clement VIII rejoiced that “the Church
of God had not his equal in learning”, who knew the perilous consequences of
Galileo’s heresy penned the following letter on April 12th, 1613 addressed to Fr. Paolo
Foscarini, in which he decisively and prophetically cautioned the 16™ century world
about the dangers of heliocentrism. Lest one might believe it is quoted out of context,
and also to dispel any doubt, Bellarmine’s entire letter will be cited.

“I have gladly read the letter in Italian and the treatise which Your
Reverence sent me, and I thank you for both. And I confess that both
are filled with ingenuity and learning, and since you ask for my

“ Many more such quotes of renowned scientists can be found regarding this. At the end of
the book, an article, titled ‘Food for thought’ has been quoted, which to a great extent exposes
many of the lies that have been said in order to promote this Copernicus theory.
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opinion, I will give it to you very briefly, as you have little time for
reading and I for writing.

Firstly, I say that it seems to me that Your Reverence and Galileo did
prudently to content yourself with speaking hypothetically, and not
absolutely, as I have always believed that Copernicus spoke. For to say
that, assuming the earth moves and the sun stands still, all the
appearances are saved better than with eccentrics and epicycles, is to
speak well; there is no danger in this, and it is sufficient for

mathematicians.

But to want to affirm that the sun really is fixed in the centre of the
heavens and only revolves around itself (turns upon its axis) without
travelling from east to west, and that the earth is situated in the third
sphere and revolves with great speed around the sun, is a very
dangerous thing, not only by irritating all the philosophers and
scholastic theologians, but also by injuring our holy faith and
rendering the Holy Scripture false. For Your Reverence has
demonstrated many ways of explaining Holy Scripture, but you have
not applied them in particular, and without a doubt you would have
found it most difficult if you had attempted to explain all the passages
which you yourself have cited.

Secondly, I say that, as you know, the Council (of Trent) prohibits
expounding the Scripture contrary to the common agreement of the
holy Fathers. And if Your Reverence would read not only the Fathers
but also the commentaries of modern writers on Genesis, Psalms,
Ecclesiastes and Josue, you would find that all agree in explaining
literally (ad litteram) that the sun is in the heavens and moves swiftly
around the earth, and that the earth is far from the heavens and stands
immobile in the centre of the universe. Now consider whether in all
prudence the Church could encourage giving to Scripture a sense
contrary to the holy Fathers and all the Latin and Greek
commentators. Nor may it be answered that this is not a matter of
faith, for if it is not a matter of faith from the point of view of the
subject matter, it is on the part of the ones who have spoken. It would
be just as heretical to deny that Abraham had two sons and Jacob
twelve, as it would be to deny the virgin birth of Christ, for both are
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declared by the Holy Ghost through the mouths of the prophets and

apostles.

Thirdly, I say that if there were a true demonstration that the sun was
in the centre of the universe and earth in the third sphere, and that
the sun did not travel around the earth but the earth circled the sun,
then it would be necessary to proceed with great caution in explaining
the passages of the Scripture which seem contrary, and we would
rather have to say that we did not understand them than to say that
something was false which has been demonstrated. But I do not believe
that there is any such demonstration; none has been shown to me. It
is not the same thing to show that the appearances are saved by
assuming that the sun is at the centre and the earth is in the heavens.
I believe that the first demonstration might exist, but I have grave
doubts about the second, and in a case of doubt, one may not depart
from the Scriptures as explained by the holy Fathers. I add that the
words “the sun also riseth and the sun goeth down, and hasteneth to
the place where he ariseth, etc” were those of Solomon, who not only
spoke by divine inspiration but was a man wise above all others and
most learned in human sciences and in the knowledge of all created
things, and his wisdom was from God. Thus, it is not too likely that he
would affirm something which was contrary to a truth either already
demonstrated, or likely to be demonstrated.

I salute Your Reverend and ask God to grant you every happiness.”

Crux of the above: Contrary to what is generally understood, that the concept of
heliocentrism has already been adequately proven, the paragraphs above make it
quite clear that even in the European world, from the beginning until today, many
scholars, mathematicians, scientists and professors voiced opinions to the contrary.
However, due to the heliocentric model being a ‘determined model’ of the ‘new world
order’, all opposing views were ‘unanimously’ shelved by the state, by the recognized
education institutes of the world and by the international media, since all operated
under the very same lobby that seeks a ‘one world-order’.

As with regards to the concept of heliocentrism in Islamic circles, the following pages
shall In Sha Allah, shed some light on that.
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The Poison of the Renaissance in the Lands of Islam

The first introduction of the theory of Copernican heliocentrism to the Muslim world
occurred most probably sometime after 1663, when Ibrahim Efendi al-Zigetvari
Texkireci translated Noel Duret’s French astronomical work (written in 1663) into
Arabic.

In July 1683, the Ottoman army suffered their first major defeat at Vienna, and from
then things, unfortunately, began changing radically. The Ottomans grudgingly
began to acknowledge the superiority of Western science and technology. They
slowly became convinced that to master the techniques of modern warfare, they
needed not just to embrace Western science, but speed up the transfer of technology
from the West. Modern scientific curricula were introduced in military academies,
with the emphasis on applied rather than theoretical science.

During the reign of Sultan Ahmad 3rd (1703-30) permission was given to Ibrahim
Muteferrika (d. 1745) to start a printing press, which would be used for the
publication of dictionaries, books on logic, philosophy and astronomy. Excluded from
this permission was the publication of any books related to Islamic theology (‘Ilm al-
Kalam), Islamic jurisprudence (Figh), commentaries of the Qur’an (Tafsir), and the
sayings and actions of Rasiilullah J544{le (Ahadith). From this devilish permission
one can well understand the influence that the renaissance had gained over the
minds of the Muslim leaders in the eighteenth century already.

Together with his printing activities, Ibrahim Muteferrika discussed the theory of
heliocentrism in detail, due to which he is considered one of the first people to
properly introduce heliocentrism to the Ottoman readers. The quote of Ibrahim
Muteferrika, mentioned below, is more than sufficient to show with what frame of
mind he studied and propagated this theory. He very proudly commented:

“Why do the Christian nations, which were so weak in the past,
compared with Muslim nations, begin to dominate so many lands in
modern times and even defeat the once victorious Ottoman armies?...

Because they have laws and rules invented by reason!” (Na%dhu Billah).

When the so-called founding father of the theory of heliocentrism had such an
atheistic attitude, and blamed man’s reliance upon Divine Law as the reason for the
Muslim world’s failure to progress in the modern age, one then cannot be blamed for
viewing the theory of heliocentrism with a cautious eye.
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The Arab renaissance began in the nineteenth century, under the names of the ‘an-
Nahdah’ tiag:)h and later al-Ba‘th (e, Central figures in this movement were

a) Egyptian scholar Rifa‘ah at-Tahtawi (d. 1873) - widely seen as the
pioneering figure of the an-Nahdah. He was sent to Paris in 1826 by
Muhammad ‘Ali’s government to study Western sciences and educational
methods. He came to hold a very positive view of French society, although not
without criticism. Learning French, he began translating important scientific
and cultural works into Arabic. His political views, originally influenced by
the conservative Islamic teachings of al-Azhar university, changed on a
number of matters, and he came to advocate parliamentarism and women'’s

education.

After five years in France, he returned to Egypt to implement the philosophy
of reform he had developed there, summarizing his views in the book Takhlis
al-Ibriz fi Talkhis al-Bariz (sometimes translated as The Quintessence of Paris),
published in 1834. It is written in rhymed prose, and describes France and

Europe from an Egyptian Muslim’s viewpoint. At-TahtawT’s suggestion was
that Egypt and the Muslim world had much to learn from Europe

b) Butris al-Bustani (1819-1893) was born to a Lebanese Maronite Christian
family in the village of Dibbiye in the Chouf region, in January 1819. Having
been influenced by American missionaries, he converted to Protestantism,
becoming a leader in the native Protestant church. Initially, he taught in the
schools of the Protestant missionaries at Abey and was a central figure in the
missionaries’ translation of the Bible into Arabic. Despite his close ties to the
Americans, al-Bustani increasingly became independent, eventually breaking
away from them.

After the bloody 1860 Druze-Maronite conflict and the increasing
entrenchment of confessionalism, al-Bustani founded the National School or
al-Madrasah al-Wataniyyah in 1863, on secular principles. This school
employed the leading an-Nahdah pioneers of Beirut and graduated a
generation of an-Nahdah thinkers. At the same time, he compiled and
published several school textbooks and dictionaries; leading him to becoming
known famously as the Master of the Arabic Renaissance.

c) Syrian scholar, publicist, writer, poet and physician, Francis Marrash
(d.1874): He travelled throughout Western Asia and France in his youth. He
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expressed ideas of political and social reforms in Ghabah al-Haqq (first
published in 1865), highlighting the need of the Arabs for two things above all:
modern schools and patriotism “free from religious considerations”.

Marrash has been considered the first truly cosmopolitan Arab intellectual
and writer of modern times, having adhered to and defended the principles of
the French Revolution in his own works, implicitly criticizing Ottoman rule in
Western Asia and North Africa.

d) In the religious field, Jamal ad-Din al-Afghani (1839-1897) gave Islam a
modernist reinterpretation and fused adherence to the faith with an anti-
colonial doctrine that preached Pan-Islamic solidarity in the face of European
pressures. He also favoured the replacement of authoritarian monarchies
with representative rule, and denounced what he perceived as the
dogmatism, stagnation and corruption of the Islam of his age. He claimed that
tradition (Taqlid, (..)&») had stifled Islamic debate and repressed the correct

practices of the faith. Al-Afghani’s case for a redefinition of old
interpretations of Islam, and his bold attacks on traditional religion, would
become vastly influential with the fall of the Caliphate in 1924. This created a
void in the religious doctrine and social structure of Islamic communities
which had been only temporarily reinstated by Abdul Hamid II in an effort to
bolster universal Muslim support. It forced Muslims to look for new
interpretations of the faith, and to re-examine widely held dogma; exactly
what al-Afghani had urged them to do decades earlier.

Al-Afghani influenced many, but greatest among his followers is undoubtedly his
student Muhammad ‘Abduh (1849-1905), with whom he started a short-lived Islamic
revolutionary journal, al-‘Urwah al-Wuthqa, and whose teachings would play a
similarly important role in the reform of the practice of Islam.

As the teachings of the renaissance forced itself into the Muslim world, aided by many
of the newly-formed modern-day Muslim governments, many belonging to the al-
Ba‘th Party (which was an Arabic term, meaning ‘The Awakening’, which in essence
was what the renaissance meant), Muslim scholars divided in their manner of
accepting or rejecting the new theories that modern Europe claimed to have been
already scientifically established.

Their different approaches could be summarized as follows:
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a) Scholars who outrightly rejected all those theories which contradicted the
texts of the Qur’'an and the Sunnah, even if the texts had the potential to be
interpreted in another way.

b) Scholars who indicated towards their preference of holding onto the
apparent meaning of the texts, but allowed for interpretation.

c) Scholars who opined that as long as our senses do not directly witness these
matters to be in accordance to what modern science explains, until then the
texts of the Qur'an and the Sunnah should be accepted upon their apparent
meaning. As for scientific proofs based upon computer calculation, etc., these
should never be considered as comprehensive proofs, on account of which the
texts should need to be interpreted.

d) Scholars who considered many of the texts of the Qur’an and the Sunnah
regarding the nature of the earth and the skies to be figurative in meaning.

An example of their varying approaches shall now be given, using the issue of
whether the sun really rises and sets, as it circles the earth or if this is just something
that we perceive, whilst in reality it is the earth that circles the sun. Since the issue
of whether the sun physically prostrates under the Throne of Allah daily is linked to
this, it shall also be discussed hereunder. And in order to understand how scholars
prior to the Arab renaissance viewed this issue, their opinions shall also be
mentioned.

The Issue of the Sun and its Relation to the Earth

Almighty Allah states in the Noble Qur’an:
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“And the sun travels until it reaches it point of rest. This is the
planning of The Mighty, The Knowledgeable.”

Sayyiduna Abii Dharr £e&is; narrates from Rasiilullah Josafeif{ie: (as narrated in the
Sahih of Imam Bukhari 0i:%5;)
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“I was with Rasilullah J%.E4{e in the Masjid at the time of sunset.
He asked me, ‘O Abii Dharr, are you aware of where the sun sets?’ I said,
‘Allah and His Messenger know best. He said: ‘It continues until it
prostrates beneath the Throne. And this is what the verse alludes to:
‘And the sun travels until it reaches it a point of rest. This is the
planning of The Mighty, The Wise’.”

In Sahth Muslim the narration is quoted in the following words:
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“Indeed, this sun continues, until it reaches its place of rest under the
Throne. There it falls into prostration and it remains in that posture
until it is said to it, ‘Rise and return to where you have come from’. It
thus returns and rises from its rising point. Then it continues, until it
reaches its place of rest under the Throne. There it falls into
prostration and it remains in that posture until it is said to it, ‘Rise and
return to where you have come from’. It thus returns and rises from
its rising point. Then it will continue (on this very pattern), whilst the
people find nothing of it to be against the norm, until (a time will come
when) it will reach its place of rest under the Throne and it will be
ordered to rise from the west, which it shall do. Rasiilullah .l
then said, ‘Do you know when that will be? It will be at the time when
faith shall be of no avail, for the one who did not believe before this or

M

had not earned good before this’.
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How Scholars View the Above

a) There were and there still are scholars who outrightly reject the theory of the earth
orbiting the sun, since, in their understanding, it totally contradicts the texts of the
Qur’an and the Sunnah. Amongst such scholars are, Shaykh ‘Abd al-Qahir al Baghdadi
shafi ® (d. 429 A.H.), Shaykh Muhammad bin Yasuf al-Kafi at-Ttnsi Maliki (1250
AH.)%, ‘Allamah Sayyid Mahmd al-AlGsi (d. 1270 A.H.)” Mawlana Idris Kandhelwi (d.
1394 A.H.)®, Shaykh ‘Abdul ‘Aziz ibn Baz (d. 1420 A.H.)’, Shaykh Muhammad ibn Salih
al-‘Uthaymin (d. 1421 A.H.)" and Mawlana ‘Ashiq I11ahi Bulandshari (d. 1422 A.H.)"
etc.

> Shaykh ‘Abd al-Qahir al Baghdadi Shafi‘i was an Imam in the fundamentals of Islam. In his
book, Usiil ad-Din, under the chapter regarding whether the earth moves he has written:
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“There exists a difference of opinion amongst the people with regards to this.
The Muslims and the scholars of the previous scriptures hold the view that
the earth does not move, except on account of earthquakes. This is also the
view of a group of the philosophers, amongst whom were Plato (d. 347 B.C.),
Aristotle (d. 332 B.C.), Ptolemy (d. 100 A.C.), and Euclid (d. mid-3rd century
B.C.).”

¢ Shaykh Muhammad at-TlinsT writes in (i, 1 s 3auo sy Ol 3 4380 Jsllb:
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“As with regards to whether the earth is in motion or it is stagnant, it is the
belief of the Muslims, whose hearts have not been affected with the love of
kufr, that the earth is stagnant, being held firmly in place by mountains.”

