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By Gerald Readore

 TC "Introduction" INTRODUCTION

I find the study of different religions an interesting and fascinating area. Being a Christian, I want to find out what these other religions believe in comparison to my Christian faith. There are definitely good, sincere people following various religions and belief systems. There are also similarities of beliefs between these various groups as well. Many say they worship a deity and that we all basically worship the same “god”. They say that it doesn’t really matter what “god” or deity you worship or which religion you follow because all paths lead to the same destination. Or to put it another way, all roads lead to the top of the mountain. Some may be blacktop and some unpaved. The path to get there may take you through a very different landscape, but eventually you arrive at the same destination in the end. Some paths may take a longer route to make it up the mountain and involve intense self-introspection, while others may allow you to make it relatively quickly.

Mahatma Ghandhi said, "My position is that all the great religions are fundamentally equal." 
 (bold added for emphasis)

Rama Krishna asserted,

 "Truth is one; sages call it by various names." 

"Do not argue about doctrines and religions. There is only one. All rivers flow to the Ocean. Flow and let others flow too!" 
 (bold added for emphasis)

Yogi Bhajan of the Sikh religion is attributed with saying:

But there is only one way and there is only one God and there is only one way to reach Him and there is only one truth to know and there is only one humanity to practice one-pointedness of mind(that is righteousness [righteous consciousness]. Whether you are a Christian, a Jew, a Buddhist, or anything, it doesn't make any difference. 

A Sufi writer penned the following:

The God of the Sufi is the God of every creed, and the God of all. Names make no difference to him. Allah, God, Gott, Dieu, Khuda, Brahma, or Bhagwan. 

A Hindu writer and teacher said the following in an article entitled One God: basic truth of all faiths:

All religions, all scriptures, all spiritual teachings point only to one truth--the Unity of Divinity…All religions, all scriptures, all spiritual teachings point only to one truth--the unity of Divinity. Instead of realizing this, men are lost in wrong paths.

Jesus sacrificed his life for the regeneration and welfare of mankind. Today there are some who exaggerate the so-called differences between different faiths and, for their own selfish purposes, exploit these differences and thereby bring a bad name to the great founders of these religions, who were spiritual giants. No prophet or messiah asked his followers to hate other religions or the followers of other faiths. Every religion has declared that God is One and that the Divine dwells in every being. Jesus also proclaimed the truth that the One Spirit resides in all beings(
Whether in Hinduism or Buddhism, Jainism or Sikhism, Christianity or Islam, Divinity is One and ONE ONLY. Those who profess great love for their particular religion are indulging in make-believe when they assume that their religion is superior to that of others(
The first thing to be learnt is that THERE IS ONLY ONE GOD. Men may be different in form and name and color and their country and historical circumstances may vary. But, God has no such differences. 

No one should cast aspersions on the deities or founders of other faiths. All of them are worthy of worship. It is narrow-minded pettiness to say Jesus is great and Rama or Krishna is small or vice versa. Such misguided propaganda is puerile and demeaning. It is not an index of true devotion. It is a kind of mental aberration. 

There are many who are deeply devoted to Jesus. Their duty is to glorify the great message of Jesus. The most important message of Jesus is the establishment of "Peace on Earth and goodwill among men." Without peace, mankind cannot achieve progress in any sphere--- material, spiritual or moral. 

I experienced an example of this one evening while happening across a call-in program on a local secular radio station. It was the day after Christmas, and the host was asking people to call-in and let him know how their Christmas was. A woman called in and said that she worked in an environment that was about half Christian and half Jewish, and that Christians would say to their Jewish coworkers, “Merry Christmas”, but she felt that this was not the “politically correct” thing to say to Jewish people. She felt Christians were not being very considerate to Jews and their Jewish holiday of Hanukah. She then said that we all need to respect the religious views of others (I agree), and that basically people are worshipping the same God in their own way through their religion (i.e. all paths lead to the same destination) and that we need to be tolerant of them.  It was interesting to me that this was being stated by someone who said that she was a Christian. How can this be reconciled with the words of Jesus when He said that He is the way, and the truth and the life, and that no man comes to the Father BUT THROUGH HIM? I have to disagree with the words from the Hindu teacher when he says that the most important message of Jesus is the establishment of "Peace on Earth and goodwill among men." To me this is misguided propaganda. Jesus clearly taught that He is the only way and that He came to die for the sins of all mankind. In Him alone is found forgiveness of sins and eternal life. This does not mean that Christians hate other religions or the followers of other faiths. 

Is it really true that ALL PATHS EVENTUALLY LEAD TO THE SAME DESTINATION? How does one go about proving such a claim? It appears like a subjective statement, but is it really? If this statement is true, then if one is smart they would follow the one path that required the least effort on their part. Why would one want to go through the endless cycles of samsara (birth and rebirth) of Buddhism to get there if you can reach God through Christianity by just asking Him into your heart? Or would it be better to follow Allah and die in the name of jihad in order to gain a better position in paradise? Some belief systems require you to adhere to strict legalism while others don’t.  Keith E. Johnson asks an interesting question:

Is it possible that Buddhism, Christianity, Hinduism, Islam, Judaism, etc. represent differing, yet valid, paths to the same destination? Were this the case, there would be no need to argue about which religion is the “true” religion. Such disputes would be pointless. (bold added for emphasis) 

In reality I believe the various religious systems do make claims that their belief system is the way and that others do not have the correct knowledge to reach the final destination. They may not say this explicitly, but imply it implicitly.  

While searching the internet for comparative religions sites I came across a webpage titled "Interfaith Dialogue and Comparative Religion". This seemed innocuous enough at first and the opening statement read:

It is essential to interact with people of other faiths because otherwise there is no way one can appreciate what the other person thinks and feels, what are the priorities in his life, what are the driving forces & his aims in life. 

This all sounded really good, but upon closer examination it turned out to be a webpage extolling the truth and virtues of Islam. It was interesting that on the left side of the page there was a link to a sight entitled "The True Religion". I think you can guess which one it was pertaining to. 

In an article on the website  by Dr. Zakir Naik entitled "Concept of God in Christianity" it says:

One may ask, if both Muslims and Christians love and respect Jesus (pbuh), where exactly is the parting of ways? The major difference between Islam and Christianity is the Christians’ insistence on the supposed divinity of Christ (pbuh). 

Jesus (pbuh) did not say that to have the eternal life of paradise, man should believe in him as Almighty God or worship him as God, or believe that Jesus (pbuh) would die for his sins. On the contrary he said that the path to salvation was through keeping the commandments. It is indeed striking to note the difference between the words of Jesus Christ (pbuh) and the Christian dogma of salvation through the sacrifice of Jesus (pbuh). 

The Bible does not support the Christian belief in trinity at all… 

From the same webpage mentioned above, in an article entitled ""Concept of God in Hinudism" Dr. Zakir Naik says the following:

The major difference between the Hindu and the Muslim perception of God is the common Hindus’ belief in the philosophy of Pantheism. Pantheism considers everything, living and non-living, to be Divine and Sacred. The common Hindu, therefore, considers everything as God. He considers the trees as God, the sun as God, the moon as God, the monkey as God, the snake as God and even human beings as manifestations of God!

Islam, on the contrary, exhorts man to consider himself and his surroundings as examples of Divine Creation rather than as divinity itself. Muslims therefore believe that everything is God’s i.e. the word ‘God’ with an apostrophe ‘s’. In other words the Muslims believe that everything belongs to God. 

I have read numerous times in various Buddhist writings or posts on the internet that a main virtue of Buddhism is its tolerance of other religions, as opposed to Christianity which is seen by most Buddhists as being intolerant.  However, they themselves are not immune to claiming that they have the true or better way compared to other religions. Nichiren Shoshu and its lay organization Sokka Gakkai are very up-front in their teaching that they have the True way over and above not only other religions but other Buddhist sects as well. On an internet discussion board where practicing Buddhist meet, there was a discussion thread titled "Buddhism is Better…" In this discussion, various comments were made such as:

…I don't know where the idea that Buddhists should not assert the truth of their own tenets comes from, but if we do assert their [Buddhist tenets] truth, then we are simultaneously asserting the falsehood of their contraries. 

We all know that Buddhism is best for us, and we are not reaching those we believe to be in error over on the Christianity boards…

…I do, however, say that the core Buddhist principles are, well, true. And that there are things taught in other brand-name religions, too famous to be mentioned, that are, well, false. 

In fairness, there were other Buddhists on the discussion board who questioned the usefulness of making such statements. I believe not because they were in disagreement, but that according to the various teachings of Buddhism such as Right Speech, Right Thought, etc. one should refrain from harsh words and instead "sow the seeds of  peace in all relationships" 
 because a craving or desire to be right leads to attachment which produces dogmatism and intolerance. An example of this can be seen in "The Twelfth Rock Edict":

[King Asoka] honors members of all religious sects(Whoever honors his own sect and disparages another's, whether from blind loyalty or intending to show his sect in a more favorable light, does the greatest harm to his own sect(

As quoted earlier, why then is there a need for a comparative religion website extolling Islam as the true religion and a discussion topic such as "Buddhism is Better…" if Buddhism, Christianity, Hinduism, Islam, Judaism, etc. represent differing, yet valid, paths to the same destination?

