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ERRORS FOUND WITHIN THE QUR'AN
(Jay Smith)

	For centuries Muslims have been taught to believe that the Qur'an has been preserved in its original Arabic form since the beginning of time itself, and preserved intact from the period of the "sending down" of the book to Muhammad 1400 years ago, right on down till the present.  They have been taught that the text which we read now was uniquely inspired, in that there were no intermediary agents who could possibly pollute the integrity of the script.
	At the same time they have also been taught that this suggested textual perfection of the book proves that the Qur'an must be the Word of God, as no one but Allah could have created and preserved such a perfected text.  This sentiment has become so strongly established in the Muslim world that one will rarely find a Muslim scholar willing to make any critical analysis of its content or of its structure, as to do so would usually be detrimental to his or her health.  However, when an analysis is made by a western scholar upon the Qur'an, that analysis is roundly castigated as being biased from the outset, and even "satanic," and therefore, unworthy of a reply.
	But that does not stop the analysis from being undertaken, for the Qur'an when held up to scrutiny finds itself lacking in many areas.
	As we have already discussed in other papers, we find problems with its sources, its collation, its literary makeup, its supposed uniqueness, and problems even with its content.  It is not difficult to find numerous contradictions within the Qur'an, a problem which Muslims, using the Qur’an for their authority, have attempted to alleviate by conveniently allowing for the `law of abrogation.'  But an even more devastating critique concerning the integrity of this supposed perfect `divine book' are the numerous errors which are found in its pages.  If this is a book unfettered by human hands and therefore championed as perfect and without error, than indeed the possibility that errors do exist puts suspicion on that very claim.  It is therefore to those errors which we will now turn.  As you read through them and check them out in the Qur’an, you decide whether with errors such as these, indeed, the Qur'an can claim to be the true and "perfect" Word of God, as Muslims have so often maintained since the very inception of their faith.

	[1]	Contradictions with the Bible which point to Errors: 	[1]	Contradictions with the Bible which point to Errors: 
	Many errors are found in the Qur'an which contradict the Biblical account.  Suffice it to say, that because the Qur'an followed these scriptures and made the claim to protect them (suras 6:34; 10:65; and sura 4:82) its integrity is put into doubt when it fails to adhere to the content of the very scriptures it claims to protect and confirm.  Some contradictions I will mention, however, because they give doubt to the veracity of its content.
		a) Names confused:
	Sura 6:84-86 says, “We gave him Isaac and Jacob: all (three) We guided: and before him We guided Noah and before him We guided Noah and among his progeny David, Solomon, Job, Joseph, Moses, and Aaron: thus do We reward those who do good: And Zakariya and John and Jesus and Elias: all in the ranks of the righteous: And Ismail and Elisha and Jonas and Lot: and to all We gave favor above the nations.”
	The disregard of any chronological order does not speak highly of its authorship.  Why are David and Solomon mentioned before Job, Joseph, Moses and Aaron?  Why are Zechariah, John and Jesus mentioned before Elias?  Why is Ishmael mentioned after Isaac, Jacob, David, Solomon, Job, Joseph, Moses, Aaron, Zechariah, John, Jesus and Elias; and why are Elisha and Jonah mentioned before Lot?  Since the true chronological ordering of these men’s lives was known hundreds of years before the Qur’an was ever written, and was in existence in documents during the time and place of the inception of the Qur’an, it is highly likely that these ayas are not the result of divine inspiration, but the result of an oral tradition, passed down erroneously.
		b) Moses: 		b) Moses: 
	The first concerns the adoption of Moses by Pharaoh's wife (in sura 28:9).  This story contradicts the Biblical Exodus 2:10 version, which states that it was Pharaoh's daughter who adopted Moses.  It is important to note here that had Pharaoh's wife adopted Moses, he would have consequently been adopted by Pharaoh himself, making him heir to the throne.  This fact alone makes the subsequent story of Moses's capture and exile rather incredulous.
		c) *Yahya: 		c) *Yahya: 
	According to the Qur'an, no-one bore the name of Yahya before John the Baptist (sura 19:7).  Yet, we find that name mentioned in the Old Testament (2 Kings 25:23) implying that it was a well known name hundreds of years before the writing of the Qur'an.
	It is interesting to note that Yusuf Ali, in his translation of sura 19:7 tries to circumvent this problem by translating this aya as, "on no-one by that name have We conferred distinction before."  Yet, this is a case of ‘eisegesis’ (adding to the text what the author had not intended), as the word `distinction' does not appear in the Arabic at all.  