Under Mas’alah 21 he refutes the view of Rashid Rida, who promoted the theory of the earth’s
rotation around the sun. He writes:

“Mas’alah 21 - I am mentioning here what I had penned down in my book al-
Ajwibah al-Kafiyah, which was intended as a refutation to an article that was
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published in the magazine ‘al-Manar’ of Rashid Rida, in which mention was
made of the views of Darwin with regards to the earth and with regards to
Nabi Adam BZliE.

The author of al-Mandr had written: ‘What is this earth upon which we live?’
He then replies, ‘It is but a star from the many stars that circle the sun, which
are known as ‘the moving objects’.’

I say, ‘This person has taken the view that the earth is in continuous
movement, rotating around the sun and that it is not pegged into one place
with mountains. This is a view that has been propagated by Darwin and those
who have followed him.

Darwin has written in his book ‘The theory of evolution’ on page 238: The false
perceptions which have made the life of man straightened for a very long
time and which have been the major cause of his being left in misfortune are
basically two.

1. Their old belief that the earth lies at the centre and the heavenly bodies
circle around it.

2. That man was once in the heavens and that the creator of the heavens
sent him out of a garden of paradise into a narrow corner of this earth.

Whereas it is the belief of all the Muslims that the earth is in one place,
motionless. It is this belief that conforms to the many verses of the Qur'an
that make indication to the fact that the earth has been pegged into place.
(The author quotes a few verses regarding this) From these verses it becomes
clear that Almighty Allah has informed us of the earth being in one place. As for
Darwin and those who follow him, they promote the view of the earth circling the sun.
Lask, ‘Who knows better the condition of the earth?’ The answer obviously is, ‘Allah’l”

7 Under the explanation of verse 41 of Siirah Fatir, ‘Allamah AlGsi writes:
g S 3 el 5 B Y5 23N G

“And there exists no difference of opinion amongst the Muslims that the
earth does not move.”

® In Ghuldasta-e-Tafasir, quoting from Ma‘drif-e-Kandhelwi, the words of Mawlana Idris are
quoted under verse 13 of Stirah Fatir. Hadrat writes:
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“And He (Allah) has made the sun and the moon subservient. Each one moves
upon its set course.”

“It is clear from this verse that the sun and the moon, in accordance to the
Divine Decree of Almighty Allah, travel upon their set courses. Western
philosophers claim that it is the earth that circles the sun, and not vice-versa.
Had this been the case, the continuous turning of the earth would surely have
caused the pole-star to shift from its position, whereas it has never done so.
(As a conclusion Hadrat writes:) Thus, the notion of the earth, at a tremendous
speed, circling the sun is totally incorrect!”

In Ma‘arif al-Qur’an, Hadrat Mawlana Idris Sahib has written under verse 41 of Stirah Fatir:
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“Indeed, Allah keeps the skies and the earth in place, preventing it from

moving.”

“It is the view of the majority of the scholars of Islam that neither does the
sky move, nor the earth. (Refer to Rith al-Ma‘ani). Philosophers of the past
claimed that the sky moves, but not the earth. Present day philosophers
(scientists) deny the existence of a sky and claim that the earth circles the
sun. For this claim, they have no proofl”

? Shaykh ¢Abdul ‘Aziz prepared two articles with regards to this matter, published under the
title of (Lo, 0y )l Ol > Jo &y 2Jad) 2050, A few extracts from this book are

provided below:

“The scholars of Tafsir, like ibn Jarir, al-Baghawi, ibn Kathir, al-Qurtubi and
others have made explicit mention of the movement of the sun in its orbit,
rising and setting, and of the earth being stationary and firm in its position,
in accordance to what many clear verses of the Qur’an indicate towards. This
has also been explicitly mentioned by the scholars of Islam, whose authority
in this field is recognized. They have clearly stated that the sun and the moon
move in their respective orbits, in accordance to the system that Almighty
Allah has set out for them, and that the earth is stationary, held down by
mountains, which Allah has made as pegs for the earth.
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As for the one who claims that the earth rotates, whilst the sun too travels in
its orbit, such a claim is obviously much easier to consider than the claim of
the sun being stationary. However, this too is a clear error, in conflict to the
verses that have been mentioned as well as being in conflict to what is clearly
perceived by our senses. In fact, such a claim can easily open the door for
others to later deny the movement of the sun. Almighty Allah has made clear
mention that He has placed mountains upon the earth, so that it does not

shake (g 15 S, The scholars have explained that the word (.2 - ‘to

shake’ refers to any type of movement, as well as to rotation.” (Pg. 22)

“However, the one who holds such a view (i.e., of the earth rotating, together
with the sun moving in its orbit) shall not be declared a disbeliever, since the
verses that indicate to the earth being stationary and not in rotation are not
as explicit in its meaning, compared to the verses that indicate towards the
movement of the sun and it’s not being stationary.... As for the one who
denies the movement of the sun, there shall be no doubt in his kufr, due to
the explicit verses in this regard.” (Pg.23)

As a conclusion, he writes:

“And from what we have mentioned, i.e., the verses of the Qur'an; the
statements of the masters of the Arabic language; the scholars of Tafsir; as
well as many of the scholars of astronomy, it would have become clear to you
that the view of the earth being stationary and not in rotation is the correct one, and
it is this upon which the scholars of Islam had unanimously agreed, as well as the
scholars of the previous scriptures. This has been clearly mentioned by Imam al-
Qurtubt in his Tafsir. Similarly, ‘Allamah ‘Abdul Qahir ibn Tahir al-Baghdadi
in (334 oS G520 has written that the Ahl as-Sunnah are unanimous with regards

to this.”
%In his Tafsir of Stirah Fatihah and Stirah Bagarah, Shaykh al-‘Uthaymin writes:
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“It is necessary that we accept the apparent meaning of the verses dealing
with this (i.e., the relationship between the earth and the sun), and that we
pay no attention to the statement of any person whose words seem contrary
to the apparent texts, since we have submitted to Allah, in accordance to
what the Qur’an indicates towards. This is one aspect of this matter. And it is
clear that the One who revealed the Qur’an is most aware of what He has
created. {What, does the One who created not know? Whereas He is the Most
Knowledgeable, Aware of the finest of details!}.

When Almighty Allah refers to the sun with the words, ‘it comes (from the east)’; ‘it
rises’; ‘it sets’, ‘it declines’; ‘it disappears’, when Almighty Allah attributes all of these
acts to the sun, why are we then doing the opposite? On the day of Qiyamah,
Almighty Allah shall ask us, {What was your reply to the messengers?}. He shall
not ask us, ‘What was your reply to a certain astronomer?’ Also, it is clear
that the astronomers of the past, as well as the present themselves differ in
this regard. There is no consensus, even amongst them, that night and day is
caused by the rotation of the earth. Thus, we say (to them), just as we say to
the ‘Ulama’, (as Almighty Allah states) {When you differ in a matter, then refer it
to Allah and the messenger of Allah}.

In fact, even if all the astronomers were to unite on a view, then too we would
not move away from what the apparent texts indicate towards, until we
ourselves do not physically see a reason for doing so. Then, at least we would
be able to say to Allah, when we appear in front of Him, that He himself has
stated that {Allah has not ordained upon one what one cannot manage} and {Fear
Allah, as much as you can}, so after seeing with our own physical eyes that the
earth rotates, thereby causing day and night, we found no alternative but to
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b) Some of these scholars declared those holding an opposite view (i.e., of the earth
orbiting the sun) to be a deviate, whilst others merely stated it to be an open error,
or in conflict to the consensus of the scholars of Islam.

Concerning the nature of the prostration of the sun at the Throne of Almighty Allah,
‘Allamah AlGsi opined that such an interpretation of this could however be
considered, which keeps the text upon its original meaning, yet allows it to reconcile
with what is physically observed.*

say that the verse {And you see the sun, when it rises} meant ‘when it appears as
though it is rising’, and not that it actually ever rises.

But, as long as our senses have not perceived and seen this, and it is only an
assumption based upon theories and calculations, until then I do not feel it
permissible to divert from the Speech of the One who created and who
revealed the Qur’an, in which all matters have been explained, merely due to
the statements of these people.”

" In Tafsir Anwar al-Bayan, under verse 38 of Stirah Yasin, Mawlana ‘Ashiq Ilahi has written
that since clear mention is made in the Ahadith of the sun reaching its point of rest and then
prostrating at the Throne of Allah, to now deny this occurrence, merely on the basis of a few
scientific calculations and observations, is totally incorrect. Mawlana explains that it is
possible that at a certain point the sun does disappear totally, but due to its disappearance
being for a very short time, scientific instruments, and physical observation fail to detect it.

2 Under verse 38 of Stirah Yasin, ‘Allamah Alisi has explained that the sun does indeed reach
a place of rest daily, during which it prostrates under the sun, as mentioned clearly in the
Hadith of Sayyiduna Ab{i Dharr 224i. ‘Allamah Aliisi then offers a possible explanation of

how this could occur, despite the total disappearance of the sun from the earth being
contrary to physical observation. He writes:

“The apparent meaning of the verse is that the sun does indeed come to rest.
Imam Nawawi has mentioned that this is the view of a group of scholars.
Wahidi has mentioned that in accordance to this view its prostration under
the Throne occurs daily, when it sets. Imam NawawT has also written that its
prostration is with full understanding, which Almighty Allah creates within
it (i.e., it is a real prostration, and not merely figurative, in the meaning of
being obedient to the command of Almighty Allah).”

He writes further:
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“Understanding the nature of its prostration under the Throne and of its
coming to a rest every night is indeed difficult, since various scholars have
mentioned that it is an accepted fact that when the sun sets in one place it is
found rising in another. In Bulgaria the sun rises even before the
disappearing of the Shafaq (whiteness of the sky found after the sun sets. In
lands situated at 90 degrees (i.e., between the furthest eastern point and the
furthest western point), the sun remains continuously visible for half the
year, when the sun is in the Northern Hemisphere, and there is continuous
night there, when the sun is in the Southern Hemisphere. Thus, for half the
year they experience only night and for half the year they experience only
day. There are many proofs to show that the sun does not stop moving after
sunset. If it had to, it would be found motionless after rising as well, since
when it is out in one place, that is the time it just set in another place.

I had asked many great scholars of my era regarding the manner of
reconciling between the authentic narrations regarding this matter and
between what the eye sees. I could however not find an answer that could
quench my thirst and remove my confusion.”
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“An answer that has come to mind is that one considers the possibility of the
sun, as well as all the heavenly bodies having an original existence in another

form (similar to what exists for man in () r5\9» ‘the world in which the

original soul of each person resides’). In its original state these heavenly
bodies are beings, blessed with total understanding. Certain verses of the
Qur’an in fact make indication to this. For e.g., Almighty Allah mentions

S~

regarding these heavenly bodies: & 343 ‘fm&){ 4 ‘they are all swimming

in their orbits’. By attributing the verb to « 3¢ =) (a plural which is in Arabic

only used for males of understanding, and not for any matter which is void
of the understanding of man and Jinn) indication is made towards these
heavenly bodies enjoying the quality of full understanding and perception,
similar to what man enjoys. This indication can also be found in the verse of
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Stirah Yiisuf, in which Yiisuf 32 describes what he had seen in his dream.
His words, as mentioned in the Qur’an, are: ULLJE \’:9,{}:3:\; S Ak
40 Iped (Zfé:\jﬂi} ‘Indeed I had seen eleven stars and the sun and the moon. I

saw them all prostrating to me.” In this verse too, the heavenly bodies have been
described with the quality (.ol which is reserved for the masculine

gender, when it is of that species which has intelligence. And it is this very
point that is made clear in the Hadith of Sayyiduna Ab{i Dharr 424, i.e., the
sun having an intelligence similar to that of man, since in this narration
mention is made of the sun prostrating and then seeking permission to rise
up again, and it is generally understood that seeking permission is an act that
occurs verbally.”

e OV oS @\;ﬂ@@ﬁjiﬁig%&K&K&}”

“When this is the case, (i.e., that the sun has intelligence, similar to that of
man), it will not be far-fetched to assume that it too has a celestial, original
existence (bt ., quite similar to that of man’s.”
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“This original soul of man (known as b\ .z), when it is of a most pure

being (for e.g., a Nabi), at times separates itself from its body and makes its
appearance (in another dimension or place, wherever Almighty Allah so
wishes), either in the very form of its body or in some other form. During this
appearance of it in one dimension, it still keeps its relationship with its
original body, and thus continues functioning in its original time-zone in a

normal way.”

It has been authentically proven that Rasiilullah 1.5z saw Nabi Miisa $&ix& performing
salah in his grave. Then, as he J&.&4{lz began his journey into the heavens, he Jza ki
found Nabi Miisa i<k there as well, and it was there that their discussion began regarding
the issue of how many Salah were being made compulsory upon this Ummah. None have said
that the body of Nabi Miisa #2ixe which was in the grave was thereafter taken to the
heavens. And to even consider this will be like holding on to a very weak assumption.
Similarly, on that night of Mi‘rj, Rasulillah Jz5.£45{l> met many other Anbiya’ Ml & in
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the heavens, despite their earthly bodies being in their graves. None have said that their
earthly bodies were physically transported to the heavens.

And this has nothing to do with what philosophers have stated that it is impossible for one
being to be involved with more than one body. Rather, this is a totally different matter, which
is not hidden from those who Almighty Allah has blessed with foresight.

(Note: Shah Waliyyullah has discussed this issue in detail in his most unique compilation,
Hujjatullah al-Balighah. One may refer to its details there. - Abi Muhammad)
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(Having understood this) “It is now quite possible to say that the sun also
enjoys a celestial reality « .z similar to that which these great personalities

enjoy, and that it also separates (to some extent) from its physical body,
whilst still maintaining a slight connection with it. With its celestial body it
proceeds to the Throne of Almighty Allah and falls in prostration beneath it.
It lies there motionless, seeking permission to rise. During this time, its
continuous earthly movement shall not in any way contradict its being
motionless (in another realm). This most probably occurs when the sun
disappears from the sight of the inhabited world (which will be when it
moves away from the extreme west, even though, at that very moment, it
may still be visible at the poles), since we have already explained that its
celestial body being motionless does not conflict with its earthly body being
in constant motion. In fact, even if it had to be midday at the equator, that
too would not conflict with it being motionless in another dimension. It is
also possible that this prostration occurs at the time when the earthly sun
disappears from the eyes of the people of Madinah Munawwarah, despite it
being high or rising in some other area. Yes, one finds a greater inclination
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to the first possibility (i.e., its prostration is when it disappears in the far-
west).

It is on this very principle that an answer can be given to those incidents in
which mention has been made that the Ka‘bah proceeded forth to greet a
certain saint (i.e., for the Ka‘bah there is a celestial existence, as well as a
physical existence. Thus, if at any time the real Ka®bah, which has an original
celestial existence, proceeds forth in some other direction, this shall not
conflict at all with the earthly Ka‘bah, which is built of stone, remaining in
its place.)
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“This is what has come to my mind with regards to this issue. And Almighty
Allah alone is the one who guides to the straight path.”
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“Sayyiduna ‘Abdullah ibn ‘Abbas 4z, Zayn al-‘Abidin and his son, Bagqir,

‘Tkramah and ‘Ata’ ibn Abi Rabah %3z would recite this verse: ¢ Jiui;lﬁ%

$\J2 24 as (b Lz Y ‘e, the sun continues, and for it there is no place

of rest’. This then shall be with regards to the earthly sun, that it will never
cease moving in its set orbit.” (End of quote from ‘Allamah Alasi)

Another possibility that could be explored with regards to the above is that daily, after
passing a certain point, the very sun that we see enters into another realm, and proceeds
towards the throne of Almighty Allah, seeking permission to rise for the next day. As for the
objection that such a journey to the throne of Allah requires time, whereas, from what has
been observed, the sun does not disappear at any time of the day for such a lengthy period,
this objection can easily find its answer in the Ahadith regarding Mi'r3j (Rasulullah
14d{e’s ascension to the heavens).