Steve Kumar, in his book Christianity for Skeptics quotes Brian Maiden who says, 

"It is not enough to worship God; we must really worship the God who really is. Otherwise we are not really worshipping God at all." 

I will try to examine Christianity in comparison with the other major world religions and cultic groups to determine if the statement that “ALL PATHS EVENTUALLY LEAD TO THE SAME DESTINATION” is indeed true. What truth claims do the various religious systems make about themselves and are there any contradictions between them and Christianity. How does one even go about testing various truth claims and make a reasonable decision? This task seems fairly daunting and I don’t know how long it will take, but I think it will be a fun and interesting journey. 

 TC "PART I – HEALTH & HEALING FROM THE WORD OF FAITH MOVEMENT" PART I 

 TC "Introduction" Chapter 1 –Intolerance, Truth and the Law of Non-contradiction

Different Paths, Same God?

Do ALL PATHS EVENTUALLY LEAD TO THE SAME DESTINATION? 
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In this age of the coming together of various religions in the name of interfaith dialogues, political correctness and moral relativism, it is not proper to claim that one’s way is the only way and that all others are wrong. If one does this, they will be labeled intolerant. One should say that you can find god through whatever way works for you; to each his own. They will say there are no absolutes these days because morality and truth are relative. You define it.  Hey wait a minute, isn’t that an ABSOLUTE statement! It is ironic that one can be called intolerant for claiming that their path is the only way (for not being tolerant of someone else’s choice or beliefs), but in reality the person calling you intolerant is doing the same thing they are accusing you of! They are not being tolerant of your choice or beliefs! Talk about the pot calling the kettle black. Gregory Koukl gives an example of this in an article he wrote entitled Religious Pluralism:

Some of you remember the caller from yesterday…Lee, a Jewish man, was reprimanding me in a very terse way for promoting the Christian idea that Christianity was true and all other religions were false. What was wrong with that? This view spreads hate, he said.

He said, “We shouldn’t criticize other people’s religions.” I said, “Then why are you criticizing mine?” He said, “It’s wrong to say other religions are wrong.” I said, “Then why are saying my religion is wrong?” He said,  “You’re encouraging hate by saying only your view is right and others are mistaken.” I said, “Then why are you spreading hate by publicly reprimanding me saying that only your view is right and mine is mistaken?” 

He adds further:

Do you see how these arguments are self-defeating? …In order to tolerate somebody and be loving you can’t assert your point of view as being correct…The only way one can defend it is by violating their own principles of pluralism…People rant and rave about being judgmental—all the time delivering their own judgments. 
 

Norman Geisler echoes this thought in his book Unshakable Foundations and also alludes to the law of noncontradiction, which will be discussed shortly.

It won't take long before we are labeled intolerant. Yet those who are opposed to us stamp themselves as tolerant because they believe that all religions are true, the opposite of what we believe. When one acknowledges that the intolerant position is the opposite of the tolerant one, she thereby establishes the credibility of the first principle of all knowledge, the law of noncontradiction…taking any opposing view on any issue, whether it is an unexpressed thought or a verbalized one, is equivalent to submitting to the power and validity of the law of noncontradiction. One is forced to admit that this law of logic is true, because all other conclusions about reality necessarily depend upon it. 

Kenneth E. Johnson relates the following parable of three blind men and an elephant that describes the reasoning of proponents who believe that ALL PATHS EVENTUALLY LEAD TO THE SAME DESTINATION. They may say that even though different religions may have contradicting truth claims, this does not prove one is right and the others are wrong. Instead it suggests that no religion possesses the entire truth. 
 We will see an example of this from a dialogue I had with a gentleman named Michael on a Christian discussion board.
Imagine, for example, that three blind men are touching an elephant. The first blind man is holding on to the elephant’s leg. He explains, “I think an elephant is like the trunk of a great tree.” The second blind man disagrees. “No, I believe an elephant is like a snake,” he says while holding the elephant’s trunk. The third blind man responds, “No, you both are wrong, an elephant is like a wall.” (He is touching the elephant’s side.) Each blind man thinks he is right and that the others are wrong even though all three of them are all touching the same elephant. In a similar way, is it not possible that all religions are in contact with the same ultimate reality and merely describe it in a different way?  (bold and underline added for emphasis) 

The above parable appears to sound reasonable, but it does not resolve the problems of conflicting truth claims between various religions. If they are all describing the same elephant, then the different pieces (descriptions) once put together should look like an elephant. There are truth claims among the various world religions that contradict each other such that both CANNOT be true. Truth by definition is EXCLUSIVE; exclusive of error. If I ask you how much is 2+2 you will say 4. Two plus two does not equal 1, 5 or 20. As another example, if I ask you who will be the next president elect of the United States from the 2000 presidential election you will have to say George W. Bush. You can deny that George W. Bush will be the next president of the United States and believe it with all your heart, but this does not alter the truth. Sources of contradiction among the various truth claims of world religions have to do with the nature of God, the person of Jesus Christ, the afterlife, etc.

Norman Gesiler also uses this parable in his book Unshakable Foundations in discussing truth. The following use of the parable is based on a Christian student's [Mr. Tate] first day in his philosophy class and his professor is using the parable of the blind men and the elephant to discuss truth and reality.

All of the blind men were touching the same reality but were understanding it differently. They all had the right to interpret what they were touching in their own personal way, yet it was the same elephant. "You see, Mr. Tate, since were are all blind to the reality that may exist beyond this physical world, we must interpret that reality in our own way. Just as the parable illustrates, different religions have different interpretations of reality, but the reality is the same. It appears to be one thing for the Buddhist, and another for the Muslim. A Christian sees it one way, and a Hindu another way, and so on. Reality is one, but views of it are many. There are many paths that can lead you to the top of a mountain." 

"Similarly, you have just heard your classmates share their personal views about ultimate reality, each right in his own eyes. Hence, we must accept each view and be tolerant of one another. Did not Jesus say, 'Love your neighbor as yourself'? Look around, Mr. Tate. These are your fellow students. Do you want to love them, or do you want to condemn them to hell with your belief in absolute truth?…You must understand that their views are as true for them as your view is for you… 

Norman Gesiler says the following about relativism, which reflects the professor's viewpoint:

According to relativism, all views depict the same reality from different perspectives, because different perspectives of the same object can yield different results. For example, an observer viewing an object from one angle may see it, as it is, a cylinder. However, if another person looked at the same cylinder from another view, it may appear to be a circle. Still another may see it as a rectangle from a third viewpoint. The cylinder doesn't change its shape; the difference is in the mind of the observer. Hence, relativists believe that there are many equally valid ways to view the same reality. 

It is true that Jesus said for us to love our enemies and our neighbors, but he [Jesus] also said that He is the way, and the truth and the life; that no man comes to the Father [God] but by him [Jesus]. According to Jesus himself, Buddha, Mohammad, or any other means of reaching God are not sufficient; He [Jesus] is the only way. One has to look at the biblical text in its entirety and use correct principles of interpretation, and not use one isolated text as a proof-text. Norman Geisler discusses this area further in dealing with matters of taste and matters of truth, and then re-addresses the example with Mr. Tate in his philosophy class.

We want to be clear on two critical points Adler stressed. Basically there is a place for pluralism in society with respect to matters of taste…On the other hand, there is no place for pluralism when it comes to deciding matters of truth…The simplest way to answer this question is to let those who believe that truth is a matter of taste decide for themselves. Let's say that we are having a discussion with some people who believe that all philosophical and religious statements are merely a matter of taste. If this is the case, they should not defend themselves when we disagree. If they begin to defend their view that these statements are matters of taste (or even think their statements are true), the truth is revealed. Why should they get upset if we prefer one view to another as a matter of taste?  

Your professor strongly held that religious beliefs were matters of taste, of personal preferences. She believed that, with respect to religion, what was true for one individual was not necessarily true for another. The easiest way to check the validity of her belief is to simply apply her claim to itself and see if it passes its own test. You can accomplish this task by asking your professor the right question, such as, "Is your idea—that what is true for one individual is not necessarily true for another—is that true for you or is it true for me and everyone else in the class also?" 

If Professor Stone's view were only true for her, because she prefers to believe it as a matter of taste, why was she trying to convince you that it must be true for the entire class? If religious beliefs are just a matter of personal taste, then it makes no sense for Professor Stone to argue that her position is true for everyone. Her perspective only makes sense if she really holds to the conviction that religious beliefs are matters of truth. Both positions cannot be true at the same time and in the same sense; that violates the law of noncontradiction. Professor Stone contradicted herself by preaching a personal view of tolerance while being intolerant of John's [Mr. Tate] belief in "religious" absolute truth. It is clear that philosophical and religious ideas are matters of truth and not matters of taste. 

The Law of What?