	Is a translator permitted to change a text like this to correct an error?  Obviously not!  Ali is playing a dangerous game here.  Is it no wonder, then, that Muslims refer to all English translations as simply interpretations.  In his note (no.2461) Ali attempts to explain the problem by assuming that "Allah had, for the first time, called one of His elect by that name."  It would have been better had he left the text stand as it was written.
		d) *Trinity: 		d) *Trinity: 
	The Qur'an completely misrepresents the doctrine of the Trinity.  The author of sura 5:116 mistakenly thought that Christians worshipped three gods: the Father, the Mother (Mary), and the Son (Jesus).  But Christians don't worship this doctrine of the Trinity at all!  There was a heretical sect of Christianity called the Choloridians, who had a concept of the Trinity which included Mary, who would have been in Arabia during the time of Muhammad.  They are possibly the source for this obvious error.
	Another error is also found in sura 5:73-75, where the Qur'an says, "They do blaspheme who say: Allah is one of three..."  Obviously the accusation is against Christians, yet Christians do not believe God is one of three!  We believe that God is one.  Yusuf Ali does a grave injustice in his translation by adding the phrase, "Allah is one of three in a trinity."  The words "in a trinity" do not exist in the Arabic text!  Ali puts it into his translation in an attempt to avoid the rather obvious mistake that Christians beleive in three gods.
		e) Man's Greatness: 		e) Man's Greatness: 
	Sura 4:59 states,"Greater surely than the creation of man is the creation of the heavens and the earth; but most men know it not."  This implies that greatness is only measured by size; that the mere vastness of the physical universe make it greater than man, an argument which would make a football of immensely greater value than the largest diamond.  Our scripture tells us that Man's greatness lies not in his size, but in his relationship with God, that he is made in God's image, a claim which no other animate or inanimate object can make.

	[2]	Internal Contradictions which point to Errors: 	[2]	Internal Contradictions which point to Errors: 02
 	Some errors point to internal contradictions within the Qur'an itself.  I have dealt with these in another paper as well, and so will only list them here to jog your memory.
		a) Mary & Imran: 		a) Mary & Imran: 
	One of the best-known errors is that concerning the confusion between Mary, recorded in the Qur'an as the sister of Aaron and the daughter of Imran (Biblical Amran) as well as the mother of Jesus (by implication in suras 19:28; 66:12; 20:25-30), though the two, Mary and Miriam, lived 1,570 years apart (Pfander 1935:281). 
		b) Haman: 		b) Haman: 
	Another well known passage is that of Haman.  In the Qur'an Haman is referred to as a servant of Pharaoh, who built a high tower to ascend up to the God of Moses (sura 28:38; 29:38; 40:25,38).  But the Babel tower occurs 750 years earlier (Genesis 11), and the name Haman is correctly found in the story of Esther in Babylon, 1,100 years after Pharaoh.  Yusuf Ali believes that the reference here is simply that of another Haman, yet Haman is not an Egyptian name, but uniquely Babylonian (Pfander 1835:283-284).

	[3]	Errors which Contradict Secular and Scientific Data: 	[3]	Errors which Contradict Secular and Scientific Data: 
  	There are other stories in the Qur'an which do not stand up to the secular data which is available.  These errors are possibly the most damaging for the credibility of the Qur'an as the perfect `Word of God' because their veracity can be measured against the test of observable data.
		a) Ishmael: 		a) Ishmael: 
	The descendance of Ishmael by all Arabs is in doubt within the secular world, since historically the first father of the Arabs was Qahtan or Joktan (see Genesis 10:25-30).  Some of his sons' names are still found in geographical locations in Arabia today, such as Sheba, Hazarmaveth, Ophir, and Havilah.  Abraham's nephew Lot would be a further ancestor to the Arabs via the Moabites and Ammonites (Genesis 24); as would Jacob's twin brother Esau, and the six sons of Abraham's third wife Keturah.  Yet they are not  mentioned at all as ancestors to the Arabs in the Qur'an.
		b) *Samaritan: 		b) *Samaritan: 
	The Qur'an says that the calf worshipped by the Israelites at mount Horeb was molded by a Samaritan (sura 20:85-87, 95-97).  Yet the term `Samaritan' was not coined until 722 B.C., which is several hundred years after the events recorded in Exodus (1445 B.C.).  Thus, the Samaritan people could not have existed during the life of Moses, and therefore, could not have been responsible for molding the calf (Pfander 1835:284).