The crux of the answer is that time is also a creation, and the manner in which time passes
for us is restricted to our time-zone. If, with Divine Permission, one is allowed out of our time-
zone, he will be able to complete many a task, yet when he re-enters our time-zone, it will be
as if no time has passed. On the night of Mi’raj, Rastilullah <. visited various areas on
land, and conversed with many of the Anbiya’ 3ll.¢, before his ascension to the heavens,
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c) Then there are scholars, who opined that the apparent texts regarding this issue
should be accepted. However, since the texts are not explicit, there is scope for
interpretation as well. Such scholars, include amongst others, Mawlana Ashraf ‘Ali
Thanwi (d. 1362 AH.).”

d) And finally, there are those scholars who opined that the texts regarding the
movement of the sun, it’s reaching a point of rest, and its prostration are all
tigurative. As with regards to the movement of the sun and related matters,
indications towards such matters should not be drawn from the texts of the Qur’an

after which he 155:£5{ie spent a great amount of time exploring the secrets of the heavenly
realms, yet when he J&5.%4fe returned, it was as if hardly any time had passed. Similarly,
when the attendant of Nabi Sulayman 3zl offered to bring the throne of Bilqis to him, he
was able to accomplish the task in a mere few seconds, whereas just the journey alone to
Saba’ (the land of Bilqis) should have taken at least a few days. Upon exiting our time-zone,
completing the above feats, in a matter of seconds, became possible. After understanding
this, why should one still find it difficult to comprehend the possibility of the sun, at some
point daily, exiting our time-zone, entering into a different realm, prostrating at the throne
of Almighty Allah, receiving its permission to rise again, and thereafter returning back into
our time-zone, without hardly any noticeable amount of time passing? (And Almighty Allah
knows best. - Abi Muhammad)

" Mawlana Ashraf ‘Ali Thanwi has written in Bayan al-Qur’an, under the explanation of verse

38 of Stirah Yasin: ‘And the sun continues until it reaches its place of rest’
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“The apparent indication of the phrase demands that it is the sun that is in
motion and not the earth, and that the motion of the sun is due to its body
moving, and not merely on account of the system that it exists in moving.
Unless, this phrase is interpreted to mean that one’s eye sees the sun ‘in

motion’.”
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“As for the reason of denying the movement of the earth, that is merely on
account of what is famous that it is either the sun that moves and not the
earth, or vice versa. Otherwise, it is indeed rationally possible that movement
be established for both the sun and the earth.”
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and the Sunnah. The reason for this is that since the message of the texts is directed
towards mankind in general, the general understanding of the masses has been
considered in the style of speech adopted. Had deep, scientific issues, which the
general mind could not easily comprehend, been indicated to, whilst introducing
mankind to The Almighty and to the Book of The Almighty, it would have resulted in
man further denying the message, on account of the proofs itself being in conflict to

what he understands.
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Examples of such scholars include, amongst others, ‘Allamah Anwar Shah Kashmiri **
and ‘Allamah Shabbir Ahmad ‘Uthmani .

" <Allamah Kashmiri wrote the following in Mushkildt al-Qur’an, in the explanation of the
verse 38 of Stirah Yasin:

0555 J&b oW ) 23 B lay) dlls ey el 3 B8 TEG iy 1 s sh
ST a3V T ot BiLy a5 ey e x3 J LGSl Yo (63 05855 B2 L1 13
KA FO Y

“Even if there had there been no movement at all for the sun, but in relation
to the earth, its position is found always changing, should movement then
not still be attributed to the sun, in accordance to the norm (i.e., what is
generally understood), as it happens in sentences such as; Zayd died; Zayd
fell sick; the stone fell, (whereas it is known that Zayd and the stone itself
carries out no act). Rather they merely accepted an act that was done to
them, yet, the verb is still attributed to them), or would it have been more
appropriate to break the norm?” (Obviously not!)

(What Shah $ahib meant is that instead of speaking against the norm, it is always more
appropriate to discuss matters as they are generally understood, even though that may not
be exactly how the matter is. Further on, Shah Sahib mentions:
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“What seems apparent is that matters dealing with teaching (i.e., introducing
man to his Creator) and which are not related to the discussion of scientific
facts, at times they are like issues of relativity (i.e., verses concerning sunrise,
sunset, the stability of the earth, etc. are verses whose purpose is to teach
man the recognition of his Creator. These are not verses that have come to
discuss deep scientific issues. It is similar to words that describe matters of
relativity.) For example, when one speaks of something appearing in front of
him and later disappearing, (on account of his position changing, and not
that of the item), or when one speaks of the lengthening and shortening of a
shadow (whereas it was the rays of the sun that caused the size of the shadow
to change)
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From the above it becomes clear that the scholars have adopted various approaches
with regards to explaining scientific theories, which apparently conflict with the
texts of the Qur’'an and the Sunnah. Due to each one being a great scholar, it would
not be wise to ignore their differing approaches and to declare one with a differing
view to be astray. Neither should the one who prefers to interpret the texts in an
appropriate manner be declared an apostate, nor should the one who chooses to
question the strength of these ‘scientific theories’ be labelled as a ‘trouble-maker’ and
one walking a path contrary to the path of the predecessors.
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“All these issues are thus not due to an act/motion in reality occurring within
these things, but rather acts are attributed to these things in accordance to
how they appear to the eye of the one looking through binoculars. Some
might find an item small and others will see it bigger.

In the terms of the general man the words ‘movement of the sun’; ‘rising of
the sun’; ‘setting of the sun’ have an understood meaning, which is found till
today. Thus, this ‘understood meaning’ has not been broken. (Rather, the
verses of the Qur’an were revealed in accordance to this.) It is as though this

is the (s e ias>» of these phrases’ meaning.” (i.e., a meaning taken on

account of how the general people utilize a word)

' <Allamah Shabbir Ahmad ‘Uthmani wrote a few pages with regards to this issue, which has
been published under the title of «_ ..z} 3520, In this book, he has explained that just on the

basis of the subject matter of certain Ahadith not conforming to the demands of one’s
intellect, one should not be hasty to reject its authenticity. He then, in detail, answered the
objections that some had made with regards to the Hadith quoted by Sayyiduna Abai Dharr
#edi, discussing how the sun prostrates under the Throne of Almighty Allah.

In his explanation, ‘Allamah ‘Uthmani indicates to the possibility of the prostration of the
sun under the Throne not being intended in the literal sense, but rather in the meaning of its
being, at every point of its journey, totally dependent upon the permission of Almighty Allah.
‘Allamah explains that since the intended purpose of the narration was to show how every
being in existence is dependent upon Almighty Allah, so much so, that even the mighty sun,
which itself provides heat, light and energy to the world, it too is not in any way independent.
Rather, it’s every movement requires permission from Almighty Allah.
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Shaykh ‘Abdul ‘Aziz ibn Baz penned down a few valuable guidelines to be considered
in such issues. A few excerpts are provided below:'

“The issues relating to the universe which have been explicitly
discussed in the Qur’an and the Sunnah are indeed issues which one
should accept wholeheartedly and should not doubt it merely due to
the statements of astronomers, etc. Rather, the views of astronomers
should always be viewed through the light of the Shari‘ah. What
conforms with the teachings of the Shari‘ah will be accepted, what
contradicts it will be rejected and that which finds no explicit mention
in the texts of the Qur’an and authentic Sunnah, nor does it contradict
that which is totally apparent, shall neither be accepted totally, nor
rejected. Rather, it shall remain a possibility until such knowledge is
acquired that either confirms its truth or exposes its falsehood.”

“It is allowed for the one, who has sufficient knowledge of the
principles upon which astronomers base their conclusions, to place his
reliance upon what they say, as long as it does not conflict with clear-
cut rulings of the Shari‘ah. Accepting such conclusions however
cannot be forced upon the one who does not wish to accept it, on
account of him not being content with their proofs. Yes, if he wishes,

he may narrate their conclusions (as one quotes Israili narrations).”

“As for what some feel that in this matter the scholars should not
interfere, but should rather accept what the masters of astronomy
explain, such a statement has indeed absolutely no substance. Some
issues pertaining to the universe are such that within the Qur’an and
the Sunnah there are clear statements regarding it. In such issues it is
not permissible for any believer to ignore what the Shari‘ah has
explained and to instead accept the statements of astronomers.”

“As for those issues regarding which there is nothing clear-cut in
Shari‘ah, here one may refer to what the astronomers explain and
their conclusions may be held as worthy of consideration. Here too
however, it is not permissible that one places full conviction and
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reliance upon whatever the astronomers explain. Rather their
explanations too shall be divided into three:

1) That which contradicts the teachings of the Shari‘ah shall be
rejected.

2) That which confirms with the teachings of the Shari‘ah shall be

accepted.

3) That which neither contradicts nor confirms shall be considered as
a possibility. Total reliance shall not be placed upon it, nor is there any
need for it to be rejected. One may even quote it, in the same manner
that Israili narrations are quoted. And Almighty Allah alone is the one
who guides to the straight path.”
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My Inclination in this Regard

As mentioned above, the issue concerning the relationship of the sun with the earth
is one in which no decisive view exists, neither amongst astronomers, nor amongst
the scholars. Thus, to force one to accept a particular view in this regard would indeed
be unfair. Similarly, to declare one particular view to be the ‘only correct view’, and
all other opinions to be that of deviates, that too would be foolish, since, as we have
seen, each opinion is backed by some giant in knowledge or the other. The safest
route would thus be to adopt or incline to a view one feels comfortable with, without
condemning those who opine otherwise.

With regards to which of the above views I incline towards, I feel that as long as our
senses do not directly witness the movement and the rising and the setting of the sun
to be in accordance to what modern science explains, until then the texts of the
Qur’an and the Sunnah should be accepted upon its apparent meaning. As for
scientific ‘proofs’ based upon computer calculation, and the ‘pictures’ that NASA
provides, these should never be considered as comprehensive proofs, on account of
which the texts need to be interpreted.

The reasons for this inclination of mine are as follows:

= It (the view of the sun circling the earth, instead of the earth
circling the sun, and of the earth being stationary) is a view that is

supported by the clear texts of the Qur’an as well as authentic
Ahadith.

& Sayyiduna ‘Abdullah ibn Mas‘id £24is; , in clear words, rejected
the theory of movement for the skies and the earth, when he
refuted the view promoted by Ka‘b al-Ahbar, of the skies circling,
in a manner similar to the pole of a mill (upon which the upper
plate rotates) whilst on a pillar, balancing upon the shoulder of an

angel.

He said:
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“Ka‘b has erred/lied. Indeed, Allah says, ‘Verily Allah holds the skies
and the earth, preventing it from moving’. And moving in a circle shape
is without doubt a form of movement!”"’

Although Sayyiduna ibn Mas‘Gd’s #edis; refutation was with regards to the
movement of the skies, the argument that he provided shows clearly that, in his
understanding, the earth too does not move.

Note: According to modern science, the sun is in constant movement towards a
certain star. As it moves, the earth rotates around it. It has been reported from
Sayyiduna “Ali and Sayyiduna ‘Abdullah ibn ‘Amr &2z " that the Bayt al-Ma‘miir is
situated directly above the Ka‘bah. If the view of modern science is to considered, it
will demand that the skies too rotate, as the earth rotates, and that the skies too move
along the path upon which the sun moves, thereby keeping the Bayt al-Ma‘mdr
always in line with the Ka‘bah. According to the understanding of ‘Abdullah ibn
Mas‘td e, with regards to the above verse of the Qur’an, there is absolutely no
movement that occurs with the skies, and since the skies are not moving, it also
demands that the earth too remains in one place, so that the Ka‘bah remains parallel
to the Bayt al-Ma‘mdir.
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= Until the renaissance, the scholars had claimed consensus upon
the view of the earth being stationary. Such a consensus has never
been claimed for the view of the earth rotating around the sun.

@ It seems far-fetched that astronomers, both Muslims and non-
Muslims, for thousands of years, found no fault in the view of the
earth being stationary. Their writings prove that they had
mastered this field, yet ‘amazingly’ they all erred in such an
important aspect, and it required devil-worshipping free-masons
to correct an ‘error’ that the world had been blinded to from the
very beginning.

&> The claim of the sun being at the centre and the earth orbiting it
was made at the time when the renaissance began. So called
‘scientific evidence’ would years later be provided for this proof by
NASA. Thus, one can easily say that modern science did not
uncover a ‘fact unknown to the world’. Rather, modern science was
used to find evidence for a theory already propagated. The
pictures, etc. that we see today were not available at the time
Newton and company made their claim. Either, their level of
intellect allowed them to understand what none had understood
until then, or they were ordered by the devil to promote a theory,
and the devilish organizations like NASA, etc. were then ordered to
create ‘evidence’ for such a theory. When one ponders over the
devilish nature of the initial promoters of the theory of the earth
orbiting the sun, one shall surely find inclination towards the
latter possibility, i.e., they were mere tongues of a higher devilish
order.

However, as mentioned above, this is a matter in which there is scope for a difference
of opinion. My inclination in this matter to a particular view is merely a matter of
preference. And each individual holds the right to entertain an opinion in such a
matter.

Another issue in which scholars differ is with regards to whether the earth is flat or
round, and then whether man resides upon all sides of the earthly globe, or only upon
one side. Similar to the issue discussed above regarding whether the earth is stagnant

51



%\) HOW SHOULD A MUSLIM VIEW MODERN SCIENCE (@%

or in constant motion, here too there is no definite view. Rather, it too is open for
differing opinions. In the pages that follow, some of the opinions of scholars
regarding this matter shall be provided.

Is the Earth Flat or Round?
Views of the Scholars of Islam

a) Prominent scholars who made clear mention of the earth being flat (and not
spherical), from the year 400 A.H. until 1250 A.H., included, amongst others:

1. Shaykh ‘Abdul-Qahir al-Baghdadi Shafi‘i (d. 429 A.H.)."”
2. Abu al-Hasan Al-Mawardi Shafii (d. 450 A.H.)** -Author of (3 gty <SCID,

commonly known as Tafsir al-Mawardi.

In his book Usiil ad-Din, in the chapter regarding the names of Almighty Allah, he has

written:

Chapter 10 of this principle - explaining how the names of Allah indicate
towards His doings.

&3 12 e VAN 3 Loy sl B T e a0Vl (3 o) eonliny 3 e VAN 3 506D
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“For example, the name ‘al-Barr’ is indicative of His kindness towards His
slaves. The name ‘al-BarT is indicative towards the fact that it is He who is
the Creator of all creation. The name ‘al-Basit’ (one of the names of Allah) is
indicative of the plentiful bounty given to those He wishes and that He spreads
the earth flat, which is why He called it ‘Bisatan’ (that which is spread flat; a carpet),
contrary to the claims of those philosophers and astrologers who say that the earth is
spherical and not flat.”

% In his famous TafSir 1)) , =S commonly known as Tafsir al-Mawardi he has written:
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3. Ibn ‘Atiyyah al-Muharibi al-Andaldsi (d. 542 A.H.)** Author of | >\ x5
(), commonly known as Tafsir ibn ‘Atiyyah.