On October 27, 1993, Prince Charles gave a speech at the Oxford Centre for Islamic Studies titled Islam and the West. In the speech he made the following statement:

Muslims, Christians - and Jews - are all 'peoples of the Book'. Islam and Christianity share a common monotheistic vision: a belief in one divine God, in the transience of our earthly life, in our accountability for our actions, and in the assurance of life to come. We share many key values in common: respect for knowledge, for justice, compassion towards the poor and underprivileged, the importance of family life, respect for parents. 'Honour thy father and thy mother' is a Quranic precept too. Our history has been closely bound up together. 

I believe these are true statements made by Prince Charles. There are similarities between Christianity and Islam, and it cannot be denied that Islam has good and admirable values and teachings. But in closer inspection we need to understand what is meant by the "divine God" in Islam versus the God of Christianity. In the section discussing Islam we will look at the differences between the God of Christianity and the God of Islam. Is Jesus also considered God by Muslims? What about the Holy Spirit? Are the beliefs about the after-life and assurance of life to come the same between Christianity and Islam? How is the Christian assured of what happens in the life to come as opposed to a Muslim? These are important questions and areas that need to be examined.

In the field of logic, there is a law called the law of non-contradiction. It simply says that something cannot be both A and Not A at the same time. For example, if I said there is one car parked in my driveway and it’s color is red, then the opposite of it CANNOT be true. There is not a blue car parked in my driveway. This law of non-contradiction can be applied to Christianity and Islam regarding the person of Jesus Christ. Muslims will say they believe in Jesus as the Christians do. But one has to scale the language barrier and determine if the definition of Jesus is the same as that of Christians. See the table below for the contradicting truth claims about the person of Jesus Christ.

Christianity

Islam


is Himself God
is NOT God, but a prophet held in high esteem

was God manifested in human form
was NOT God manifested in human form

is part of a Trinity
is NOT part of a Trinity

died on the cross
did NOT die on the cross (Some say that Judas Iscariot was made to look like Jesus and took His place)

atoned for man’s sins
did NOT atone for man’s sins

was resurrected from the dead
was NOT resurrected from the dead (because he never died)

If the Jesus of Christianity is the same Jesus of Islam: 

(1) How can the same Jesus both be God and not God?

(2) How can the same Jesus be God manifested in human form and not be God manifested in human form?

(3) How can the same Jesus be both part of the Trinity and not part of the Trinity?

(4) How could the same Jesus have died on the cross and not died on the cross?

(5) How could the same Jesus atone for man’s sins and not atone for man’s sins?

(6) How could the same Jesus have resurrected and not resurrected?

If someone said you did not die and were taken up to heaven bodily, and another said no, he did die but then was resurrected this is a contradiction of a truth claim. How can the same person die bodily and then resurrect and not die bodily at all? The Jesus of Islam and the Jesus of Christianity are not the same Jesus. A similar contradiction can be shown for other religions as well. 
As mentioned earlier, Christians believe that Jesus is Himself God and part of a Trinity. Muslims do not believe in the Christian concept of the Trinity, and believe by doing such a thing, Christians commit the sin of “shirk”, which is equating something else with God (Allah). As the Islamic creed or “shahada” says, “There is no God but Allah, and Muhammad is the Prophet of Allah.” This is an example of a truth claim or belief in Islam that implicitly says that what we believe is true and what Christians believe is false. You have to follow their truth claims and beliefs to even be on the path in order to reach the final destination. This could be called implicit intolerance. 

The following quotes are taken from a writing titled ISLAMIC BELIEF (Al-'Aqida) written by Imam Abu Ja'far al-Tahawi (239-321 AH). The preface about the writing states the following:

Imam Tahawi's al-'Aqidah…has long been the most widely acclaimed, and indeed indispensable, reference work on Muslim beliefs…Imam Tahawi…is among the most outstanding authorities of the Islamic world on Hadith and fiqh (jurisprudence)…Al-'Aqidah, though small in size, is a basic text for all times, listing what a Muslim must know and believe and inwardly comprehend…Being a text on the Islamic doctrines, this work draws heavily on the arguments set forth in the Holy Qur'an and Sunnah. 

The writing goes on to list 105 Islamic doctrines with several relating specifically to Christianity.

"…that God is incarnate in any human being are considered blasphemy from the Islamic point of view…Islam considers associating any deity or personality with God as a deadly sin [shirk] which God will never forgive, despite the fact He may forgive all other sins." 


"Oneness of God: He is One and the Only One. He is not two in one or three in one. This means that Islam rejects the idea of trinity or such a unity of God which implies more than one God in one."

"…Christianity teaches that Adam and Eve had bequeathed their sin to all their descendants and thus all humans are born in this "Original Sin" and therefore Jesus Christ had to be sacrificed on the cross to redeem humanity of its 'original sin.' Islam says, NO…"

"…Many Christian denominations teach that faith in Jesus is enough for salvation. If you accept Jesus sacrifice on the cross, then you are saved regardless of what you may do afterwards because Jesus has already paid for all your sins. Islam totally disagrees. No one can pay for your sins…"

"…If someone said to you, "There is no God except Allah," and then said that what he meant by Allah was Jesus, you would immediately tell him that this shahadah is nonsense…"  (bold and underline added for emphasis) 

The statements show explicitly that Muslims believe they have the truth and Christians do not on the doctrines stated above. Aren’t these intolerant statements to make about Christian beliefs and doctrines? To be fair Christians will say they have the truth (only way) as well, but Christians have never denied this. This is why Christians, at least in the US, are one of the main groups cited for being intolerant. Before Christians started proclaiming that the truth (only way) is found in Christianity; Jesus Himself said it as recorded in John 14:6: "…I am the way, the truth, and the life: no man cometh unto the Father, but by me." (bold added for emphasis) 

Steve Kumar quotes Michael Green as saying:

It is not that Christians are narrow-minded or uncharitable about other faiths. But if Jesus is indeed, as the resurrection asserts, God himself come to our rescue, then to reject him, or even to neglect him, is ultimate folly. 

We can also see in Hinduism contradictions with Christianity such that both cannot be true. Hindus believe in Brahma who is the ultimate reality; an impersonal force or soul of the universe. God is all and all is God. God is not distinct from creation. 

Truly this whole world is Brahma. In calmness let man worship It as that from which he came forth, as that into which he will be dissolved, as that in which he breathes. 
 (bold added for emphasis)

Brahma is conceived as beyond all attributes, including moral attributes. Brahma is neither holy nor unholy, loving nor unloving. Thus the moral challenge contained for the Jew or Christian in the divine command, "Be ye holy, for I am holy" is lacking in Hinduism…morality belongs to the world of maya, not to the world of ultimate reality. 

Mr. Kumar relates the following parable from Hindu philosopher Sri Ramakrishna:

A man woke up at midnight and wanted to have a smoke. Needing a light, he went to his neighbour's house and knocked on the door. When the neighbour asked what his midnight visitor wanted, he replied, "I wish to smoke. Can you give me a light?" To which the neighbour answered, "Bah! What's the matter with you? Here you have taken all this trouble to come over here, to say nothing of wakening me, to get a light, when in your own hand you hold a lighted lantern!" 

Sri Krishna sums up the moral by saying, "What a man wants is already within him; but he still wanders here and there in search of it." 
 (bold added for emphasis)

The quest for reality in Hinduism could be summed up as follows:

Why dost thou go to the forest in search of God? He lives in all, is yet ever distinct: he abides with thee too. As fragrance dwells in a flower, or reflection in a mirror, so does God dwell inside everything; seek him therefore in the heart. 

Mahatma Ghandi describes the Hindu worldview as:

To me God is Truth and Love, God is Ethics and morality, God is fearlessness. God is the source of light and life, and yet he is above and beyond all these. God is conscience. He is even the atheism of the atheist. He transcends speech and reason. He is a personal God to those who need his personal presence. He is embodied to those who need his touch…He is all things to all men. 
 (bold added for emphasis)

As you can see, there are many differences and contradictions between Christianity and Hinduism such that both cannot be true. From Ghandi's statement, then God is the atheism of atheists and the theism of theists! Is the same God neither holy nor unholy? Neither loving nor unloving? Is all that man needs found within himself or rather through the person of Jesus Christ and what he has done for us? Are we dissolved into the ultimate reality (Brahma) or resurrected with glorified bodies into the presence of God in heaven? 

Hinduism stands poles apart from the faith of the Hebrew prophets with their clear-cut certainty of truth and falsehood, and with their inspired intolerance of false belief or make-believe. In essence Hinduism is man's attempt to reach the Transcendent with the brilliance of his wisdom and virtue. 

What about Buddhism? Do we fair any better with the teachings and philosophy of Buddha? Buddhism was founded by Siddhartha Guatama in India about 560 B.C. who sought to solve the problem of suffering in the world. This can be seen in the "Four Noble Truths" and "Eightfold Path" which have to do with suffering and finding the path that will end it. Kenneth W. Morgan, in his book The Path of Buddha, says, "In Buddhism, there is no such thing as belief in a Supreme Being, a creator of the universe, the reality of an immortal soul, a personal Savior." 
 