	It is interesting to notice that while Yusuf Ali attempts to change this word to "Samiri" and Pickthall to "As Samirii," Arberry in the English, and Kasimirski in the French both correctly translate it "Samaritan."  Yusuf Ali, in his footnotes, "bends over backwards" to explain his choice by suggesting that the name could mean "Shemer," which denotes a stranger, or "Shomer," which means a watchman, the equivalent of "Samara" in Arabic, which he implies is close enough to the Samari he is looking for.  Once again we find an awkward example of Yusuf Ali attempting to twist the translation in order to get out of a difficult scenario, similar to the examples of "Periklytos," or the word "Machmad" which he and other Muslim apologists use to signify Muhammad in the Bible.  The Arabic simply does not give Ali the leeway to concoct other meanings for this word.  To be consistent with the Arabic he should keep his translation consistent with the text, as Arberry and Kasimirski have done.
		c) Sunset: 		c) Sunset: 
	In sura 18:86 we read, "Until, when he reached the setting of the sun, he found it set in a spring of murky water: Near it he found a people: We said: O Dhu al Qarnayn! Either punish them,or treat them with kindness."  It is well known that only the superstitious in the age of Muhammad believed that when one reaches the sun would it set in a muddy spring.
		d) *Issa: 		d) *Issa: 
	The Qur’anic name for Jesus is "Issa" which is incorrect as Issa is the Arabic equivalent of Esau, the name for Jacob’s twin brother.  The correct Arabic name for Jesus would be Yesuwa, similar to the Hebrew Yeshuwa, yet the supposedly "all-knowing" Qur'an has no mention of it.
		e) *Mountains: 		e) *Mountains: 
	Suras 16:15; 21:31; 31:10; 78:6-7; 88:19 tell us that God placed (threw down) mountains on the earth like tent pegs to keep the earth from shaking.  Many Muslims believe these verses prove the miracle of the Qur'an, since prior to the 20th century, men could not know this fact by observation alone.  For pre-scientific man this would sound logical, as mountains are large and therefore, their weight would have seemingly, a stabilizing effect on the earth.  Yet we now know this logic to be quite inaccurate.  Mountains do not render the earth's crust stable.  In fact, the very existence of mountains is evidence of instability in the earth's crust, as they are found and either pushed up by the colliding of tectonic plates (i.e. the migration of Arabia toward Iran has resulted in the Zagros range, France pushing against Italy produced the Alps, and the Indian plate nudging Tibet has given us the Himalayas) (Campbell 1989:170-173), or they are created by volcanic action (i.e. the Palisades volcanic mountain range found in the north-western coast of the U.S.).  Both sets of mountains come into existence through much turbulence and shaking, contrary to what these suras contend.
	Furthermore mountains do not have roots, as some Muslims contend, but due to the manner in which they are created they sit atop the earth’s crust without rootage whatsoever.
	There are certain Muslims who claim that the shaking is not referring to the surface of the earth but the “whole sphere of the earth”; that without the mountains the revolving movement of the earth around its axis would not be smooth, and that it would wobble much like the wobbling of an asteroid in space.  How the size of the mountains could ever control the turning of the earth on its axis is quite difficult to explain, but the fact that mountains are growing every year would also negate this odd theory, since the earth has always revolved rather consistently regardless of the size of the mountain ranges.
		f) *Mathmatical problems: 
	In sura 4:11-12 the Qur’anic law on inheritance just doesn’t add up.  Take my sister, whose husband just died, leaving her with three daughters and two parents.  According to the sura above she must divide up his inheritance so:
	verse 11 = “If there are only two daughters, two or more, their share is two-thirds of the inheritance... For parents a sixth share of the inheritance each (i.e. the two totalling one-third).
	verse 12 = “...their (your wives) share...if you leave a child, they get an eighth of that which you leave...”
	Thus if you add this all up you get 2/3 + 1/6 + 1/6 + 1/8 = 1 and 1/8!!  This is mathematically impossible!  Whomever wrote the Qur’an did not know his math!
	Another example.  Let’s take my family.  If I were to die, I would leave my mother, my wife and my two sisters.  My mother would receive 1/3 according to sura 4:11, my wife would receive 1/3 according to sura 4:12, and my two sisters would receive 2/3's according to sura 4:176, which when added up equals 15/12!!
		g) *Alexander the Great: 		g) *Alexander the Great: 
	In sura 18:83-100 we find the story of Dhu al Qarnayn, who is known as the Greek conqueror, Alexander the Great.  According to this sura, his power was given to him by Allah (aya 84), which some Muslims contend is an assertion that he had the same prominence as a prophet.  But of even more importance to our discussion is the contention, according to this sura, that he was credited with building an enormous wall of iron and brass between two mountains, which was tall enough and wide enough to keep an entire army out (aya 96).