4, Muhammad ibn Ahmad al-Qurtubi Maliki (d. 671 A.H.)**-Author of C«\.;L\»
(1,4 rK;XI, commonly known as Tafsir al-Qurtubi.

“The verse “And it is He who spread the earth” means that He (Allah J&5%=:2)
spread it so that things may lie firm on it, refuting the claim of those who say
that it is round like a ball.”

! Tbn ‘Atiyyah was accomplished in the fields of Tafsir, Hadith, Figh, and the Arabic language.
He was appointed as a judge of Grenada. He authored a Tafsir named (2| , ,>lh. In the

commentary of verse 19 of Stirah Niih, he wrote:
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“The apparent meaning of the verse demands that the earth is flat and not
round. Any of the two views however may be adopted. Yes, it is necessary
that the view of the earth being round does not lead further to a corrupted
understanding. As for the view of the earth being flat, which is the apparent
meaning of the verses of the Qur’an, by adopting this view there is no fear of
an incorrect understanding later arising.”

And in the explanation of verse 20 of Siirah al-Ghashiyah :1. 21 46 E5bl &ies u;a’ﬁ ’ng%

[s- he wrote:
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“And the literal meaning of this verse (88:20) is that the earth is flat, and not a
sphere. And it is this view which the scholars have adopted. As for the claim that it
is a sphere - even though it doesn’t violate any pillars of Islam - it is a claim
that scholars do not subscribe to.”

'

?2 In his Tafsir, Ahkam al-Qur’an, in the commentary of verse 3 of Stirah al-Ra‘d J@/YT:\ZL;:\S\}/%

e% ‘And it is He who has spread out the earth’ he wrote:
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5. ‘Ala’ ad-Din ‘Ali ibn Muhammad al-Khazin (d. 741 A.H.)* - Author of Tafsir
al-Khazin.

R 2N T 85 5 de 55 W e 3 0l

“And this verse is a refutation against those who claim that the earth is like
a sphere.”
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“And it is the opinion of the scholars of Islam and the People of the Book that the earth
is static, unmoving and spread out, and that its only movement is due to causes
such as earthquakes, etc.”

% In the commentary of the verse:
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“And it is He who has spread out the earth and placed upon it mountains and

rivers.”

he has written:
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“Allah said ‘And it is He who spread the earth’ meaning that He spread it over
the water. It has been said that the earth was all together. Almighty Allah
then spread it out from under the Ka‘bah. This can only be correct if it is said
that the earth is flat like the palm.

According to astronomers the earth is a ball. It can be said that if the ball is
large enough, every piece of it can be seen as a large flat expanse. In this
manner both views could be reconciled. Despite this possibility of

54



£
%\) HOW SHOULD A MUSLIM VIEW MODERN SCIENCE @%

6. Imam Jalal ad-Din as-Suydti (d. 911 A.H.)* - Author of half of Tafsir al-
Jalalayn.

7. ‘Allamah ‘Isam ad-Din Ibrahim ibn Muhammad al-Qunawi Hanafl (d.
1195)* -His 7-volume commentary on the Tafsir of Baydawi is regarded as
the biggest and perhaps the best.

reconciliation Almighty Allah has stated that He expanded the earth and that
He spread it and flattened it, all of which indicate that the earth is flat, and Allah
is more truthful and has better evidence than astronomers.”

* He wrote in his Tafsir of Qur’an, Jalalayn, in the commentary of verse 20 of Surah al-
Ghashiyah:

adey iz 231G Sl & Cablp 3y 45 22 40 Exdl B N1 A
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“{And (do they not look) at the earth - how it is spread out?} The word ‘spread out’
literally suggests that the earth is flat, and such is the opinion of the scholars of
Islam, not a ball like astronomers claim, though claiming so is not against any
established teaching of Islam.”

% In his commentary on Tafsir al-Baydawi, ‘Hashiyah al-Qunawiyyah’, whilst discussing Qadi
Baydawi’s commentary on the verse:

[e¢ 55,211 %Dj@&;ﬂﬁﬁ;e,&\%
“He who has made for you the earth flat.”
He writes,

“Qadi Baydawi commentated as follows:
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“This does not demand that the earth must be flat. Due to the huge size of
the earth, its being round shall not prevent items being laid out upon it.”

‘Allamah ‘Isam ad-Din then commentates:
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8. Qadi Muhammad ibn ‘Al ash-Shawkani (d. 1250 A.H.)*® -Author of Tafsir
Fath al-Qadir.
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“Although the author’s (Baydawi’s) claim (that the earth is round) is well meant, the
claim that it is flat is still preferred since it was the opinion of ibn ‘Abbas quoting
from ibn ‘Umar (may Allah be pleased with them). It is also the apparent

>
s 2 0%

interpretation of the verses C%[@‘)JM 52 Jﬂ}%@ ‘And the earth, We have spread it’

=
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=2

(15:19) and %@\LA j\é}e@&;}ﬁ% “You will not see therein a depression or an
elevation’ (20:107) and %@1@;3 535 J@:S)_T}%o ‘And after that He spread the earth’
(79:30). And ibn ‘Abbas and a multitude of scholars are more knowledgeable

of the Arabic tongue and its subtleties, thus inclining to this view will most
definitely be acceptable in the opinion of those of understanding.

And the claim of sphericity is that of the philosophers, and apparently the
author (al-Baydawi) has preferred this view as well, following the opinion of
Imam ar-Razi, who has discussed the rationalist arguments for sphericity in
his Tafsir. The author has accepted the opinion of Imam ar-Razi, despite it
being a new opinion in this issue. We understand from this that there is no
impermissibility in considering any of the two views. However, it is still safer to follow
the opinion of the salaf.”

* He has written in Tafsir Fath al-Qadir under verse 19 of Strah al-Hijr:
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“The verse eé VR Jﬁf}% means that Allah spread (the earth) and laid it

flat, as mentioned in the verse %@@;/é,\ﬁ;l; Jé\)f}%o ‘And after that He spread
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9. Shaykh Muhammad bin Yasuf al-Kafi al-Tansi Maliki (d. 1250 A.H.).”
10. ‘Allamah Muhammad Amin al-Harawi Shafi‘ (d. 1348 A.H.)*; - Author of

A0 5 7o N Bl i)
b) Prominent scholars who supported the theory of a round/spherical earth,
include, amongst others:

1. Imam Muhammad ibn ‘Umar Fakhr ad-Din ar-Razi (d. 606 A.H.)*- Author
of ()l mslas), commonly known as Tafsir al-Kabir.

the earth’ (79:30) and %@ O )@@Q:‘%’;&}/ﬁf}% ‘And the earth We have spread
out, and excellent is the Preparer’ (51:48) and in it is a refutation to those who claim
that it is like a ball.”

” In refutation of a book written by Shaykh Muhammad Bakhit al-Muti4, titled
(sl aadl 5 23S pshall e 0T LT 3 W A3LaY) Jsaall 490 he refutes the statement of Shaykh
Bakhit regarding the earth being round. He writes:
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“Sheikh Bakhit’s claim, ‘that Allah is wise and powerful and knowledgeable enough
to make the earth round, whereby it can be a place of rest’, is incorrect for there are
no verses in the Qur’an that indicate to this at all as we have indicated earlier. As for
them saying that Allah is wise and powerful and knowledgeable, that is
already proven by the Qur’an regardless of the earth being round or not.”

*In his Tafsir «, ) 3la>), he quoted the above text of ‘Allamah Khazin, indicating to his
agreement with this theory.

* In his Tafsir of Qur’an, Mafatih al-Ghayb, he has written:
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“Some have said that the earth was once round. Almighty Allah then spread
it out from Makkah, from beneath the Ka‘bah. Others have claimed that it
was spread out from Bayt al-Maqdis. This however can only be considered
probable if one accepts the view that the earth is flat, and not round. Those
who support the view of the earth being flat present as a proof the verse ‘And

L3R 1)

the earth We spread it out after that’.
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“Such a view however is problematic for two reasons:

1) 1t has been proven that the earth is round, thus opposing this is not
correct. If it is said that the view of the earth being round contradicts the
word ‘spread out’, which has been mentioned clearly in the Qur’an, we will
reply that there is no contradiction, since it is accepted that the earth is a
huge body, and it is known that when a ball is huge, each part of it appears
as though it is a spread-out surface.”
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“2) The purpose of the mentioned verse ‘And We spread the world out after that’
has been mentioned so that one recognizes through it the existence of the
Creator. For this it is necessary that the spreading out of the earth be
something that is visible. It’s being cramped together under the Ka‘bah (and
from there being spread out) is not something that is visible. Thus, if this was
the intended meaning it would not be a verse through which the presence of
the Creator of the world could be proven. From what we have mentioned it
becomes clear that the proper translation and explanation of the verse is what we
have mentioned (i.e., whenever one looks at the earth it appears as a flat surface).”
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2. ‘Allamah Mahmiid ibn ‘Abdullah al-Aldist (d. 1270 AH.) - author of
(3l
3. Qadi ‘Abdullah ibn ‘Umar al-Baydawi (d. 685 A.H.)*- author of (s 5ell ,\ysh,

commonly known as Tafsir al-Baydawi.
4, Tbn Hazam Zahiri (d. 456 A.H.).*

* Under the explanation of the verse [ss :s 5.1 4 G5 &N e 3] 1% ‘It is He who has made the

earth a carpet’, he writes:
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“This does not demand that the earth be flat, since even if it is spherical, but huge,
that too shall allow the spreading out of a carpet above it.”

*' During his era, books of the ancient philosophers had gained great prominence amongst
the Muslims. Certain groups were utilizing the arguments of these books against many of the
narrations that appear in the books of Islam, even though these narrations were not really
established to be the statements of Rasulullah JZ.&4{ie. Rather, it would be total
fabrications, or narrations with weak Sanads, or the words of Ka‘b al-Ahbar.

Amongst the objections that this group was levelling against the Muslims was with regard to
the earth. According to the books of philosophy that had been translated and spread amongst
the Muslims of that land, the earth was round. Using the proofs for this, found in their books,
they were creating doubts in the hearts of the simple believers. Responding to them in j.aalh

(o 5 <1231 5 JUI 3 he writes:
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“Now we shall respond to some of their objections. They claim that the earth
is proven round and that it is only the general man that regards it to be flat.
Our response to this, with the aid of Allah, is that there is not a single
recognized authority in Islamic knowledge that has denied the earth being
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5. ‘Allamah Mahmud ibn ‘Amr az-Zamakhshari (d. 538 A.H.)**- Author of
(la,

6. ‘Allamah ibn Taymiyyah®

round. Not a phrase has been recorded of them refuting this ever. Rather,
clear proofs can be found in the Qur’an and the Sunnah regarding the earth
being round. Almighty Allah states: ‘It is He who folds the night over the day and
folds the day over the night’. This is the clearest of proofs that part of the earth
folds over another. ( , <=3, extracted from the phrase L)l , S (the fold of

the turban). This verse is thus explicit in the fact that the earth is round and that
the sun moves around the earth.”

(Note: Although ibn Hazam held the view of the earth being round, he at the same time held
the view of the sun moving around a round earth.)

*2 Under verse 22 of Stirah Bagarah he writes:
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If you were to ask if there is perhaps a proof in the verse of the earth being
flat, instead of spherical, I would reply, ‘All that the verse indicates to is that
people utilize it for spreading out their things. Irrespective, whether the
earth is flat or spherical, both allow for items to be spread out upon it, due to
its huge size and the space between its ends.

¥ ¢Allamah ibn Taymiyyah writes in Majma‘ al-Fatawa:
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7. ‘Allamah Ibrahim ibn ‘Umar al-Biga‘i (d. 885 A.H.)* - author of o5 i)
.

8. ‘Allamah Isma‘il Haqqi (d. 1127 A.H.) - author of Tafsir Ruh al-Bayan.*

“Imam Abt Husayn Ahmad ibn Ja‘far ibn Munadi, who is from those scholars
that are well known for their expertise with regards to the Ahadith and are
known for their writings, and who is from the second division of the students
of Imam Ahmad, said:

‘There is no difference amongst the scholars that the sky is like a ball, and
that it turns, with whatever stars are within it, in a circle-like shape over the
two permanent poles, i.e., the pole in the far north and the pole in the far
south. A proof for this is that the stars all move towards the east, in a circle-
like manner, falling slowly into place, in a set sequence, until it reaches the
centre of the sky. Then it falls back towards where it had started from, in that
very same sequence, as though it is all fixed to a rotating system, which turns
(pulls) all to a certain point.

Similarly, they have agreed that the earth, and all the movements of the
earth, on land and sea, are like that of a ball. The proof of this is that at one
and the same time the sun, the moon and the stars are not visible to all the
inhabitants. Rather, it first appears in the east and then in the west. ... (He
also said) Thus, the circle of the earth is situated in the centre of the circle of
the sky, similar to a dot in a circle.”

* The author of ! Lz writes:
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“And {He} i.e., Allah alone {is the One who spreads the earth}. This verse does not
contradict the view of the earth being spherical in nature, since a spherical
object, if it is very huge, each portion of it appears to be flat.”
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The difference of opinion of the scholars regarding this matter shows that this too is
open for discussion, and that one is free to adopt whichever view he feels inclined to.
In the pages below, I shall mention my thoughts regarding this matter, together with
some of the reasons for it. It is not necessary that it is correct in its entirety, since this
is a matter for which there is no real way of proving any theory. Rather, it is meant
only as ‘food for thought’. Much more investigation in this field is required before
any solid theory can be presented. In Sha Allah, through this booklet, others may be
encouraged to exert themselves in understanding, through their independent
research, the system of the earth and the sky. (Independent research refers to
knowledge acquired after investigation, and not to ‘western education’ which is
nothing but ‘unquestionable theories’” forced upon innocent minds.) Who knows?
Perhaps such points shall then come to light, which shall show how accurate the texts

are in its indication to what occurs around us.

My Feelings Regarding How We Should View the Nature of
the Earth

The first point of note is that although the scholars of Islam differed with regards to
the shape of the earth, in its being of a flattish or roundish nature, one does not find
in the writings of even those who felt that the earth is round any indication towards
the view of man residing upon all sides of the globe. Their claim of the earth being
round does not necessarily mean that they felt that man resides upon both the top
surface as well as the bottom surface of the globe. Had they held such a view, during
their eras, they would have then definitely discussed regarding why man, at the
bottom of the earth, does not fall off, into space, due to him being ‘upside-down’. The
theory of ‘gravity’ was discussed only from the late 16™ and early 17" century, first
by Galileo Galilei (the very freemason who promoted the heliocentric theory of
Copernicus) and then in 1687 by ‘Sir’ Isaac Newton (the freemason who then stamped
the theory of Copernicus with ‘royal approval’).

“The earth being spread out does not contradict the view of the earth being
spherical in nature, since the earth is huge, and a ball, when it is very big,
each portion of it appears to be flat.”
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Muslim scholars who wrote before this regarding a spherical earth found no need to
question why man was not falling off the fast-rotating earth, especially when one is
at the bottom ‘upside-down’, since they never opined (as far as I understand) that
man resides upon all sides of ‘the globe’, or that the earth rotates in such a manner,
that those on the upper surface frequently move over to the bottom. (And Allah
JG558 2 knows best)

Similarly, their inclination to the view of a spherical earth does not necessitate that
they held the view of the earth rotating in the manner that modern-science
propagates. For e.g., ‘Allamah Aldsi (author of Ruh al-Ma‘ani) wrote under verse 41 of
Surah Fatir that there exists consensus amongst the believers that the earth does not
move. In the issue of the shape of the earth however, he opines that it is spherical.