Dr. Victor A. Gunasekara echoes the same belief above about a Supreme Being in his booklet Basic Buddhism. In speaking of Christianity, Judaism and Islam he says:

All three religions affirm the existence of an all-powerful creator God. The Buddha had long ago repudiated the notion of a supreme creator God. 
 (bold added for emphasis)

The following are taken from the book Christianity for Skeptics.

Buddha taught the "Four Noble Truths" and the "Eight-fold Path" to achieve the ultimate. He never spoke about God or ways to approach him. In the light of this, Buddhism is a philosophy of life rather than a philosophy of God. 
 (bold added for emphasis)

Buddha taught that desire is the root of all evil. To exist is to suffer and the answer to suffering is Nirvana (annihilation) which is achievable by successive reincarnation…The goal of life is to reach the stage of desirelessness. When we cease to desire we have overcome the burden of life. How one is supposed to be desireless without desiring that quality is a problem few have any time to answer. 
(bold added for emphasis)

According to Buddha, "Man is born alone, lives alone and dies alone, and it is he alone who can blaze the way which leads to Nirvana." The Buddha Annual of Ceylon says, "Buddhism is that religion which without starting with a God, leads men to a stage where God's help is not necessary." There is neither God nor a Savior to help man from the problem of life: man must save himself. 
 (bold added for emphasis)

The idea of the cross is foreign to the Buddhist. G. Parrinder speaks of a Buddhist who said, "I cannot help thinking of the gap that lies deep between Christianity and Buddhism. The crucified Christ is a terrible sight and I cannot help associating it with the sadistic impulse of a physically affected brain. (bold added for emphasis)

Mr. Gunasekara echoes the statements above in discussing the teachings of Buddhism when he says:

The primary appeal of Buddhism was to the dignity of man, not the glory of God…Another aspect of Buddhist humanism is that it makes an individual the master of his own destiny. On his death-bed when asked by his followers as to whom they should follow when he was gone, the Buddha replied: "Be ye a lamp (dipa) unto yourselves; work out your own salvation with diligence"…the fundamental idea is that of self-reliance rather than reliance on an external agency. 
 (bold added for emphasis)

The Buddhist scholar Christmas Humphreys stated the following:

…Whatever Reality may be, it is beyond the conception of the finite intellect; it follows that attempts at description are misleading, unprofitable, and a waste of time. For these good reasons the Buddha maintained about Reality "a noble silence." If there is a Causeless Cause of all Causes, an Ultimate Reality, a Boundless Light, an Eternal Noumenon behind phenomena, it must clearly be infinite, unlimited, unconditioned and without attributes…
 (bold added for emphasis)

Well it seems we have already run into some significant contradictions of truth claims between  Buddhism and Christianity as well such that both cannot be true. From the quotes above about Buddhism, there is no such thing as belief in a Supreme Being, a creator of the universe, the reality of an immortal soul, a personal Savior, and attributes of God. Man's salvation is through himself and not through God or a Savior. According to Jesus, it is not through man's reliance upon himself that he will find the way or truth, but through Jesus Himself alone. 

For the wages of sin is death; but the gift of God is eternal life through Jesus Christ our Lord. (Rom 6:23)

For God so loved the world, that he gave his only begotten Son, that whosoever believeth in him should not perish, but have everlasting life. (John 3:16)

He that believeth on the Son hath everlasting life: and he that believeth not the Son shall not see life; but the wrath of God abideth on him. (John 3:36)

These things have I written unto you that believe on the name of the Son of God; that ye may know that ye have eternal life, and that ye may believe on the name of the Son of God. (1John 5:13)

Isn't my elephant the same as yours?

Some may say that even though there are contradictions among the various religions, and it flies in the face of logic, all religions are paths that lead to the same destination. The Muslims, Hindus, Buddhists, Christians, etc. are just describing different parts of the SAME elephant. I experienced this type of response when talking with someone on a Christian discussion board about the question of all paths leading to the same destination.  I had gone through similar examples shown previously about the substantive contradictions between Christianity and Islam and the law of non-contradiction. Below are excerpts from the discussion.
Gerald:  I don't think anyone said there are not good values, teachings and aspects of other religions. The point I'm trying to make is that there still are significant differences among the various religions. 

Michael: I'm not sure how "significant" these differences really are. We all seem to believe in 1 God. Even the Hindu faith ultimately stems from Brahman. Muslims call him Allah, Christians Yahweh. The concepts are generally the same, and ultimately Love is at the heart of all of them. 

Ultimately I have to agree with the Muslims about Sin. You can't hand it to your kids, and you can't have someone take it away. It's something God ultimately forgives, but because of your changed actions, not some past shedding of blood.

I'd have to disagree with them about God coming through the Holy Spirit though. I'm a firm believer in the Holy Spirit of God which surrounds us completely.

Hindus have faith in Krishna as a divine teacher of Brahman. All things considered, it's hard to argue with them when you see the writings. Krishna walked the planet more than 1000 years before Y'shua too.

The whole point here is how do you know what is true teaching and what is false teaching? What barometer will you use and will you apply it to your own religion and dogma as well as others?
Here we see Michael seeing the contradictions on several points between Christianity and Islam, but at the same time not seeing them as really significant. I believe this is because Michael's religious views are an eclectic mix with a foundation in Hinduism. As one web site discussing Hinduism said:

Rather than discard old ideas and practices, Hinduism, over its long history, has tended to put the new alongside the old, discounting neither. This "additive" logic creates a framework for tensions, contradictions and seeming ambiguities. 

 He goes back to the argument that we all SEEM to believe in 1 God, but offers no justification for it. According to him, Brahman=Allah=Yahweh. He also agrees with the Islamic position about original sin, but then disagrees with them on another point about the Holy Spirit. He denies an essential teaching of the Bible by saying someone (Jesus) can’t take away man’s sins through the shedding of blood. Man does it through his changed actions (BY WORKS). This totally contradicts a major truth claim held by Christianity! He does bring up a good point at the end about how does one know what is true and what is false teaching and how do you gauge and determine it. The discussion continues:

Gerald: Then it appears to me your one God is contradictory and inconsistent.

As shown in my earlier post, Muslims believe that Christians commit an unforgivable sin by believing in the Trinity. This is not the truth according to Muslims. They also believe the concept of original sin and the atonement of Christ through his death on the cross are also false. They say the Christian does not have the truth. Islam has the truth. Christians would say that Muslims do not have the truth.

The way I understand Buddhism, one must follow the teachings of Buddha and specifically the Eightfold Path in order to be able to be released from the cycle of "Samsara". The teachings of Christianity or Islam will not allow one to reach this oneness with the ultimate reality. Buddhism will say they have the truth regarding this.

There are conflicting truth claims between the various religions. Either they are all wrong or one is right, but they all cannot be right. Even though I do not agree with someone who believes there is no God and all religions are wrong (none is correct), this in my opinion makes more sense than saying they are all correct or all emanate from the same God when there are many contradictions between them, and each religion says they have some specific truth(s) that others don't.

The law of non-contradiction states that if something is true the opposite of it is false. This is an either "A" OR "B" situation. If there is one car parked in my driveway, and I say to you that there is a red car parked in my driveway, then the opposite of it is false. I am not saying at the same time a red car is not parked in my driveway. It is either true or false. By making various truth statements one is inherently being EXCLUSIVE. TRUTH BY DEFINITION IS EXCLUSIVE! We do this all the time.

You seem to be using the logic with respect to the various world religions that "A" AND "B" can be true. This view is not trying to be EXCLUSIVE but INCLUSIVE. This is shown by your statement: "We all seem to believe in 1 God. Even the Hindu faith ultimately stems from Brahman. Muslims call him Allah, Christians Yahweh." You are trying to be inclusive, but avoiding the various truth claims and contradictions among the various religions which are exclusive. 

It is interesting that even though you may be coming from an INCLUSIVE approach it is also still EXCLUSIVE! You are basically saying that either "A" and "B" are true OR nothing else. You also make a truth claim that is EXCLUSIVE, and ignore the choice that only one may be correct. Regarding Christians and Muslims, the same Jesus cannot be both GOD and NOT-GOD. The same Jesus could not have both (1) atoned for man's sins and (2) not atoned for man's sins. 

You have made exclusive truth claims as well. You wrote:

 I'd have to disagree with them about God coming through the Holy Spirit though. I'm a firm believer in the Holy Spirit of God which surrounds us completely.


Gerald (from a previous response): Then it appears to me your one God is contradictory and inconsistent.

Michael: I doubt it's God, it's more likely you don't quite follow my meaning. There are clearly going to be differences, but who's right, and who is wrong and how can we tell?

Gerald (from a previous response): As shown in my earlier post, Muslims believe that Christians commit an unforgivable sin by believing in the Trinity. This is not the truth according to Muslims. 

Michael: Then I'd have to disagree with them on this particular point. I'm not sure how you could not believe in the Holy Spirit of God.

Gerald (from a previous response): They also believe the concept of original sin and the atonement of Christ through his death on the cross are also false.