	It is simple to test these claims because Alexander lived in the full light of history.  Arrian, Quintus Curtius and other historians of repute have written the history of Alexander's exploits.  From their writings we know that Aristotle was his tutor.  Yet, these historians equivocally make him out as a heathen general whose debauchery and drunkenness contributed to his untimely death at the early age of 33 (Pfander 1835:282).  They show that he was an idolater, and actually claimed to be the son of the Egyptian god Amun.  How, therefore, could he be considered to have the same prominence as a prophet, or even, as aya 84 clearly asserts, that Allah was the agent for his power?
	Yet, what is even more troubling is that there is no historical evidence anywhere that Alexander built a wall of iron and brass between two mountains, a feat which, indeed, would have proven him to be one of the greatest builders or engineers in the history of mankind.  Certainly had he built such a structure, there would be evidence of it, or at the least documentation of its existence somewhere in the ancient manuscripts.
	When we find the Qur'an so inaccurate in regard to Alexander, whose history is well known, we hesitate to accept as valuable or even as reliable the statements of the Qur'an about other matters of past history.
		h) Creation of Man: 		h) Creation of Man: 
	Sura 86:5-7 tells us that during the act of sexual intercourse, the “gushing fluid” or semen issues from between the loins and the ribs (Yusuf Ali translates ‘loins’ as ‘backbone’).  Therefore, in this sura we find that the semen which creates a child originates from the area of the body around the back or kidney of the male, yet we know that semen is created in the testicles.  Why could the Qur’an get this so wrong?  If it was metaphorically speaking then why is it so specifically referring to the source of the fluid caused by the act of intercourse?  The answer is closer to hand.
	The Greek physician Hippocrates and his followers taught in the fifth century B.C. that the semen comes from all the fluid in the body, diffusing from the brain in the spinal marrow, before passing through the kidneys and then on to the testicles and into the penis (Hippocratic Writings, Penguin Classics, 1983, pgs.317-318).  This teaching would still have been popular in the 7th-9th century in the part of the world where the Qur’an was compiled.
		i) *Pharaoh's Cross: 		i) *Pharaoh's Cross: 
	In sura 7:124 we find Pharaoh admonishing his sorcerers because they believe in the superiority of Moses's power over theirs.  Pharaoh threatens them saying that he will cut off their hands and feet on opposite sides.  He then says that they will all die on the cross!  In sura 12:41 the baker in the story of Joseph was told that he would die on a cross as well.  But there were no crosses in those days!  Crucifixion was first practised by the Phoenicians and the Carthaginians and then borrowed extensively by the Romans close to the time of Christ, a full 1700 years after Pharaoh!  Muslims maintain that Egyptians did indeed know of cross-like objects, and refer to the image of the Ankh as proof.  Yet, all Egyptologists know that the Ankh was never an instrument for destruction, but was used as a symbol for fertility and life.
		j) Other Scientific problems: 		j) Other Scientific problems: 
	-sura 16:66 How can cow's milk comes from between the excrement and the blood of the cow's abdomen. 
	-In sura 16:69 we are told that honey, which gives healing, comes out of the bees abdomen.  Again, what does it mean that honey comes out of a bees abdomen?
	-sura 6:38 says that all animals and flying beings form communities, like humans.  Would this include spiders, where in some species the female eats the male after mating has taken place.  Is that a community like ours?
	-sura 25:45-46 maintains that it is the sun which moves to create shadows.  Yet, I have always been taught that it was the rotation of the earth which caused shadows to move, while the sun remained quite stationary.
	-*sura 17:1 says Muhammad went to the "farthest Mosque" during his journey by night (the Mi'raj), which Muslims explain was the Dome of the Rock mosque, in Jerusalem.  But there was no mosque in Jerusalem during the life of Muhammad as Islam had not yet reached Palestine.  This was not accomplished until 641 A.D., well after the death of Muhammad.  Furthermore, this mosque could not be the Dome of the Rock, as it was not built until 691 A.D., by the Amir `Abd al Malik, a full 58 years after Muhammad's death!  If you were to study the Dome of the Rock, you would notice right away that it could not even qualify as a mosque as it has no Qibla (direction of prayer).
	Finally, it could not be the Jewish temple of Jerusalem as there was no temple in existence at that time.  The temple of Jerusalem had been destroyed by the Roman emperor Titus 570 years before this vision (possibly in 624 A.D.) conceivably ever took place.  So what was this mosque Muhammad supposedly saw?