It thus becomes clear that the theory regarding the earth and the sky which modern-
science explains, the Muslim scholars of the past, despite the differences that
occurred amongst them, in this regard, did not support such a theory. Those who
promoted the view of a spherical earth did not ever promote the theory of a spherical,
fast-rotating earth, that circles the sun, with its inhabitants held into place through
‘gravity’.

After understanding this, we realize that whether the view of the flat earth of some
scholars is considered, or the view of a spherical earth, in both instances there is no
need to agree to the ‘round-earth model’ that modern-science promotes. The
difference of opinion regarding this matter of the scholars of the past now makes no
real difference to the discussion, since the issue at hand is not really whether the
shape of earth is round or flat, but rather whether man resides only upon the upper
surface of the earth or does he reside on all sides, even on the side which makes him
totally ‘upside-down’.

Based upon this, I feel that any such shape can be considered for the earth, which
does not necessitate the need for any law of ‘gravity’; nor that the earth rotates
around the sun in order for day and night to be realized; nor that the earth be smaller
than the sun; nor that there is no sky and nor that the understanding of the Sahabah
#:ziz, regarding the nature of the earth be termed incorrect.

Any model of earth which necessitates any of the above should be discarded, since,
as we have mentioned in detail, there exists no real proof of any particular model
being ‘the only correct model’. Every model is a mere theory, and theories should not
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be the basis of refuting points towards which much indication can be found in the

Divine Texts.

Rather, such a model should be considered which conforms the most to the many
indications of the Qur’anic verses and the texts of the Ahadith and statements of the

Sahabah #zdis.

1. A Model That Conforms to the Qur’anic Indication of the Earth
Being Connected to the Sky at its End

In the Qur’an, indication is made of a sky that had once been fully connected to the

earth and was then separated. Almighty Allah asks:
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“Did the disbelievers not see that the skies and the earth were once

joined together, after which We separated it?”

-

The sky and earth were once joined together. Allah &%= then lifted the sky away
from the earth. The separation of the sky from the earth could either have been in
totality or by leaving it connected to the earth at the sides, thus forming a dome-like

structure.”® The word (s, indicates to this second possibility, i.e., the earth and the

sky are still connected to each other, but only at the sides, and not in the centre.”’

*¢ (The sky being a dome-like structure over the earth is explicitly mentioned by the Sahabah

52 537

#elils;, as we shall mention ahead)

*” Tafsir Hada’iq ar-Rih explains the meaning of (s ,) as follows:
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“Firmly joined together, with no air and atmosphere between the two. It was
one entity. It was then separated with air and wind being brought into the
centre, by lifting the sky and keeping the earth in its place.”
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From the verse ‘did the disbelievers not see that the skies and the earth were once joined
together, after which We separated it? an indication can also be taken that the
disbelievers during the era of Rasiilullah J5.E4l> were aware of the sky and earth
once being together. They had most probably acquired such knowledge from the
scholars of the previous scriptures.” The understanding of those scholars with
regards to how they understood the nature of the earth and the sky has thus been
affirmed, to a certain extent, as a correct understanding of the issue and has been
classified as a sign of the power of Allah (&5,

2. A Model that Conforms to the Statements of the Early Muslim
Scholars that the Sky is Like a Dome Over the Earth

Ibn Jarir at-Tabari has narrated, under the commentary of Stirah Bagarah, verse 22,
the view of Sayyiduna ‘Abdullah ibn Abbas &z4is and Sayyiduna ‘Abdullah ibn
Mas‘lid &z4is, that the sky forms a dome-like shape over the earth.”

It is mentioned in Tafsir Khazin, under the explanation of verse 2, Stirah Ra‘d:
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“Iyas ibn Mu‘awiyah (a high-ranking Tabi‘7) has stated that the sky is
dome-shaped over the earth, similar to a dome (on a building.)
This is the also the view of Hasan, Qatadah and the majority of the
Mufassirin.”

The manner of separating with air forming in between is similar to what happens when one
blows a balloon. It remains connected and stretched at the sides, and due to the air in-

between its centre remains separated.
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If man were to be living upon the outside surface of a globe, as modern-science claims,
the surrounding sky would then have had to circle the earth completely, and it would
in no way form a dome shape.

3. A Model in Which the Earth is of a Similar Width to That of the
Sky

Describing Jannah, Almighty Allah says:
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“Hasten to the mercy of your Lord and a garden, the width of which is
like that of the sky and the earth.”

Had the width of the earth been the size of a mere speck in comparison to the skies,
as modern-science claims, it would not have been mentioned as it has in the verse
above. For example, if one wishes to describe the height of a hut, which is double the
height of man, he shall not say that its height is double the height of man and double
the height of an ant. Since the height of the ant is minimal, in the comparison it is not
mentioned. Since the width of the earth has been mentioned in the verse above, it
indicates that its width, in comparison to the skies, is not minimal, but rather quite
close.

4. A Model, Which Conforms to the Maps Drawn by the Early
Scholars of Islam

Below is a picture of a map of the world, drawn by “Ali ibn Husayn al-Mas‘udi (d. 345
AH./956 A.C.)
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In the map of al-Mas‘Gdi one finds land surrounded by al-Bahr al-Muhit, ‘a
surrounding ocean’. All of this rests on a circle. If land is assumed to be spread over a
globe, as modern-science claims, the concept of ‘surrounding waters’ shall not arise.
On a globe there is no beginning, middle and ending point, thus neither can the
spread-out land be termed to be surrounded by waters, nor can the waters be termed
to be surrounding the land. Water can only be termed as ‘surrounding’ if there is no
land beyond it on any side. Otherwise, that land and the land on its opposite side
could be viewed as though it surrounds the in-between waters.

In the map of ibn Hawqal (d. 367 A.H./ 978 A.C.) (below) as well as the map of al-Idrisi
(560 A.H./1165 A.C.) (further-below) the same concept is shown, of a ‘living area’
surrounded by water.

. . M' - A

World map by /b Hawgal, commentated by Shiva Balaghi
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In the map of ibn al-Wardi (d. 750 A.H./1349 A.C.) (below) the city of Makkah
Mukarramah is shown as being at the centre of the living-surface. As for the concept
of man residing on all sides of a globe, the possibility of Makkah being at the centre
does not arise at all, since in a globe every area, in comparison to the surrounding
areas, could be deemed as centre.

1. Ibn al-Wardi's maps.

Many other scholars of the past can be found placing Makkah Mukarramah at the
centre of their map. Had the concept existed in their minds of the living-area of earth
being spread out across a globe, in which no area could be termed as ‘the centre’,
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these scholars would not have bothered showing Makkah as the dead centre of the
earth.

5. A Model, Which Allows for the Existence of a Barrier, That
Prevents Both Man and Jinn from Traversing the Earth at its
Corners and from Traversing the Skies

Addressing man and Jinn, Almighty Allah declares:
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“0 man and Jinn, if you find the strength to traverse the skies and the
earth®’, then do so. You shall not be able to traverse except with divine
aid.”*

If the above verse is taken in the general sense that neither at present nor on the Day
of Qiyamah shall man and Jinn be able to pass the sides of the skies and the earth,
then in this verse one finds indication of a barrier preventing man and Jinn from
flying out of the earth’s enclosure. Thus, the furthest that man can reach is the
highest levels of the (45l (the space between earth and the barrier, after which

begins the heavens).

In fact, one can also find indication that man resides within an enclosure and not on
the outer surface of a globe, as modern-science claims. Had man already been on the
outside surface, it would not be said one cannot pass it sides, since on the outside
surface of a globe man is not surrounded by any side. Rather, he is already on the
outside. The most that would be said to such a person is that he will not be able to

pass the edges of the sky.

Since the verse mentions both the sides of the earth and the sky as a barrier which

man and Jinn cannot pass, one feels inclined to the view of man and Jinn being
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enclosed, with the earth below him and the sky above him and some barrier on the

sides of the earth linking up to the sky.

6. A Model, that Keeps Some Stars at a Specific Point, Which
Travellers Utilize to Keep Track of their Direction

In the Qur’an, stars have been described as objects, through which travellers can find
their path. Almighty Allah states:

2
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“And with the star they find their way.”

Had the earth been turning in its orbit, the position of these stars to the earth would
always be different, and man would not have been able to use it as a guide.

7. A Model, Which Has Various Levels and Stations, Between the
Land and the Barrier that Prevents Man Reaching the Heavens

Almighty Allah states:
D16 ) B G55 ) SN s Es s p

“Without doubt We had placed in the sky stations and We had made it
beautiful for those looking.” (Towards it)

Explaining the word €552 ‘Allamah Ab{i Mansiir al-Maturidi has written:
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“Some have said that it refers to stars. It is also possible that it refers
to the stations through which the sun, moon and the stars pass.”

‘Allamah Harawi has written in his Tafsir, Hada'iq ar-Rih:
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“Burdj refers to palaces, homes, pathways and stations, through which
the seven planets pass through, in the seven skies. The intended
meaning in this verse is the stations of the sun, the moon and the
moving stars/planets. The stations are commonly known as the 12
stations. They are: Aries; Taurus; Gemini; Cancer; Leo; Virgo; Libra;
Scorpion; Sagittarius; Capricorn; Aquarius; and Pisces.”
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“Zuhal (Saturn) is in the seventh sky. Mushtari (Jupiter) is in the sixth.
Mirrikh (Mars) is in the fifth. The sun is in the fourth. Zahrah (Venus) is
in the third. ‘Atarid (Mercury) is in the second and the moon is in the
first sky.

The Arabs regard the knowledge of the settling of these stars/planets
at their stations as a most important branch of knowledge. Through it,
they calculate time, seasons and find their routes.”

The position of the planets in the different skies has not been mentioned in any
Hadith. Rather, this was how some scholars and philosophers of the past understood
its positions.

Note: When they speak of the different levels of the skies, they do not refer to the
‘seven heavens’, but rather to the layers of the atmosphere that exists between the
earth and the barrier which prevents man exiting the atmosphere. In Arabic, the
word «2ls is generally used to refer to this.

In the explanation of the verse 4 & 042 é@é’aj% Sayyiduna ‘Abdullah ibn ‘Abbas

has mentioned:
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“The sun and the moon rotate in the doors of the sky, as a whorl (small
wheel/pulley) rotates in a spindle.”
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The above explanation of ibn ‘Abbas, whilst explaining the word %(Lj/\/ﬁ &} shows
clearly that the word «\..o» ‘sky’ would many a time be used in the meaning of «lds»

‘atmosphere’.

Imam al-Awza‘l quotes Hassan ibn ‘Atiyyah (a leading scholar of the Tabi‘in)* as
saying:
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“The sun and the moon rotate in the atmosphere between the earth
and the sky.”

Note: Since the moon exists between the earth and the barrier, after which the sky
(i.e., the heavens) begins, it shall indeed be possible for man to reach it. However,
there is much to indicate that as yet they have not reached the moon and had merely
faked a landing for purposes known best to them.*
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“ Was Man’s Landing on the Moon Real?

As the years pass since the last recorded landing of man on the moon in 1972, the numbers
of those who no longer believe in it ever happening continue increasing. There are many
reasons why the truthfulness of this episode has been questioned but perhaps the most
glaring proof of it most likely not having occurred is that from that time, despite the growing
calls of man’s quick return to the moon, man has not as yet gone back. Why?

Explaining the reasons behind this most lengthy delay Dave Mosher, writing for the ‘Business
Insider US’ writes:

Astronauts often say the biggest reasons why humans haven’t returned to the lunar surface
are budgetary and political hurdles — not scientific or technical challenges.
(Jul 16, 2018, 09:30 PM - Astronauts explain why nobody has visited the moon in more than
45 years — and the reasons are depressing. https://www.businessinsider.co.za/moon-

missions-why-astronauts-have-not-returned)
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8. A Model, in Which Mountains Serve the Purpose of Pegs, i.e. To
Hold the Earth in Place

= Almighty Allah says:
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“And He has placed in the earth anchors (i.e., mountains) so that the
earth does not push you off.”

8- -

Explaining this verse, Qatadah £iliz has mentioned:
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“When the earth was created, it seemed as if it was going to shake. The
angels said, ‘This shall never allow anyone upon its back!” The next

morning, they found mountains created. They had no idea of the
material from which the mountains were created.”

& Qutbi has explained the meaning of c%;;ﬁl.; u\%’ ‘so that the earth does not

push you off, by saying:

Had it been too expensive to send anyone to the moon, even after a period of 45 years passing
since the last recorded landing, one doubts that America would have easily managed to send
12 people to the moon, in 6 operations, between July 1969 and December 1972. It does seem
weird that a country (i.e., America) could afford 6 man-operated flights to the moon in a
period of 3 and a half years, yet no other country could ever afford doing the same even once,
nor has America been able to save enough to make one further trip after that.

The truth regarding the landings in the years 1969 to 1972 shall perhaps never be known but
if the possibility does exist that the entire episode was made up, as many do feel today, then
in the same light one could say that a similar possibility exists with regards to much of the
information and pictures that NASA and similar institutes feed the gullible public of the
world. If agencies could create an image of man landing on the moon which could fool
millions of people for so long, there should hardly be any difficulty in creating images of the
shape of earth, of satellites in space, etc.
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“The meaning of (.l is movement/slight movement.”

According to this explanation, the purpose of mountains was to stop all movement of
the earth, even slight movements.

¥ Qatadah has also mentioned:
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“Had it not been for the mountains, no creation would ever have
remained upon the earth.”

> Under the explanation of this verse, ‘Allamah Qurtubi has written:
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“And the view which the Muslims and the people of the Book (i.e., the
Christians and the Jews) hold is of the earth being stationary, with no
movement, and being spread out. The only movement that does occur
on earth is due to earthquakes, etc.”

& ‘Abdullah ibn ‘Abbas iediss;, through a sound chain has been quoted as
saying:
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“The first of Allah’s creation was the pen, and it wrote what was to
become. Almighty Allah’s throne was on water. Then water vapor rose
and from it the heavens were created. Then he created the whale, and
the earth was spread on the whale’s back. When the whale moved
slightly, it caused the earth to shake. So, it was fastened by the
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mountains, for it is the mountains that have dominance over the
earth.”

It is clear from the narration of ibn ‘Abbas £25iz; that the purpose of the mountains
is not merely to prevent earthquakes from occurring, but rather to keep the earth in
one specific position, thus according to him there is no continuous rapid spinning of

the earth, as modern science claims.

9. A Model, in Which the Moon is to a Great Extent Similar in Size
to that of the Sun

Almighty Allah, regarding the scenes of the day of Qiyamabh, states:
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“And the sun and the moon shall be folded up.” (i.e., their light shall
be covered)

In this verse, and in many similar verses, mention of the moon is made together with
that of the sun. It’s like is that of Zakah, which is always mentioned together with the
command of Salah. Had the size difference between the sun and the moon been that
which modern-science claims, i.e., roughly 400 times larger*, these two creations of
Almighty Allah would not have always been mentioned together.