Michael: I believe these notions are false as well. 

Gerald (from a previous response): They say the Christian does not have the truth. Islam has the truth. Christians would say that Muslims do not have the truth.

Michael: I don't think Y'shua had to die to atone for original sin. Well, now I find myself agreeing with both and disagreeing with both on different points. Now what?

Gerald (from a previous response): The way I understand Buddhism, one must follow the teachings of Buddha and specifically the Eightfold Path in order to be able to be released from the cycle of "Samsara".

Michael: Birth and rebirth. The Hindus follow a similar path.

Gerald (from a previous response): The teachings of Christianity or Islam will not allow one to reach this oneness with the ultimate reality. Buddhism will say they have the truth regarding this.

Michael: No I find myself agreeing with certain parts of Hinduism and Buddhism too! This is getting confusing! My head hurts now. Which is right?

Gerald (from a previous response): There are conflicting truth claims between the various religions. Either they are all wrong or one is right, but they all cannot be right.

Michael: It's far more likely that each contains some right and some wrong and that none are all right or all wrong.

Gerald (from a previous response): Even though I do not agree with someone who believes there is no God and all religions are wrong (none is correct), this in my opinion makes more sense than saying they are all correct or all emanate from the same God when there are many contradictions between them, and each religion says they have some specific truth(s) that others don't.

Michael: The point is there is only one God. We have conflicted viewpoints about this one God, but it's the same God we all pray to. How many Gods are there after all?

Gerald (from a previous response): The law of non-contradiction states that if something is true the opposite of it is false. This is an either "A" OR "B" situation.

Michael: You are thinking black and white only. What if none are completely right or wrong?

Gerald (from a previous response): It is interesting that even though you may be coming from an INCLUSIVE approach it is also still EXCLUSIVE. You are basically saying that either "A" and "B" are true OR nothing else.

Michael: No, I'm saying maybe some of A is true and some of B is true and some of C, D & E are also true to some degree.

Gerald (from a previous response): You also make a truth claim that is EXCLUSIVE, and ignore the choice that only one may be correct.

Michael: I think you are not considering the possibility that they are all flawed in different ways and accurate in different ways as well. It isn't black and white.

Gerald (from a previous response): Regarding Christians and Muslims, the same Jesus cannot be both GOD and NOT-GOD. 

Michael: This is truly a disagreement in which I'd have to accept the Christian notion. This doesn't mean that it's an exclusive relationship Y'shua has with God though.

Gerald (from a previous response): The same Jesus could not have both (1) atoned for man's sins and (2) not atoned for man's sins. 

Michael: He didn't take away our sin in my opinion, so I'll side with the Muslims on this one.



Here we can clearly see Michael’s thinking. To him some truth is found in Islam, some truth is found in Christianity, some truth is found in Buddhism, some truth is found Hinduism, etc, but some error is found in all of them as well. Take the parts you agree with, discard the rest and you come up with truth. This truth says there is only one God and he is the same among all religions. If as he says, there is only one God who has revealed Himself through different religions, and this one God contradicts Himself by revealing conflicting truth claims among the various religions, then this one God is contradictory and inconsistent. He reveals both truth and error. Since truth by its very nature is exclusive of error, then this one God does not reveal truth. The Bible says the following:

I write you, then, not because you do not know the truth; instead, it is because you do know it, and you also know that no lie ever comes from the truth. (1 John 2:21) (Today's English Version; bold added for emphasis)

so that we who have found refuge in him may find strong encouragement to hold fast to the hope set before us through two unchangeable things, since it is impossible for God to lie. (Heb 6:18) (New English Translation; bold added for emphasis)

From Paul, a slave of God and apostle of Jesus Christ, to further the faith of God’s chosen ones and the knowledge of the truth that is in keeping with godliness, in hope of eternal life, that God who does not lie promised before the ages began. (Titus 1:1-2) (New English Translation; bold added for emphasis)

 Even though it appears Michael is being INCLUSIVE in his position by incorporating some truth from various religions, he also is being EXCLUSIVE. He claims that I am thinking in black and white only, but he is doing a similar thing. He is saying that [some of A and some of B and some of C and etc. is true and some of A and some of B and some C and etc. is false] OR [nothing else]. He rules out the choice that all of one religion may be true and the rest are false or that they all could be false. He himself is being EXCLUSIVE. 

 If it is true that all religious paths lead to the same destination; that they are all describing different parts of the SAME elephant and it's just a difference in perspective, then we should be able to take the Islam partial description of the elephant (with it’s truth and error), the Christianity partial description of the elephant (with it’s truth and error), and the other religion’s partial descriptions of the elephant (with their truth and error) and put them together and get a clear picture of an elephant. How can this be the case if there is error in each religion’s description of their part of the elephant? In reality we would get something that looks like a new species of animal with the body of an elephant, the neck of a giraffe and the legs of a bird.  

Truth by its very nature is EXCLUSIVE; Exclusive of error. Each religion says that they have the way or the truth, and that this truth is exclusive of error. If you talk to a follower of any religion will they tell you that their teachings and doctrines are partly true and partly false? I don't think so. If one says that each religion or path has some truth but also has some error, then each religious belief system is worthless, and there really is no truth because truth by its very nature is exclusive of error. If one says you must follow the truth, and part of it is in religion A and part is in religion B, then no path reaches the final destination so how do you get to the top of the mountain?

Let's return to the parable of the three blind men and the elephant for a moment. Keith Johnson replies to this statement:

How do we know the blind men were all describing the same elephant? [same God or reality] What if the first blind man, while holding an oak tree said, "I think an elephant is like the trunk of a great tree." Imagine the second blind man, while holding a fire hose exclaimed, "No, you're wrong; an elephant is like a snake." What if the third blind man, while touching the side of the Sears Tower asserted, "I think you are both wrong; an elephant is like a great wall." The critical problem with this story is that it assumes the very thing it allegedly proves--that all the blind men are touching an elephant [same God or reality]. Yet how do we know the blind men are touching an elephant? Only because the story assumes it. 

To take it a step further, what if each of the blind men made assertions about an (alleged) elephant which were not merely different, but contradictory? Would it still be plausible to believe they are all describing the same elephant? How much contradiction would be required in their accounts before it would become obvious that they were not describing the same elephant?  (bold added for emphasis) 

I believe this is analogous to what Michael is doing. How does he know all religions are describing and following the same God? He says that there is only one God and it’s the same God worshipped by all religions despite serious contradictions in truth claims, and the fact they all contain error. He is assuming the thing he is trying to defend. So as Mr. Johnson states above, how much contradiction is required among truth claims of the various religions before it becomes obvious that they are not describing the same elephant (God)? A contradiction on the very nature of God is significant if you believe that it is the SAME God worshipped by all religions. Can the same God be both personal and impersonal at the same time? Can the same God be part of creation and separate from creation at the same time? Can the same God be revealed in three persons of a Trinity and not be revealed in three persons of a Trinity at the same time? Can the same God die on the cross as atonement for man’s sins in the person of Jesus Christ and not die on the cross because there is no need to atone for man’s sins? 

If something has error in it, it cannot then be truth because truth by its very nature is EXCLUSIVE; EXCLUSIVE of error.

By looking at the law of non-contradiction and the truth claims of various religions, you should see that there are serious contradictions in beliefs and doctrines. Contradictions in truth claims, such that both cannot be true. Up to this point, what has been discussed does not provide a method to determine which if any religion is true and which is false. It should at least show that because of the serious contradictions between the various religions that either all are false or one is true, but they all cannot be true. This brings up a question of a general nature, which is; How do people go about determining if anything is true, not just religious truth?

 TC "Introduction" Chapter 2 –Truth and Relativism

It doesn’t really matter what you believe, does it?

Anybody can claim anything, but claiming doesn’t make it true. Anybody can believe anything, but believing doesn’t make it true. One can sincerely believe in something and be sincerely wrong. There has to be some criteria for determining religious truth if religious truth is to be known at all. 

As we saw earlier, truth by its very nature is exclusive; exclusive of error. Truth also is immutable, that is it cannot change. If it could change, then it was not really truth. This changing of truth can be seen in Islam with the concept of abrogation. Webster’s New World Dictionary defines abrogate as “to ask”,  “to cancel or repeal by authority”, or “to annul”. 
  Norman Geisler and Abdul Saleeb state the following about the Islamic doctrine of abrogation:

It is in this connection that the important Qur’anic doctrine of abrogation (naskh), which is closely connected to the Islamic concept of progressive revelation, arises. As the Qur’an itself puts it: “None of Our revelations Do We abrogate Or cause to be forgotten, But We substitute Something better or similar” (2:106; also see 16:101; 13:39). 