	[4]	Absurdities: 	[4]	Absurdities: 
	There are other errors which are statements or stories which simply make no sense at all, and put into question the integrity of the writer or writers of the Qur'an.
		a) *7 Earths: 		a) *7 Earths: 
	Sura 65:12 reads, "It is God who hath created seven heavens and as many earths."  We would love to know where the other six earths are.  If these refer to the planets in our solar system, then they are short by two (and now possibly three).
		b) *Jinns & Shooting stars: 		b) *Jinns & Shooting stars: 
	Meteors, and even stars are said to be missiles fired at eavesdropping Satans and jinn who seek to listen to the reading of the Qur'an in heaven, and then pass on what they hear to men in suras 15:16-18;  37:6-10; 55:33-35; 67:5; 72:6-9 & 86:2-3.
	How are we to understand these suras?  Can we believe indeed that Allah throws meteors, which are made up of carbon dioxide or iron-nickel, at non-material devils who steal a hearing at the heavenly council?  And how do we explain the fact that many of earths meteors come in showers which consequently travel in parallel paths.  Are we to thus understand that these parallel paths imply that the devils are all lined up in rows at the same moment?
		c) Solomon's power over nature:  		c) Solomon's power over nature:  
		  1) birds and ants: King Solomon was taught the speech of birds (sura 27:16) and the speech of ants (sura 27:18-19).  In his battles, he used birds extensively to drop clay bricks on Abrah's army (sura 105:3-4), and marched them in military parades (sura 27:17).  He also used them to bring him messages of powerful queens (sura 27:20-27).  Note: According to the historical record, Abrah's army was not defeated by bricks dropped on their head.  Rather, they withdrew their attack on Mecca after smallpox broke out among the troops (Guillame, Islam, pgs.21ff).
		  2) Jinn: The Jinn were forced to work for Solomon, making him whatever he pleased, such as palaces, statues, large dishes, and brass fountains (sura 34:11-13).  A malignant jinn was even commissioned by Solomon to bring the Queen of Sheba's throne in the twinkling of an eye (sura 27:38-44).
		  3) Wind: The wind was subject to Solomon, travelling a month's journey both in the morning and in the evening (though the wisdom of its timing is somehow lost in translation) (sura 3:11; 21:81).
		  4) Ants talk: The ants in Sura 27:18, upon seeing Solomon and his army arriving in their valley (and by implication recognizing who he was), talk among themselves, deciding  to flee underground so as not to be crushed.
		d) Youth and dog sleep 309 years: 		d) Youth and dog sleep 309 years: 
	Sura 18:9-25 tells the story of some youths (the exact number is debated) and a dog who sleep for 309 years with their eyes open and their ears closed (Note Yusuf Ali's strained attempts to delineate the exact time period of this story in footnote no.2365, and then concludes that it is merely a parable).
	The object of this story is to show Allah's power to keep those who trust in him, including the dog, without food or water for as long as he likes.  What is quite interesting is that this story, because of its parallels, was probably borrowed from an account by Gregory of Tours, called The Story of Martyrs, a compilation of tales, much of which is spurious, concerning the persecution of earlier Christians.
		e) People become apes: 		e) People become apes: 
	In suras 2:65-66 and 7:163-167, Allah turns certain fishing people who break the Jewish sabbath into apes for their disobedience.  Had Darwin read the Qur'an, his theory on evolution may have paralleled "Planet of the Apes" rather then the other way around.
		f) Sodom & Gomorrah turned upside-down:  		f) Sodom & Gomorrah turned upside-down:  
	In suras 11:81-83; 15:74 the two cities of Sodom and Gomorrah are turned upside-down and rained upon with clay-like brimestone, upon whose surface were marked the destiny of the wicked people who lived there.
		g) Jacob's smell & sight: 		g) Jacob's smell & sight: 
	In sura 12:93-96 Joseph sends his coat to his father as proof of his existence.  But as the caravan leaves Egypt, Jacob, who is in Canaan smells Joseph, who is hundreds of miles away (aya 94).  Then the coat, when it arrives, is placed over the face of his father Jacob and suddenly he receives his sight.  Now we know why Andrew Lloyd Weber added the word "amazing" to the title of his musical, "Joseph's Amazing Technicolor Coat."
		h) Night/Day/Sun/Moon are subject to man: 		h) Night/Day/Sun/Moon are subject to man: 
	In sura 16:12-15 the day and night as well as the Sun and Moon are surprisingly all made subject to man.  That would imply that we had control over the rotation of our planet, as well as the entire movement of our solar system (Yusuf Ali's explanation of this odd pronouncement in note no.2031 is rather interesting).