For example, big ants’ range in size from 2.5 cm - 5 cm, whilst a man’s general height
is about 170 cm, which is only 68 times bigger than the 2.5 cm ant, yet when the two
stand side by side, the ant is never noticed. So, when the difference between two
objects is 400 times, where then shall the smaller ever be given any notice.

10. A Model, in Which the Moon too is a Source of Light, as well as
a reflector of the Light of the Sun

There is much in the texts of the Qur’an and the Sunnah to indicate that just as the
sun is a source of light, so too is it with the moon, i.e., it holds its own light Some of
those indications are as follows:

* Modern science claims that the sun measures 1.4 million km across, while the moon is a
mere 3.474 km across.
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= With regards to the day of Qiyamah, Almighty Allah states:
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“And the sun and the moon shall be folded up.” (i.e., their light shall
be covered)

Rasilullah 5.6 explained the manner of its being folded up, by saying:
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“The sun and the moon shall both be folded up, on the day of Qiyamah,
and placed into the fire.”

Due to its being folded up, its light shall now be effaced, as explained by ‘Allamah al-
‘Ayni.* If the moon was merely reflecting the light of the sun, there would be no need
to wrap it up as well. Effacing the light of the sun alone would have been sufficient.

Explaining the reason for its being placed into fire, ‘Allamah ibn Qutaybah ad-
Dinawari (d. 276 A.H.) has written:
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“The sun and the moon will not be punished in the fire, when they will
be placed therein. Thus, there is no need to ask as to what was its sin.
Rather, both were created from the fire and on the day of Qiyamabh it
will merely be returned to its origin.’

What becomes clear from this explanation of ‘Allamah ad-Dinawarfi is that during the
first few centuries of Islam it was understood that both the sun and the moon were
objects created from the fire, and thus both should have its own light.
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= In the commentary of the verse:
[A ) 1408 A G5 d
And (when) the moon shall eclipse (at the onset of Qiyamah)

The recognized Imam of ‘Aqa@’id, Allamah Abt Manstr al-Maturidi (d. 333 A.H.), wrote:
(S U i) €555 0350 23 15D
“i.e., when its light shall disappear”

Had he been of the view of the moon drawing its light from the sun, he would have
commented with a phrase such as ‘when the light of the sun shall no longer reach the
moon’, or something similar.

w0 Sayyiduna Sa‘id ibn ‘Amir 44z narrated from Rastlullah JzaEid{ie:
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“If a woman from the women of paradise had to make a slight
appearance to the inhabitants of the earth, the earth would fill with
the smell of musk and she would efface the light of the sun and the
moon.”

(i.e., in front of her radiance the light of the sun and the moon shall
not be noticed)

Take note of how mention is made of the light of both the sun and the moon.

@ ‘Allamah Alisi, in his Tafsir of Stirah Yunus, verse 5, has discussed the issue of
the moon having its own light, in the following words:
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“It has been said that there is a difference between the words «:\ .
(light, which has been mentioned as a quality of the sun) and «, s light,

which has been mentioned as a quality of the moon). According to this
opinion, (:\.»» is that light, which emanates from the object itself,

whilst « s is that light which is derived from something else. ‘Allamah

Taftazani has however objected to this opinion, and has mentioned
that it is a mere claim of the philosophers. In the Arabic language, the

word «, 5 is used, many a time, for light, which emanates from an
object itself. Thus, we hear « ,..2)! , 5 (light of the sun) as well as , 5
)\ (light of the moon).”

= Up until the renaissance, and perhaps even for years after, there existed a sort
of consensus amongst the Muslim scholars of astronomy that the sun’s orbit
is much higher than that of the moon, either in the 4™ or 5% sky, whilst the
moon’s orbit is in the lowest sky, known as the sky of this world. (Note: the
‘seven skies’ in this context refer to the seven layers that exist between the
earth we live on and the firmament, after which comes the 1°* heaven)

Mention of this has been made by many great scholars.
For example:

1. Taj al-Qurra’, Burhan ad-Din Kirmani (d. 505 A.H.) wrote under the

commentary of this verse:
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Have you not seen how Allah created the seven skies in layers? And He
placed therein the moon as a light and he made the sun a lantern
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As for the verse ‘and He made the sun a lantern’, (similar to the moon),
it too has been placed within the skies. The word ‘therein’ was not
repeated, since mention of it was already made before it. And the
scholars have consensus that the sun is in the 4™ sky.

2. ‘Allamah Nasafi (d. 710 A.H.) explained the above verse as follows:
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The moon has been described as a light within the seven skies, whereas
its place is in the sky of this world (1* sky). The reason for this is that
due to the close connection between the skies, with each being a layer
above the other, it is allowed to describe something as being within
the whole piece, even though it is only in one part of the entire piece.
It is said, ‘such as such is in the city’, whereas it is only in one part of
the city.

He further writes:
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The light of the sun is stronger than that of the moon. And they (the
scholars) have agreed that the sun is in the 4™ sky.

3. ‘Allamah ibn Ajibah (d. 1224 A.H.), in his Tafsir, al-Bahr al-Madid, quoted the
above text of ‘Allamah Nasafi, from which we understand that the notion of
the sun being in the 4™ sky and the moon being below it, was an accepted-fact
even during his era.

4. In the explanation of the verse:
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“And He (Allah) made the sun and the moon subservient to you,
constantly in motion.”

Shaykh Muhammad Siddiq Hasan Khan Qinnauji (d.1307 A.H) writes:
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The meaning of this is that, till the Day of Qiyamah, the sun and the
moon will continue in its movement, not getting tired and never
ceasing to move in its orbits, which is the 4™ sky for the sun and the
sky of the world (1* sky) for the moon.

Since the sky was understood by a vast group of scholars to be at a higher position
than that of the moon, it is clear that in their understanding the moon would then
not be able to reflect the light of the sun unto the earth. Rather, if the moon happens
to come in line with the sun at any point, it would in fact block its light, resulting in
a solar eclipse. That which is lower cannot reflect the light of something above it, to

those below it.

Yes, it is however possible for the moon to still act as a reflector of the light of the
sun, not towards that which lies below it, but rather towards that which lies above it.

To understand this, the following narration will prove helpful:

It has been narrated from Sayyiduna ‘Abdullah ibn ‘Abbas iefiss;,
through a sound chain, that the face of the moon is directed towards
the Throne of Almighty Allah, whilst its nape (i.e., the back of its head)
is directed to the earth.”*

In the Tafsir of ‘Abd ar-Razzaq, Sayyiduna ‘Abdullah ibn ‘Amr is quoted
to have said that the face of both the sun and the moon is directed
towards the Throne of Almighty Allah, and its nape (i.e., the back of
the head) is directed towards the earth.”
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According to the above, the light of the sun and the moon is to be found only at the
back of its heads, and not on the front. Thus, on the day of Qiyamah, when both shall
be folded up, the outer portion, i.e., the face, will merely cover the inner portion, i.e.,
the nape, and in this manner the light of both shall be effaced.

On the other hand, clear mention has been made of the light of the moon traversing
through the skies above it. For example:

In the explanation of the verse ‘And He (Allah) made the moon a light in the skies’,
‘Tkramah has said:
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“The light of the moon lights up the skies. Just as a flame lights up
seven glass objects above it, so too does the moon light up all the skies,
due to each being of a clear nature.”

‘Allamah Ibrahim ibn ‘Umar Biga‘i (d. 885 A.H.) wrote in the commentary of the above
verse:
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One side of the moon creates light for the people of the earth, and the
other side for the inhabitants of the skies.

Keeping the above statements in mind, a possibility regarding the nature of the moon
that comes to mind, is that of a round ball, half of which is full of light, and the other
half, despite not having its own light, is a wonderful reflector of light. When the half
that contains light faces earth, we enjoy a bright, full moon. And due to the other side
reflecting the light of the sun, that shines from way above it, its reflection lights up
the skies above it. But when the dull side faces earth, since there is now no light for
it to reflect, the inhabitants of the earth find no light coming from the moon.

Also, we can draw from this a possible reason of the inhabitants of the earth
witnessing the various stages of the moon, from it being totally black to it becoming
a bright, full moon. When it is totally black, its face is towards the earth. Then, as it
daily rotates, more and more of its nape faces the earth, and thus its light daily
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increases, until its full nape is directed towards the earth, thus displaying to us a
bright, full moon. As for the sun, since it does not make this sort of rotation, its nape
remains continuously focused towards the inhabitants of the earth, as it passes over
the different sections of the earth. And Almighty Allah knows best.

Which Model Should Be Considered?

To summarise, any model which allows for the above 10 issues, or at least some of
them, shall be a much more acceptable model than the one modern-science describes.
Jewish and Christian scholars drew sketches of what they felt to be close models to
the system of the world. These drawings were based upon how they understand the
world, through the texts of the scriptures and perhaps based upon what the
astronomers of their eras taught. An example of a drawing from the scholars of the
previous scriptures is the one given below:

HEAVEN OF HEAVENS

HEAVENS

HEAVENS

GATE OF HEAVEN

ABO - T F'R
S
N THE SKY
WINDOWS AND
DOORS OF HEAVEN

uuuuuuuuuu

Looking at the picture above, one understands that the Ancient Jewish scholars
viewed the sky as a dome-like covering structure, connected at its furthest ends to
mountains, with doors in the sky that, at times, let in huge amounts of rain, as in the
case of the floods during the era of Nabi Nith &iuk. As for the land « »,YV, upon
which man resides, this they understood to be of a roundish, flat nature, similar to
that of a disc, floating on the waters below it, but held into place with deep mountains.
The entire structure, comprising of the land, the waters around and below it, the
space above it, and the surrounding skies would finally form the shape of a ball.
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According to this understanding of the ancient Jewish as well as the early Christian
scholars, man resides within a ball, and not on the outside of a ball.

Within this ball, in the various levels 43D that exist between the land and the sky,

movement occurs amongst most of the stars, but not all.

It cannot be said for certain that the world is as the sketch above shows. However,
this much is certain, that the above conforms much closer to the indications found in
the Qur’an, the Sunnah and the statements of the Sahabah #<4is, compared to the
model that modern-science has presented.

Another model, quite similar to the above could be the following:

The description of the earth, attributed to Imam al-Haramain, Abdul Malik ibn Yusuf,
Juwaini, as quoted in Rh ul Bayan®, portrays a similar type of model. He writes:

“Cf)he-lﬂ-w; u;g-d EJJME;M\@JKr\CKﬂ.Aw}Ews)jmu’a);\)\j»

YA Zws)fu_dw‘ C)) .
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The earth (land, and sea) is round, covering a distance of a 500-year
journey™. It is as though it is half of a ball, thus its centre protrudes
out the highest.

(Explanation: With regards to its horizontal shape, it is round. As with regards to its
vertical shape, it resembles a half-ball. The area at the centre of the disk is higher
than the rest. For this protrusion, it is necessary that the shape of the land not be that
of a flat disk, but rather that of a domed-shape disk. The area (land and sea) upon
which man resides and travels would, according to this, look something like this:

If such a shape is considered, and it is understood that the continents are spread out
on all sides of this domed-shape disk, it will result in a picture quite similar to half of
what modern-science describes as ‘earth’s globe’. The only difference will be that
instead of having mankind living on all sides of a globe, in this case the area of ‘land
and sea’, which man calls earth, will be only ‘half the globe’.

If this half-globe is placed at the centre of the model shown before it, with the skies
above and the mountains and waters below itself assuming a globe shape, a unique
possible picture of earth, with its surroundings will be formed. And Almighty Allah
knows best - Abi Muhammad)

°' A journey of 500 years could be anything from 3 to 5 million km. The distance between
South America to China is about 16500km. According to this, after the inhabited lands which
man knows about, there is still a few million km'’s of unexplored area, after which comes ‘the

surrounding waters’.
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“For this reason, the island, which is at the centre of the earth, where
day and night are equal, has been called the ‘dome of the earth’.”
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Surrounding the earth (land) is the ‘great surrounding ocean’ (al-bahr
al-muhit), the waters of which are thick and foul-smelling, through
which ships are unable to sail. Surrounding these waters is Mount Qaf,
which has been formed from a green emerald. The skies of this world
(Dunya) form a dome over it.

It is without doubt that there shall be questions left unanswered if a model, similar to
what has been described above, is to be considered. However, what is important to
know is that the model that modern-science proposes, that too has failed to answer
many questions, perhaps even more than the one described above. There indeed
exists a need for much more research to be conducted in this direction, before any
specific model can be determined. The research that is needed however is not what
NASA regards as research, but rather an independent research, by an independent
organization, and after studying the works of the great Muslim astronomers that
wrote on the topic, prior to the rise of the renaissance. Perhaps Almighty Allah shall
create the means for this, and the world may then find that much of what we regard
today as ‘known and proven scientific facts’ are indeed far from what the reality is.
As Almighty Allah says:
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“And We shall show them Our signs in the skies and in their own
selves, until it shall become clear to them that this is indeed the truth.”

And if one wishes to know why the continuous research of NASA cannot be relied
upon, whereas this organization has perhaps spent the most amount of wealth and
effort in understanding the happenings of the universe, the next chapter would
hopefully help in understanding why.
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NASA (National Aeronautics and Space Administration)

It is a well-known fact that the USA has made great strides in the last century, in many
fields of exploration and has thus become accepted as the leading authority in the
field of astronomy. Based on the reports obtained from NASA, through satellites, etc,
much information regarding the universe has been acquired and upon it many a
scholar has based his ruling. In fact, the prime reason behind certain scholars
regarding texts of the Qur’an and the Sunnah pertaining to the universe to be in a
metaphorical sense is that NASA-based research has revealed much regarding the
universe which contradicts the apparent/surface meanings of the Divine texts.

As time passes, the credibility of astronomical research, carried out by NASA is being
questioned more and more. The issue of pictures taken of a round earth not being
actual pictures, but rather computer-generated images, and the issue of why man has
not travelled to the moon since 1972 are amongst the reasons why the number of
people that no longer regard everything explained by NASA to be ‘the absolute truth’
are increasing by the day.

For example: Over the years many pictures have been taken of the earth from
satellites believed to be in orbit in space (beyond earth). When brought together, the
pictures seem to vary, especially with regard to colour and the position and size of
continents. Due to this, some have gathered these pictures together and asked the
following question:

Come on NASA* make your mind up,
what does the earth really look like?

AT COLOUR ARE THE ICEANS THE LAND? WHY 15 THERE NEVER ANY REAL VIDED OF THE SPINNING
LY STILLS? WHY ARE THE IMAGES SO VARIED? DD YOU REALLY BEUIEVE THIS IS WHERE YOU LIVE? DD YOU ACTUALLY TRUST NASA?
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Whilst discussing this issue, one who seems to be an expert in the field attempted
answering the discrepancies between the various pictures taken of earth over the
years. His answer is as follows:

“This month (July 2015) NASA released a new photo of the earth from
space, taken from the DSCOVER satellite, 930,000 miles above the
earth.

Some people have claimed that this new image shows an increasingly
hazy earth, and that this is evidence of an increase in pollution, or a
secret geoengineering program (using “chemtrails”). Some more
extreme theorists have suggested that the image is fake because the
continents (particularly North America) appear to be a different size
to earlier photos.