They cite the Qur’anic scholar, Arthur Jeffery who says the following about this doctrine:

The Qur’an is unique among sacred scriptures in teaching a doctrine of abrogation according to which later pronouncements of the Prophet abrogate, i.e., declare null and void, his earlier pronouncements. The importance of knowing which verses abrogate others has given rise to the Qur’anic science known as Nasikh wa Mansukh, i.e. “the Abrogators and the Abrogated.”…The earlier practice of facing toward Jerusalem in prayer, mentioned in II, 143/138, was abrogated by the command in II, 144/139 ff. To turn toward the sacred mosque in Mecca…

If God can give a revelation that says one thing, and then gives a contradictory revelation, was the first revelation actually truth to begin with? If truth is immutable and unchanging, then something that was true in the past should still be true today.  

Dr. Walter Martin says the following about the concept of abrogation in Islam:

1. The Quran cannot be trusted because it contains “divinely inspired” contradictions. If God has a history of abrogating his own revelation, the “eternal speech of God,” how can one be certain that he will not abrogate it again in the future?

2. It may be argued that it cannot be abrogated again in the future since Muhammad was “the last prophet.” But how do we know that God will not abrogate that and send us more prophets?

3. If God can abrogate his eternal speech, how can we trust him with our eternal soul? Shall we depend on his mercy and compassion? How do we know that he will continue to be as merciful in the future as he has been in the past? How do we even know that he has been merciful in the past since the mercy sections of the Quran may themselves actually be substitutions?

4. If God has done any abrogating, as the Quran indicates, it does not indicate progressive revelation, which is additive, but rather contradiction and annulment, which subtracts from revelation since at least some portion of past revelation has been canceled. This would mean that God either did not know how future contingent events would turn out, or that he did but purposefully changed his mind. So the God of Islam is either not All-knowing or is a liar. A third possibility would be that God can have the attribute of omniscience and not have it at the same time (thereby actualizing a contradiction) by not only not having a physical or spiritual nature, but by not having a nature of any kind! Obviously this is absurd, but it does seem to follow from the Quranic view of God.

5. If God can abrogate past divine revelation it seems to indicate intellectual weakness at the very least. It not only causes problems for omniscience, since he did not have sufficient foreknowledge to avoid the need for abrogation, but also for omnipotence (because if he did have sufficient foreknowledge he apparently did not have the power to carry out effective preventive measures), as well as other attributes.

6. If the Muslim God is not consistent, then his creatures have no foundation for morality and ethics. Morality and ethics must either be absolute, invariant, and universal or not absolute, invariant, and universal. There is no third option. If God is not invariant, then the moral/ethical system derived from him would necessarily be inconsistent and we would essentially be on our own. We would be autonomous (a law unto ourselves) because we lacked that divine absolute standard that exists only in Christianity. If each person had their own moral standard, there could be no legal basis for a society of any kind. This would seem to conflict with the Muslim concept of sharia. This would make it not only inherently contradictory but impossible. 

Truth should correspond to reality: 

What is reality? It’s what’s real—“the way things really are.” It is what exists independent of people’s personal opinions and beliefs. Let’s say I misplaced my dictionary. I think it’s on my desk (what I believe is truth), but actually it’s on the kitchen table (reality). So the truth of the situation is that the dictionary is on the table independent of my belief that it’s on the desk. Thus, truth (the location of my dictionary) corresponds to reality (where it actually is). It doesn’t matter what I believe; it’s a matter of what is true. 

The “correspondence theory of truth” holds that what one thinks is true is true when it matches what is real. We possess true knowledge about something when what we think is true agrees with what exists outside or minds.
Truth, then must correspond to reality. The alternative is that actual truth is non-existent. What people perceive as truth would depend upon their personal feelings or their particular worldview. In either case, whatever seems to be true relative to one’s particular beliefs or opinions becomes truth, and whatever does not fit with one’s beliefs is non-truth. 

Another example relating to truth and reality is given by Norman Geisler:

In chapter 1, we used the law of gravity to illustrate truth. We said that even if Sir Isaac Newton hadn't defined gravity, the reality of its existence wouldn't be changed; that is, the existence of gravity does not depend upon our knowledge of it. If reality exists independent of our knowledge, then truth must be linked to the process of investigating and discovering an attribute of reality. 
 

So one’s feelings and how they look at the world, play into how they perceive truth. This can be seen in a teaching taught by some in the Word Faith Movement and in Christian Science that one should deny the symptoms of sickness because either one has been freed of it through Christ’s death on the cross or that sickness is not real. Reality shows that one is indeed sick (truth), but the sickness is denied because it is not consistent with their worldview. 

This can be seen in the postmodernism of today where truth as well as morals is seen as relative. This is seen in such statements as “what is true for you may not be true for me” and “it doesn’t really matter what you believe as long as you believe in something and are sincere about it”. Statement such as these can be attributed to a postmodern worldview.

Postmodernists believe that truth has its source in human ideas and experiences, as interpreted through individual cultures, rather than in a source outside human thoughts and feelings—such as God. They assume that contradicting beliefs can be true at the same time—as they must, if truth depends on people, and people have different opinions on what is truth…The reason postmodernists believe there is no objective or absolute truth or universal truth, is because they see all truth as relative and a product of cultural beliefs…To a postmodernist, truth is wholly subjective.  It flows from personal opinions and experiences as it passes through and is interpreted by one’s cultural worldview. Since all cultures differ, there is no single truth applicable to everyone. 

But do people actually practice this type of relative worldview consistently? Do they really believe truth is relative and it doesn’t matter if there are contradictions among truth claims? 

American talk the talk of relativism, but walk the walk of absolutism. They expect all people to adhere to certain standards of behavior whether they want to or not. This is absolutism…If our society were truly relativistic, our educational system would encourage people to examine all sides of an issue, such as evolution versus creation. But it doesn’t…Postmodernism has a built-in safeguard against truth-testing. If all cultural (or individual) truths are accepted a priori as equally valid, there is no way to prove that what one perceives to be true may in fact be false. For example, people who insist that Christianity and Hinduism are “different paths to the same mountaintop” (i.e., God) have rejected the law of non-contradiction, and no amount of rational argumentation will change their minds. 

Their thinking goes along these lines:

What’s true for me is just as true as what’s true for you. So we’re both right. God is both monotheistic and pantheistic! I have no problem with that…

These individuals are unwilling to consider rational apologetic arguments. And for very good reason. Such arguments are meaningless is a pluralistic, relative world that denies absolute truth…Postmodernists often have an openness to spiritual truth and are actively seeking spiritual fulfillment… 

This can be seen in the earlier dialogue with Michael. He is open to and searching for spiritual truth, but to him there is no absolute. God can be both monotheistic and pantheistic at the same time. That's not a problem. Think about the following:

Relativists say, “there are no absolute truths.” But think about this a moment. If I say, “There are no absolute truths,” what kind of statement am I making? Obviously I am making an absolute statement about truth (i.e., that “there are no absolute truths”). But if truth is relative, then no absolute statements can be made. You see, if relativism is true, it is impossible to make any kind of absolute statement about truth—even the statement that relativism is true. 

If truth is absolute and if the law of non-contradiction demands that only one religion can reveal the true nature of God and His relationship with humanity, why do people differ so drastically in their religious views? 

World-views

We all look at the world and situations we encounter through different colored glasses so to speak. Some may be rose colored, some yellow, and some blue, with the result being that reality and truth look one way to me but does not look the same to you. Because of this, truth can be distorted. Dan Story gives the following definition of a worldview:

In the broadest sense, a worldview is the standard by which an individual, consciously and unconsciously, interprets all data so as to maintain a consistent and coherent understanding of the whole of reality. A worldview acts like a filter in that it screens and analyzes and categorizes all information so that we can make sense out of the world. It is the frame of reference from which we discern truth from falsehood, make rational decisions, and formulate ethical and religious values. 

Worldviews are made up of certain presuppositions or assumptions that an individual believes to be true…The key to understanding the role of presuppositions in worldviews is they are taken for granted…I am not saying that what we think is true via our worldview filter actually is true. I am saying  that supposed truth is largely determined by our worldview presuppositions. 

Below is a table outlining some of the differences in the Christian and Atheist worldview.

Christianity
Atheism

Believes in a God who is personal
Denies the existence of God

Does not deny the supernatural
Denies the supernatural

Man is the unique creation of God
Man is the chance product of evolution

Reality is both material and spiritual
The material universe is all that exists thus reality is material

…a worldview filter determines how an individual (as well as whole cultures) interprets data and makes truth decisions. But there’s a problem here, and it’s the key to understanding and confronting contradicting worldviews—and why it is wrong to claim that truth is exclusively the result of cultural worldview presuppositions. The problem is this: What one perceives to be true through his worldview filter may or may not be true. 

…a worldview acts like the lens on glasses. The correct prescription makes things vivid and sharp. It reveals what’s really there. But what if one’s worldview filter is out of focus? An erroneous worldview filter will distort reality just as an incorrect prescription in glasses is in error, then what one thinks is true may be false. 

The Blind men and the elephant

Dan Story relates the parable of the blind men and the elephant to what has been discussed so far about worldviews, and how we see truth. In his parable there were five blind men and not three.