The misconception comes from a misunderstanding about how the
photos are taken. This new 2015 image is noteworthy because it’s the
first time since 1972 that a good quality single image photograph has been
taken of the earth. The previous last image (in 1972) was taken by an
astronaut from onboard the Apollo 17 spacecraft during the last
manned mission to the moon. Although there had been similar images
taken before (such as the 1967 images taken by the ATS3 satellite), the
1972 Blue Marble image became iconic, and remains the last such
image taken by an actual person.

The differences (amongst the photos) comes down to the way the
photos were taken, and what was done to them after they were taken.
In particular, the bright blue 2002 image is not a photo at all. It’s a composite
image made of many individual photos taken by a very low orbit satellite
(Terra). The images were stitched together in three dimensions, and then
various projected images were generated by computer - in much the same
way that Google Earth creates images of the globe from multiple
satellite images. A similar image was created in 2012 with the NPP
Suomi satellite.
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The 1967 image is a single photograph, but taken by a very unusual
camera. The ATS-3 satellite was essentially a kind of colour scanner in space.
It did not take photos as such, but instead “scanned” a single line across the
earth every time the satellite rotated, and then scanned another line on the
next rotation, continuing for 2400 scan lines to create a complete image of the
earth. The colour sensitivity was dependent on the photomultipliers,
and as you can see resulted in very dark contrast, with the oceans
seeming almost black.

Virtual eye position
5000 miles

There is no one resulting image. Using the strips, you can
place a “virtual” camera anywehre you like and calculate what
the earth looks like from that point

The NPP Suomi can only see a small part of the Earth, so it
scans” it in strips. Each time it orbits over the poles it scans
a different part, but always in full sunlight

The 1972 image was taken on a traditional film camera, and provides a
more realistic look at the earth. The contrast though is still very
dependent on the type of film used, and possibly was slightly affected
by being taken through a window.

The 2002 image, as noted already, is a composite image made of several
images taken with the digital camera on the Terra satellite. It’s
designed to look pretty. Part of this comes from the camera itself, but
the contrast and colour saturation has been deliberately adjusted to
give the oceans a deep blue look. We can actually recreate the 2015
image with Terra images from the same day using Google Earth.

So, given the vast difference between the camera systems of the 1967,
1972, 2002 and 2015 images, there’s simply no way to make any kind of
direct comparison between them. This is especially true when we don’t

know what post-processing has been done to the image.
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But what of the more unusual suggestion that the images are fake,
because they show the continents being different sizes. Like many
such things, it’s all about perspective, and the way our brains work. We
look at these images of the earth, and our brain thinks of it as a flat
object. You'd think if you get close to something, then it will get bigger,
but not change shape. But this breaks down for three dimensional
objects. If you get close to a globe, then you can see less of it, so the
visible objects seem a lot bigger relative to the visible disc of the globe.
The part of the globe in the middle is also a lot closer to your eye
(relative to the edges) so seems bigger, like it’s bulging out more than
it actually is.”

(https://www.metabunk.org/debunked-blue-marble-photos-show-a-

changing-earth)

Whether or not the above answer is found satisfactory is of no interest to me. All that
I wish to show is that the many pictures that we have seen of a ‘round earth’, which
we always understood to be ‘exact pictures’, are in fact ‘photo shopped’ images.
Speaking about the process for “The Blue Marble” image, NASA Data Visualizer and
Designer Robert Simmons, said:

“The hard part was creating a flat map of the earth’s surface with four
months’ of satellite data... My part was integrating the surface, clouds,
and oceans to match people’s expectations of how earth looks from
space.”

Thus, the concept of the round shape is not based upon actual sighting. Rather,
pictures taken of strips of the earth (as mentioned above) have been fitted together
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to create a round shape. If one wishes he could easily fit these strips together to create

other shapes as well, as is evident upon examining the strips as shown below.

The question thus rises against NASA as to why has this not been made clear right
from the very beginning, that till today there is no true picture of a ‘rotating-round
earth’? Would it not have been fair to have rather shown the pictures of earth, as the
satellite captures it, and then leave it to man to decide how he would like to piece it

together?

x> Researchers have collected the names of NASA astronauts who

10.

(Note:

professed, either verbally or through indication, their links to
freemasonry:

John Glenn, two-time US senator and one of NASA’s first astronauts is
a known Mason.

Buzz Aldrin Jr., the second man to claim to have walked on the moon
is an admitted, ring-wearing, hand-sign flashing 33rd degree Mason
from Montclair Lodge No. 144 in New Jersey.

Edgar Mitchell, another supposed moon-walker aboard Apollo 14 is an
Order of Demolay Mason at Artesta Lodge No. 29 in New Mexico.
James Irwin of Apollo 15, the last man to claim to have walked on the
moon, was a Tejon Lodge No. 104 member in Colorado Springs.

Donn Eisele on Apollo 7 was a member of the Luther B. Turner Lodge
No. 732 in Ohio.

Gordon Cooper aboard Mercury 9 and Gemini 5 was a Master Mason in
Carbondale Lodge No. 82 in Colorado.

Virgil Grissom on Apollo 1 and 15, Mercury 5 and Gemini 3 was a
Master Mason from Mitchell Lodge No. 228 in Indiana.

Walter Schirra Jr. on Apollo 7, Sigma 7, Gemini 6 and Mercury 8 was a
33rd degree Mason at Canaveral Lodge No. 339 in Florida.

Thomas Stafford on Apollo 10 and 18, Gemini 7 and 9 is a Mason at
Western Star Lodge No. 138 in Oklahoma.

Paul Weitz on Skylab 2 and Challenger is from Lawrence Lodge No. 708
in Pennsylvania.

NASA astronauts, Neil Armstrong, Allen Sheppard, William Pogue, Vance

Brand, and Anthony England all had fathers who were freemasons too!)
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The number of astronauts known to be Freemasons or from Freemasonic families is
astonishing. It is likely that more astronauts and people of key importance in NASA
are affiliated with the brotherhood as well, but not so open about their membership.
For there to be this many Masons involved with NASA’s promotion and propagation
of its heliocentric theory, from its outset till today, this should surely raise some

serious suspicion!

Thus, it would only be fair that the so-called ‘accepted and researched facts’ of NASA
be subjected to a re-investigation, by an independent, reliable organization. As
Almighty Allah says:
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“0 people of Iman, if a transgressor brings you news, first verify its
authenticity.”

Similarly, as long as permission to explore is not given to independent researchers,
findings based upon what a selected group of individuals have divulged can never be
fully trusted. For example, the nature of the land and waters that lie beyond the
North-Pole will never be truly understood until and unless independent researchers
are allowed to explore it, which has still today not been given. Rather, special military
have been stationed to ensure that such expeditions do not ever take place.

Until then, the advice rendered by Shaykh Tantawi, in his Tafsir al-Jawahir, as to why
the view of modern-science, with regards to shooting-stars, should not be considered,
is the line of action that I find myself most inclined to, i.e. to hold unto the apparent
meaning of the texts, and not resort to interpretation , merely on the basis of modern-
scientific ‘research’ not agreeing with it, until and unless clear-cut proof is provided
for their view, such proof which gets subjected to an independent investigation from
reliable sources.

The wording of Shaykh Tantawi, as quoted by Mufti Muhammad Shafi¢ Sahib in
Ma¢arif al-Qur’an (under verse 10 of Strah as-Saffat), is as follows:

“Our forefathers, and the philosophers of the past would feel greatly
perturbed whenever they would find verses of the Qur’an apparently
contradicting the astronomical research of their era. The scholars of
Tafsir however were not prepared to leave the apparent meaning of
the texts, due to these philosophical views. Rather, they disregarded
what the scientists of their eras said, and they held onto the apparent
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texts of the Qur’an. As time passed, it became apparent to all that the
views of the philosophers were totally incorrect.

Thus, if we today choose to accept that shooting-stars are utilized to
hit, injure and burn the evil Jinn (despite modern-science not
agreeing), why should that be a problem? We shall indeed accept what
the Qur’an has stated and wait for what the future holds, (i.e., we shall
patiently await the time when modern science itself accepts what the
Qur’an has stated).”

And it should in no way be regarded as an impossibility for modern-science to one
day back-track from all its current views and opinions, since very few of it are truly
based upon solid substance. As discussed throughout this book, it is only on account
of the propaganda machines of the modern-world, that the vast majority today
regard the theories of science as undisputable facts. Had it not been for propaganda,
and had the minds of people been allowed to investigate for themselves, the matter
would have indeed been different. Despite this, there are still many who refuse to
blindly accept the claims of modern-science, and with the passing of each day, their
voices are becoming louder and louder.

An article, regarding the possibility of the earth having a geocentric nature, has been
produced below, which adequately illustrates how questioning minds have begun
criticising ‘modern scientific’ theories. It is not necessary that every point in the
article be valid. It serves merely as an eye-opener to the fact that there is much that
still needs to be investigated with regards to scientific ‘breakthroughs’, and very little
in this field has been conclusively proven. The article, with slight addition, is as
follows:

Food for Thought:

Throughout ancient times it was obvious that the moon went around the earth. This
is still accepted today. But in the past, it was also just as accepted that the sun went
around the earth. This was not because the men of the past lacked fantasy and forgot
to imagine non-existent movements of themselves and their surroundings. Rather,
as it has now become apparent, many of them did make their homework and did
examine all the evidence before them.

Contrary to today’s assumptions, the geostatic and geocentric nature of the earth was
repeatedly tested and verified as being factual. This has been done for a long time
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(going back thousands of years) by knowledgeable, civilized, free people of all stripes.
They were not crackpots, but rather, astronomers, natural philosophers (scientists),
explorers, teachers, traders, seamen, navigators and various other men of science,
maths and other fields of education. Indeed, they were highly educated, not just
simply schooled like the current institutionalized, homogenized, wage enslaved
experts of theoretical-science academia, who wouldn’t dare bite the hand that feeds
them.

Then, all of a sudden, around 400 plus years ago during the age of renaissance, a band
of court astrologers began pushing this idea that the earth orbits the sun, and that the
sun stands still at the centre of the celestial realm (hence the claim of the system
being a solar system). Nevertheless this (relatively) new claim was not accompanied by
any new proof. It was simply invoked and declarations were made that the fixed nature
of earth needed to be questioned and subsequently discarded. Then, as new questions
arose as a result of this new unsubstantiated claim, various kinds of movements by
earth were suddenly invoked to have existence and, subsequently abstract
calculations were made of the alleged speed and other attributes of these imaginary
movements...presenting the results as if they have measured actual motions. The major and
in fact the only reason that was brought up in order to justify advancing this whole
idea was that the then somewhat mainstream Ptolemaic model of the universe was
deemed outdated and inconvenient in sufficiently predicting the movements of the
planets as they appear in the sky (especially one particular kind of movement: the
retrograde motion of the planets in the sky).

But all along it was (and still is) a fact that a stationary earth, situated at the centre of
the universe also accounts for those retrograde motions, as shown by astronomer
Tycho Brahe and others. And, although Ptolemy’s epicyclical system was one of the
more established ones, it did not have exclusive monopoly. There were many ideas
and many models in circulation - like those of Pythagoras, Philolaus, Jean Buridan,
Martianus Capella, Nicholas of Cusa and René Descartes to name a few. After all, even
Copernicus’ own system was by his own admission (read the unrevised original, i.e.,
first edition of De revolutionibus orbium coelestium) nothing more than a synoptic rehash
of the already existing and diverse (part geocentric, part heliocentric, fire centric,
animal centric...) ideas that the German astronomer-priest knew about, specifically
ideas of men like Hicetas, Ecphantus, Heraclides and Aristarchus.

So then, all those years - and right up to now - nobody has ever succeeded in showing
or even detecting any movement of the earth in space. However, this complete lack
of scientific evidence is not admitted. Instead a smokescreen of hearsays, popular
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opinions, organizational rulings, majority votes, superficial analogies, “expert”
testimonies, personal convictions and such other means of persuasion (none of which
qualify as scientific proof) are proposed and presented in order to support the
heliocentric theory that the sun is at the centre of the universe.

Heliocentricity is not a logically plausible (let alone irrefutable) theory that is based
on scientific data but it’s actually, purely based on a series of assumptions that were
built-up over the last 200 years. For example, many (but not all) of the assertions
regarding astronomical distances between celestial bodies are invented and put into
calculations on the assumption that the earth must be revolving around the sun. But
then at the same time, these assumed distances have another function whereby they
are deployed to indicate that the sun must be at the centre, because of that distance!

Here is one example of how it’s done: we are told that sun is too big to revolve around
the earth. But wait a minute, isn’t the sun’s size determined in the first place by
assuming how big it must have to be in order to allow a heliocentric premise? Yes, it
is! Go figure that. Other needed assumptions include:

1) The bend-over earth assumption (the alleged ‘tilt’ of the earth’s axis, a

desperately needed heliocentric variable that has no basis in the physical
world where the sun simply spirals from the Tropic of Cancer to the Tropic of
Capricorn annually. Both of these tropic latitude lines are not tilted - they are
at a 0° angle (= parallel) to the equator. The word “tropic” itself comes from
the Greek term tropos, meaning turn, referring to the fact that the sun “turns
back” at these lines that aren’t tilted in any way,

2) The earth supposedly tittering around the sun at various speed levels (it
orbits at a faster speed at one time, and then it goes relatively slower at
another - then back faster again) but somehow, all this alleged speed-change

remains unnoticeable)

3) The moon also being dragged along exactly at those same speed levels
(100% complete synchronization with the wobbly earth despite being
hundreds of thousands of miles away from it(!) Now how about that?

4) Even atmospheric gas (the air) being attached to the earth’s surface (again
completely synchronized but somehow (simultaneously) free-flowing enough
to blow in every direction). These are just samples of the never shown, never
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detected, never scientifically observed absurdities that are required to save
the appearances of the heliocentric model.

Facts Are Facts

Heliocentrists have been known to point to certain geophysical and astronomical
features as arguments which they claim supports their sun-centred view. For
example, they claim that the Cape Canaveral area in Florida is chosen as a site for
NASA’s rocket launch centre because it is one of the more southern points on the U.S.
mainland and therefore closest to the equator. The same argument comes up
regarding the reason why Europe’s rocket launch centre is located in French Guyana
(in South America). There is supposed to be an advantage to being close to the equator
when the goal is to get a vehicle into orbit: the “rotating” earth supposedly creates a
centrifugal force that supposedly “lifts” the missiles. Well, the truth is that there is
no real advantage: China’s Jiuquan space centre is found all the way up in the far
north of the country. Why did the Chinese choose this site, when they have vast
territory much further south which is closer to the equator? In fact, portions of
southern China are closer to the equator than to their northern Chinese space station,
from where they toss their taikonauts into orbit. The Russians are also reported to be
developing a new space launch facility, which will be located in a location further
away from the equator than their current Baikonur Cosmodrome in Kazakhstan.
There’s applied science providing practical proof that, contrary to helio-story-tellers
assumption, a rocket launched tangentially from the Earth’s equator doesn’t really
provide any extra advantageous escape-velocity!

Getting closer to the supposed existence of an “equatorial centrifugal force” on the
surface of the “rotating” earth (and other bogus heliocentric claims) is like getting
closer and closer to an apparent pool of water in the desert: it dissolves and
disappears right before your eyes in a spectacular fashion!

Another bogus argument that some solar system advocates bring up from time to
time is inertia and momentum. What is it that the moving-earth theorists believe is
the substance (or the vector field) that supposedly exerts a huge gravitational force
on air molecules which prevents the atmosphere around the earth from trailing
behind the allegedly speeding earth (as is the case for comets)? Their answer:
Nothing. Instead, heliocentrists usually propose a fraudulent analogy of how the
earth’s motion is comparable with some person walking inside a moving train. They
claim that since the walking individual inside the train feels more or less the same as
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he or she feels when walking on the ground, that somehow is supposed to reassure us
that the earth could also be moving without us feeling it.

The problem with this analogy is of course the fact that once the person inside the
train opens a window and faces the elements, he or she will feel it soon enough what
the real speed is that the train is traveling at! Therefore, the only correct analogy for
someone walking on the ground of earth is someone walking in an open train or
better yet - on the roof of a moving train. What will happen then? Well, the person
will encounter a force that’s proportional and in opposite direction to the moving
train. But why?

Isn’t the surrounding air supposed to be following the train, just as we are told the
atmosphere is allegedly doing so by keeping-up with the supposedly faster-than-
bullet rotating earth? Looks like heliocentrists have decided to suspend the laws of
physics (aerodynamics) just for this case of a badly needed moving earth theory! But
still somehow, this indispensable law of motion is supposed to apply in all other cases
of moving things in the universe?! This contradiction is quietly adopted in order to
hide the fact that there always is a force that is causing an air drag or friction
whenever something moves in the presence of air around it. But a friction with the
supposedly moving earth’s surface isn’t there because, unlike the train, the earth
doesn’t movel!

Getting to the Bottom of it

The star whose location is closest to the point vertically above north pole (celestial
pole) is Polaris, a.k.a. the North Star, around which all the other stars appear to rotate
(as visible during the night). Now, why is it that only one single star is a pole star
throughout the whole year? All kinds of other stars should have taken turn to become
pole stars if the earth was slinging around the sun. But since that is not the case and
Polaris remains the most northerly of the stars all year round, it can only mean that
the earth is not orbiting the sun. Moreover, a moving and orbiting earth would have
caused the paths of stars to appear as (spiral) lines instead of fully circular tracks that
we observe night after night, and consequently the shapes of the constellations would
have changed considerably over the course of a single year.

Truth has a way of being indestructible. It may or may not be popular at any given
time, it may even be barely noticeable, but it is always there. And it turns out that the
truth actually gets in the way of “science”! Modern theoretical physics is not really
science-driven but agenda-driven. It is populated with heavily politicized academia.
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It has become nothing much more than a sham propaganda-exercise of empty
eloquence with false authority. The inventor of the electric world we live in, Nikola
Tesla was spot-on when he remarked that modern non-applied science has become
nothing more than manipulative indulgence in fancy “thought experiments” and
abstract, fuzzy math which have no relation to reality. Instead of the theories being
made to fit reality, what we have is the opposite: reality being adjusted or in fact
completely overthrown, in order to fit agenda-driven theories and models.

Despite the many superficial assumptions that the media would promote, the
geostatic and geocentric view never died out. For example, right up until after World
War I (1920) there were organizations out there which openly refused to accept the
Copernican/Galilean perspective. In other words, it took a civilization-devastating
world war in order to finally push geocentric cosmology out of mainstream view in
the developed world. But that was only a prelude to the resurgence of it during the
post-war period by many distinguished professionals: Walter van de Kamp (The Heart
of the Matter), Gerardus D. Bouw (With Every Wind of Doctrine & De Labore Solis),
Marshall and Sandra Hall, Malcolm Bowden, James Hanson (A New Interest in
geocentricity), Paul Ellwanger, Richard G. Elmendorf (heliocentric Humbug! A critical
investigation of the Foucault Pendulum), Edward F. Hills (Space Age Science), Robert
Bennett, Robert Sungenis... and so on. Paula Haigh provided a beautiful description
on the recent history of the systems of the cosmos. (Her article has been included in
the footnote™)

*2 “To begin with, there are presently at least five good sources for obtaining the truth on this

important matter of geocentricity. The first of these is included in the extensive scientific
work of the French scholar, Fernand Crombette (d. 1970). His works have not yet been
translated but some of them have been expounded in English, and all may be obtained from
the Cercle Scientifique et Historique [CESHE]. ‘The Bible does not make mistakes’ was the
watchword of this gifted Catholic scientist. Secondly, there is the first-rate paper by Solange
Hertz entitled Recanting. Mrs. Hertz’s work always possesses a spiritual dimension not to be
found anywhere else. It is her unique gift. Thirdly, there is the work of the Dutch [-Canadian]
Protestant scholar, Walter van der Kamp (d. 1998), founder of the Tychonian Society (Canada)
and its quarterly journal, The Biblical Astronomer, formerly known as The Bulletin of the
Tychonian Society. Mr. Van der Kamp has published a book entitled De Labore Solis: Airy’s Failure
Reconsidered [1988] ... Fourthly, a disciple of Mr. Van Der Kamp, Dr. Gerardus Bouw,
professional astronomer, computer scientist and current editor of The Biblical Astronomer, has
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authored a book entitled With Every Wind of Doctrine: Biblical, Historical, and Scientific Perspectives
of Geocentricity

Lastly, there has recently appeared The Earth is Not Moving by Marshall Hall. His is a quint
essentially popular treatment of this difficult subject, and he must be given much credit for
bringing the arena of modern mathematical physics down to the level of us scientifically
illiterate mortals. Whatever may be the shortcomings of Hall’s book, it is impossible not to
enjoy his literary panache. Needless to say, none of these works is known beyond a very
limited circle of interested people because, contrary to the generally-held media-imposed
assessment of things, there is very little real science these days.

Instead, we labour beneath a scientific imperialism which, having usurped the place of
theology and of metaphysics in the true hierarchy of sciences, puts upon unwitting school
children and witless TV addicts, its own preferred heliocentric-evolutionary ideology into
which it bends every empirical fact. This monstrous establishment of academic sophistry lords
it over every aspect of intellectual life today and has succeeded in convincing almost
everyone that this science falsely so called is the sole possessor and distributor of all truth
and rationality. But the truth is irrepressible and will break forth from under the dead weight
of error willy-nilly, sometimes here, sometimes there, as in a footnote in Bernard Cohen’s The
Birth of a New Physics. Artfully hidden among some details of Galileo’s life, we find this gem of
an admission: ‘There is no planetary observation by which we on earth can prove that the earth is
moving in an orbit around the sun’. Sir Fred Hoyle is quoted by Walter van der Kamp in his book
as admitting that the ‘geocentric model of the universe is no worse and no better than the heliocentric
one’. The works listed above cite many other similar admissions of like-nature by scientists of

our time.”
The following excerpt is by Jewish columnist Amnon Goldberg:

“Bertrand Russell admitted that ‘whether the earth rotates once a day from west to east as
Copernicus taught, or the heavens revolve once a day from east to west, as his predecessors
held, the observed phenomena will be the same; a metaphysical assumption has to be made’.
Yet today everybody ‘just knows’ that the earth goes around the sun (heliocentrism). ‘We
cannot feel our motion through space, nor has any experiment ever proved that the earth is
actually in motion’, admit Einstein’s leading disciples.

Invoked ‘proofs’ such as the phenomenon of the earth’s oblateness (slight flattening at the
poles), the Doppler Effect(the apparent change in frequency of light as it moves towards or
away from the observer), the Sagnac Effect, stellar aberration and [stellar] parallax, nutation,
Herschel’s star streaming, the Coriolis forces (the cause of water tending to drain clockwise in
the northern hemisphere, anticlockwise in the southern), and Fouccault’s Pendulum (which
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can be seen in the entrance of the Science Museum, S. Kensington), are more easily and
comprehensively explained by the entire universe rotating about the earth every 24 hours.
No experiment has ever been performed with such excruciating persistence and meticulous
precision, and in every conceivable manner, than that of trying to detect and measure the
motion of the earth. Yet they have all consistently and continually yielded a velocity for the
earth of exactly ZERO mph.

Hundreds of experiments have failed to detect even a smidgen of the purported 67,000 mph
translational and 1000 mph rotational velocity of the earth. Not only can it not be disproved
that “the earth stands forever” (Ecc. 1:4) and has no velocity; it cannot be disproved that the
earth is the centre of the universe. And the toil of thousands of exasperated researchers, in
the extremely varied experiments of Arago, De Coudre’s induction, Fizeau, Fresnell’s drag,
Hoek, Jaseja’s lasers, Jenkins, Klinkerfuess, Michelson-Morley’s interferometer, Lord
Rayleigh’s polarimetry, Troughton-Noble’s torque, and the famous ‘Airy’s Failure’
experiment, all conclusively failed to show any rotational or translational movement for the
earth, whatsoever.”

Long ago Alexander von Humboldt admitted:

“I have already known for a long time that we have no proof for the system
of Copernicus. . . but I do not dare to be the first one to attack it.”

“In other words, the notion that the earth revolves around the sun having become dogma,
its denial spells automatic excommunication from the scientific establishment. As for the
unthinking masses, a lie need only be systematized in textbooks to pass for truth. When confronted
with demands for substantiation of their claims, heliocentricity’s adepts are not above taking
refuge in ad hominem arguments, relegating the geocentrist to the fundamentalist snake-
handling contingent, the lunatic fringe or gratuitous membership in the Flat Earth Society.
The fact remains that the well-known Michelson-Morley experiment, mounted in 1887 to prove
the theory, backfired and actually seemed to support geocentricity, or at least an earthly
inertia which cannot be overcome.

No significant progress has been made in that direction since. Heliocentricity not only
remains unproven, but the Newtonian physics which were its main support are being openly
questioned, if not discredited, ever since Maurice Allais and others have shown
experimentally that Newton’s theory of gravity can no longer account for proven facts.
Creationist scientists worldwide like those organized by CESHE 1 in Belgium and France, are
making serious headway against the old myths, which even atheists are beginning to
abandon.”
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Einstein’s theories do not disprove geocentrism. At the end of a letter in the Bulletin of the
Tychonian Society, No. 54, Charles Long, Ph.D. of Minnesota, cogently explains the lack of
definitives: ‘Einstein is the fellow who went on to compose the General Theory of Relativity.
The basis of this theory is that all motion is relative! Einstein wrote his equations describing
how the Universe works. If the earth spins and the stars are at rest - the equations explain all
observations. But if the earth is at rest and stars whirl - the equations still explains all observations.
They must, for the theory begins with the assumption that all motion is relative. You can’t
say positively that anything is at rest. Take your choice - the equations of General Relativity
come out the same. Einstein put Mach’s (Principle) into mathematical form and what
emerged is surely one of the ultimate creations of the human mind. Like Galileo, Newton the
alchemist, and many others who support godless science, Einstein proved nothing.”

Even the atheistic philosopher, Bertrand Russell (1872-1970), correctly asserts:

“Whether the earth rotates once a day from West to East as Copernicus
taught, or the heavens revolve once a day from East to West, as his
predecessors believed, the observable phenomena will be exactly the same.
That shows a defect in Newtonian dynamics, since an empirical science ought
not to contain a metaphysical assumption which can never be proved or
disproved by observation.”

“These occult-influenced scientists have trespassed into the sacred realm of metaphysics, that lofty
philosophy which seeks to methodically explain ultimate realities. And this crime, in the 16™
century, immediately set off alarms heard in the Church, especially by those scholastically
sensitive and educated. Having no competence to function in a metaphysical consideration,
science’s failure could be predicted from the start; its effort to prove geocentrism wrong
failed. But to continue - the very name ‘Einstein’ (saviour of heliocentrism) is ‘sacred” and
synonymous with ‘genius’, thanks to the conspiratorial propaganda so thoroughly
disseminated.

And in addition to his fallacies as detailed in De Labore Solis, not to mention the common
fallacy among writers who confuse Newton’s relativity with Einstein’s, the latter’s fantasy
cannot be reconciled with the Sagnac effect. This experiment reveals that the speed of light is
not the same in every direction, while the theory of relativity relates that it is the same in every
direction. And there is the “quasar distribution problem”. In 1976, a heliocentrist of sorts, Y.
P. Varshni, analysed the spectra of three hundred and eighty-five quasars (the farthest
known stars from earth). One hundred and fifty-two of them fell into fifty-seven groupings,
all of which had the same red shift. This red-shift hypothesis is not debated among
astronomers.” To quote Varshni, who arrives at the paradoxical conclusions:
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In Their Own Words

Dutch physicist Hendrik Lorentz (d.1928), who shared the 1902 Noble Prize in physics
with Pieter Zeeman (noted that: “Briefly, everything occurs as if the earth were at rest...”

His great contemporary Henri Poincaré (d. 1912) confessed:

“A great deal of research has been carried out concerning the
influence of the earth’s movement. The results were always negative

“The earth is indeed the centre of the Universe. The arrangement of quasars on
certain spherical shells is only with respect to the earth. These shells would
disappear if viewed from another galaxy or quasar. This means that the
cosmological principle will have to go. Also, it implies that a coordinate
system fixed to the Earth will be a preferred frame of reference in the
Universe. Consequently, both the Special and General Theory of Relativity
must be abandoned for cosmological purposes.”

“In short, modern textbooks lie when they claim proof for heliocentrism. After four hundred years
it ‘appears’ that God is right. Have we not now ‘evolved’ full circle to the pre-16th century
world view? St. Robert Bellarmine saw no proof nor does Van der Kamp, who said: “Numerous

experiments have confirmed its (geocentrism’s) stability; none have dislodged it.”
Malcolm Bowden summarized all the body of evidence as such:

a) The Sagnac experiment [also known as “the Sagnac Interference”] proved that
there was the aether which could be used as a reference frame for movements. This
demolished Einstein’s theories of Relativity;

b) Using the aether as a frame of reference, the Michelson-Morley experiment
showed that we were NOT going around the sun;

c) Airey’s experiment proved that the starlight was already coming into the earth at

an angle, being carried along by the rotating aether;

d) The Michelson-Gale experiment [also called the “Michelson-Gale-Pearson
experiment”] showed that the aether was going around the stationary earth, 1
rotation per day. (The alternative that the earth was spinning 1 rotation per day
inside a stationary aether is disproven by Airey’s experiment. Note - to be pedantic,
Airey’s experiment involved measurements of a small angle due to the high 30 km/s
“speed of the earth around the sun”. The rotation of the earth at the equator is only
0.45 km/s and is too slow to register any angle change.)”
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(...) We do not have any means of discovering whether or not we are

carried along in a uniform motion of translation...”
Arthur Eddington (d. 1944) dared to contemplate that:

“There was just one alternative; the earth’s true velocity through
space might happen to have been nil.”

Lincoln Barnett (d. 1979) agrees:

“No physical experiment ever proved that the Earth actually is in
motion.”

And one of the chief participants in the experiment that bears his name, Albert A.
Michelson (d. 1931), stunned by the results that went counter to his own heliocentric
reflex:

“This conclusion directly contradicts the explanation... which
presupposes that the Earth moves.”

Astronomer Sir Fred Hoyle (d. 2001) sums it up:

“Today we cannot say that the Copernican theory is “right” and the
Ptolemaic theory is “wrong” in any meaningful sense. Science today is
locked into paradigms. Every avenue is blocked by beliefs that are
wrong, and if you try to get anything published in a journal today, you
will run up against a paradigm, and the editors will turn you down.”
(End of Article)

And Almighty Allah knows best and His knowledge is the most complete.
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Completed, by the grace of Almighty Allah, on the 18" of Dhii al-Hijjah 1441. (9 August
2020)
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