Two aspects of this story parallel the problems we encounter when searching for religious truth. First, the five blind men’s physical handicap can be likened to the blindness many people have due to erroneous worldviews. The five men thought they had discovered truth (identified accurately what they were feeling), but each man interpreted reality (the elephant) differently because their worldview filter (blindness) prevented reality from being known. If the elephant represents religious truth (i.e., Christianity), then what the five blind men thought the elephant was (tree, rope, etc.) represents false religious views. A worldview filters reality according to its own presuppositions, and if the presuppositions are false, truth—religious or otherwise—will be distorted. (bold added for emphasis)

The five blind men were limited in their search for truth to just feeling. Lacking a more accurate test for truth (such as sight) or some other means to verify their conclusions, it would have been virtually impossible for any of the blind men to have accurately discovered that they were touching an elephant…Like the elusive elephant, religious truth-claims are not readily subject to verification. 

Let's come back to the earlier example about Mr. Tate's philosophy class and tie that to the example of looking at a cylinder from different angles yielding different interpretations of the same reality. 

We agree that some views of an object are a matter of perspective because they are relative to the viewer…However, we insist that it is not meaningful to claim that all views are simply a matter of perspective. For instance, it is not a matter of perspective that a cylinder exists to be perceived—the actual reality of the cylinder is what gives each perspective its validity. View #2 gives a clearer or better view of the characteristics of the cylinder than view #1 or view #3. But to say that view #2 [cylinder] is the same reality as view #1 [circle] or view #3 [rectangle] -that the cylinder is the circle or the rectangle--just doesn't make sense. Rather it does make sense to say that each view holds some truth, and that view #2 [cylinder] gives a more accurate picture of what is being perceived 

If religious truth claims are not readily subject to verification, then how do we verify them? Just based on common sense it will have to be a method that is not subjective, because subjectivity is in the eye of the beholder. We need an objective method. Several means used to acquire truth are listed below, but these will not be sufficient, objective verification of religious truth claims. 

1) Custom and Tradition

…customs and traditions, religious or otherwise, may not lead to right thinking or right behavior in spite of their acceptance…No one in the civilized world, for example, believes that human sacrifices or self-mutilation or temple prostitution, as once practiced in some ancient pagan religions, are worthy of preservation or that such behavior reflects religious truth. 

2) Authority

The problem with authority is that there is no guarantee that the person or structure in authority is presenting truth. 

3) Feelings, Intuition, and Common Sense

In all three cases truth is apprehended subjectively by one’s personal impressions or opinions. Of course, personal opinions are often in error…the problem with these methods of acquiring truth lies in their essential subjectivity. This results in many contradictory proclamations among religions. 

4) Instinct

Instinct can be thought of as “programmed information.” …Instinct is incapable of revealing truth beyond its own limitations

5) Pragmatism

Something is true only so far as it is practical and serves a useful function. In particular, truth is determined by how well it meets human needs—not whether it flows from reality. Therefore human experience becomes the testing ground for truth…The most serious flaw of pragmatism in the religious arena lies in its inability to discern real truth from among contradicting truth claims…Wrote Geisler, “Of course all truth must work, but not everything that works is necessarily true.” A counterfeit twenty dollar bill may buy a new hat, but possessing the hat doesn’t make the twenty dollar bill real. 

6) Rationalism

…rationalists put all their eggs in one basket. They stress that from self-evident axioms flow all truth. But what if these so-called self-evident  axioms are false? The result, of course, is false conclusions. 

7) Sense Perception 

This method for procuring truth depends on assimilating data through our five senses (taste, touch, hearing, sight, and smell)…sense perception is limited and relativistic. It is limited because there is more to reality and human experience than what can be apprehended through our five senses. For example, sense perception is unable to verify ethical, psychological, or religious concepts. Likewise, sense perception is relativistic. People interpret the same phenomena differently. 

8) Experience

…personal religious experiences are the sacred cows of numerous religions, the entire basis of their truth claims…Even well-established religions such as Islam and Mormonism rely on religious experiences as their cornerstone of truth…Religious experiences, then, reveal truth subjectively rather than objectively…Generally, religious experiences confirm revelation (spiritual truths) not reveal it. 

Well if the above methods can’t objectively determine truth and truth-claims of various religions, then what can? Some of you already may be thinking, well how about scientifically? This is the best method for examining truth claims and determining truth, and is made up of evidence and probability. This is not a perfect method, but the best available.

Evidence and Probability

Probability conclusions, derived from objective evidence, are the most trustworthy method there is for acquiring and testing truth. They reveal the clearest and most logical choices between conflicting alternatives…What we accept as historically true, legally true, and scientifically true do not and cannot depend on absolute proof in the form of logical and mathematical certainty. Yet we accept historical, legal, and scientific truths without question. Why? Because the preponderance of evidence and our personal experiences have confirmed their dependability (truthfulness) beyond reasonable doubt. 

We make decisions all the time without thinking that they are based on a preponderance of the evidence and probability. We believe facts in history that we have never seen based on evidence. Our court system makes decisions of innocence or guilt based on evidence and probability. 

Regardless of how remote, there is always the possibility that what we believe is factual is actually in error. But if we lived with such skepticism and accept truth-claims only to the degree that they are mathematically or logically certain, we would never believe anything in history, accept scientific theories, or convict anyone of a crime. 

It is on this basis of evidence and probability that we can evaluate the truth claims of Christianity and other religions. We can know that Jesus Christ was a person who actually lived, and Christian and non-Christian sources attest to His crucifixion. The Biblical manuscripts can be examined and compared in the same manner as other historical documents; documents that nobody questions. Archaeological evidence can also be examined and shown to confirm certain Biblical accounts. When Christianity is compared in this way against other world religions, I think one will see that Christianity stands head and shoulders above the rest. This may still not convince everyone, because if one’s mind is already made up there is not much you can do about it. In discussions I have had with non-believers about Christianity they accept other claims and historical information without question, but want you to prove absolutely that Christianity is true. They set the bar of proof higher when examining Christianity compared with other areas they accept with hardly any reservations. I think this has to do with the moral and ethical nature of Christianity. They do not want to change these areas to be in line with what the Bible says. 

…the nature of proof required in religious matters is not mathematical certainty but confirming evidence. And the amount of evidence required is that which leads to a conclusion beyond reasonable doubt. Now what would constitute this kind of evidence? More than anything else, sound evidence would include eyewitness testimony, reliable documentation and scientific and historical confirmation. (bold added for emphasis) 

As mentioned previously about the court system using evidence and probability to determine guilt or innocence, this is the exact method that one may use in comparing the truth claims of the various world religions. 

Legal reasoning as a means to determine religious truth is of tremendous value in two ways. First, Christianity is the only religion in the world in which the truth-claims can be tested by legal reasoning, that is, by evidence. All other religions require us to accept their tenants based either on the testimony of the founders and leaders (authoritarianism or rationalism) or on our own personal experience…Indeed, all non-Christian religions are conspicuous by the absence of historical evidence. Ultimately, non-Christian religions fall back on personal experiences and the unverified so-called “revelations” of their religious leaders. 

Pamela Binnings Ewen, a lawyer in Houston, Texas examined the Gospels of Matthew, Mark, Luke and John to determine if their testimony would hold up in a court of law. In the Introduction of her book she says:

In order to assure the integrity, or believability, of the evidence, however, it must meet certain tests of objectivity and verifiability. The same standards by which evidence is measured in a court of law can be applied to test evidence offered in support of the truth of the Gospel testimony…This book sets forth for the reader’s consideration the evidence that is available to support a case for the testimony of the witnesses—Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John. That evidence is then tested to see if it would stand up in a court of law…But the life, death, and resurrection of Jesus, if they can be established to be historical fact under the rigorous standards of proof required in a court of law, provide us with a rational basis for belief in something beyond the physical world…

She did find that the Gospel evidence would stand up in a court of law, and as a result came to saving faith in the Lord Jesus Christ. The same can be said of other non-believers who also came to a saving faith in the Lord Jesus Christ once they looked at the evidence for Christianity and found that it was overwhelming. Take the time to examine it for yourself. The decision is up to you. 
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This section will begin the examination of Christianity and other world religions to see the similarities and differences between them. We will look at:

· The nature and character of God

· The person of Jesus Christ

· The Trinity

· Salvation

· Concept of sin

· The nature of the universe

· The nature of humanity

· Death and the afterlife

· Heaven and hell

· Scriptures

I will try to quote from writers that are followers of a particular religion in order to "get the information from the horses mouth" so to speak. This will preclude people from saying that the information in this paper is from Christian sources, and so is naturally biased or incorrect. However, this does not mean that all quotes are taken from Non-Christian writers and sources. 

Let the comparisons begin!

History timeline of World Religions and its founders  

2,085 BC. Judaism-Abraham

1,500 BC. Hinduism- no specific founder

560 BC. Buddhism- Gautama Buddha

550 BC. Taoism - Lao Tzu

30 AD. Christianity –Jesus Christ

50-100 AD. Gnosticism- 

150-250 AD. Modalism (Monarchianism)–Sabellius, Praxeus, Noetus, Paul of Samosata

590 Roman Catholicism- Pope Gregory?

610 AD. Islam- Mohammad

1400(1694 US) Rosicrucianism- Master Kelpius, Johann Andrea

1515 Protestanism- (Reformers) Martin Luther, Zwingli, Calvin

1650 Tibetan Buddhism-Dalai Lama

1700 Freemasony- Albert mackey, Albert Pike

1760 Swedenborgism- Emmanuel Swedenborg 

1784 Shakers - Mother Ann Lee

1830 Mormons – Joseph Smith

1830 Cambellites-Alexander & Thomas Cambell, Barton Stone

1838 Tenrikyo- Miki Maegawa Nakayama 

1844 Christadelphianism- John Thomas

1840-45 Millerites 2nd day Adventists –William Miller

1845-1870 7th day Adventists-E.G White 

1844 Bahai- Abul Baha

1848 Spirtualism - Kate and Margaret Fox

1870 Jehovah Witnesses- Charles Taze Russsel 

1875 Theosophical Society- H.P. Blavatsky Henry Olcott 

1879 Christian Science-Mary baker Eddy

1890 Anthroposophical Society-Helena Blavatsky

1889-1924 Unity school of Christianity- Myrtle Fillmore

1900-Rosicrucian Fellowship-Max Heindel

1902 Anthroposophical society –Rudolf Steiner

1906-the Pentecostal Assemblies of the World

1914 Igleia ni Cristo- Felix Manalo

1914 Oneness Pentecostalism- Frank Ewart, G.T.Haywood, Glenn Cook

1930 Black Muslims (Nation of Islam) –Wallace D. Fard

1927 Mind Science- Ernest Holmes

1935 Self realization Fellowship- Paramahansa Yogananda

1954 Unification Church- Sun Myung Moon

1945 The Way -Victor P.Wierwille

1948 Latter Rain –Franklin Hall, George Warnock, 

1968 Hare Krishna (US)- Swami Prabhupada

1968 Children of God- David Berg

1945 United Pentecostal International- Howard Goss, W.T witherspoon ( can be traced back to 1914)

1947 World wide Church of God- Herbert W. Armstrong

1944 Silva Mind control –Jose Silva

1954 Atherius Society (UFO’s)- Dr.George .King

1955 Scientology- L.Ron Hubbard

1955 Urantia Book- Dr. Bill Sadler

1958 Institute of Divine Metaphysical Research- Henry Kinley

1958-1970 Church Universal and Triumphant –Mark and E. C Prophet

1959 Unitariarian Universalist

1960 Transcendental meditation- Maharishi mahesh Yogi

1960 Enkankar- Paul twitchell

1965Assembly of Yahweh-Jacob Meyer

1966 Church of Satan –Anton LaVey

1970 Findhorn –Peter and Eileen caddy –David Spangler

1970 Divine light Mission- Guru Maharaj Ji

1974 Assemblies of Yahweh-Sam Suratt

1979 Church of Christ International - Kip McKean

1980 -1982 Tara Center-Benjamen Crème

1980 House of Yahweh (Abilene) Jacob Hawkins

 TC "Introduction" Chapter 3 –Christianity 

I will briefly describe what Christians believe so that there will be some basis for comparison between Christianity and the other world religions.

GOD

Christians believe in ONE God who is revealed in three persons (Father, Son and Holy Spirit). The oneness of God can be seen in Deuteronomy  6:4 which says, “Hear, O Israel: The Lord our God, the Lord is one.”  These three persons make up what is called the Trinity with each person being fully God. They are coequal and coeternal. Thusly, Christianity is a monotheistic religion and not a polytheistic religion. God is transcendent, omnipresent, omnipotent, omniscient, eternal, infinite, unchangeable, sovereign, loving, merciful, holy and just. He is also a personal God that man can have a personal relationship with. He is not an impersonal force or ultimate reality as defined in Buddhism. 

Jesus Christ

Jesus Christ was fully God. This is seen in John 1:1 which says, “In the beginning was the Word, the Word was with God, and the Word was GOD.”  Jesus Christ was preexistent with the Father, and while on earth was God incarnate; God in the flesh. Jesus was not only fully God, but He was also fully man; the God –Man. He was a man just like you and I, except that He was sinless; a perfect man. He was born of a virgin, was crucified, died and buried. On the third day He rose from the grave and ascended into heaven. Christ’s death on the cross was atonement for the sins of mankind. He paid the penalty of our sins on the cross. Jesus Christ is the only way to God.

The Trinity

See above under God.

Salvation

We gain salvation by recognizing that we are sinners, repenting of our sins and believing that Jesus Christ died for them. We ask Him to come into our lives and accept Him as our Lord and Savior. We are then justified or made righteousness in the sight of God. It is a foreign righteousness, the righteousness of Christ that has been imputed to us. Salvation is a free and unmerited gift that is not a result of any works on our part.

Concept of sin

Christians believe in the concept of original sin. Because of Adam and Eve’s disobedience in the Garden of Eden, all of mankind is born with a sin nature and all mankind will experience death.  Jesus Christ came to pay the penalty for man’s sins through His death on the cross. We are positionally declared righteous in the sight of God, but still sin due to our sinful human nature. But if we confess our sins, God is faithful and just to forgive us our sins and to cleanse us from all unrighteousness. 

The nature of the universe

The universe was created by God. God created the physical and spiritual universe out of nothing. Since God created all things, He is before all things and beyond all things, and the entire universe is under His control.

The nature of humanity

Man is made in the image of God. Since man was made in the image of God he has certain communicable attributes of God. Man was originally made pure, without sin. He was made different than the animals and had the breath of God breathed into him. Man is made up a physical part and a spiritual part.

Death and the afterlife

Heaven and hell

Scriptures
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Let me start by letting the Muslims define in their own words what Islam is.

What is Islam?

The word Islam is an Arabic word which carries a load of meanings. The main two are submission and peace. Submission: total submission to and acceptance of God (Allah, the One and Only) and His will. Peace: inner peace (peace with oneself), peace with the Creator, as well as peace with all creations. It is through the total submission to the Will of God that one reaches this form of peace. 

.

The article continues:

With this definition and understanding of Islam, all of God's Prophets, peace be upon them (pbut), received the call to "Islam" since all of them preached the same message, i.e. the acceptance of God and total submission to His Will. In other words, Islam is not a new religion. What we refer to as Islam is nothing but the final revelation of the series. Islam acknowledges all previous Prophets and Messengers from God, starting with Adam (pbuh) and ending with Muhammad (pbuh). Islam acknowledges the messages of Abraham, Moses, and Jesus (pbut), to name just a few. 

As seen from the statements above, Muslims believe that the prophet Muhammad was the last of the prophets sent by God to mankind. Because of this, the revelation given to him in the Qur'an is the latest and most recent, and as a result the final truth. Muslims believe in the earlier revelations captured in the Old and New Testament scriptures, but believe they have been corrupted. The Muslim writer may say that all of God's Prophets received the call to Islam, and preached the same message which is the acceptance of God and total submission to His will, but is it really same message and the same God? I don’t think so. The Muslim believes it is the same message and the same God because according to their worldview, Christians are just misinformed and in error. If they (Christians) know the truth, as Muslims know it, then they would see the same message has been preached by all of God's prophets. 

The writer further defines Islam:

Islam is a religion for both the individual and the community. Islam recognizes the vitality of prescribing and legislating for the community. In other words, Islam provides humans as individuals and as communities (including that of the whole world) with a total and a comprehensive way of life. The teachings of Islam do not separate religion from human affairs. Politics, economics, law, and all other aspects of human affairs are integrated into one system of worship to Allah. Islam provides both the individual and the state with a comprehensive "constitution". Through this constitution, ethics, righteousness, legitimacy, correctness, and similar fundamentals are well defined and are not left to individuals to experiment with or differ about. Having been legislated by Allah, the Creator of this world, the Islamic way of life is the most suitable one for us to follow. 

In some of the writings I have read written by followers of Islam, they paint a picture of Islam that is tolerant of others, and that is a religion not just for the Arab, but everyone. This can be seen in the following:

According to the Quran every human being is honored just by virtue of being human before people are even categorized in terms of creed or breed…All people are equally eligible for the basic human rights, including the right to freely chose one's religion without coercion, for within Islam the space of the "other" is well preserved and protected. Islam is not an exclusive religion, and no human being, clergy or otherwise, is ever permitted to set limits on God's mercy and forgiveness, or to speak on His behalf in assigning rewards or punishment. The ultimate judge is God Himself.. "your return in the end is toward Allah.. He will tell you the truth of the things wherein you disputed." (6:164) 

From amongst humanity, Jews and Christians are the nearest to Muslims and are given the honorary title of the People of the Book. They are the fellow believers in the One God and the recipients of scriptures from Him, the Torah to Moses and the Gospel to Jesus. 

These are very interesting statements. Can one freely witness and lead someone to Christianity in a Muslim country? In Malaysia, which is a Muslim country, it is against the law to witness or share your Christian faith with a Muslim in order to convert them to Christianity. Granted there are Christians, Buddhists and Hindus who practice their religion in Malaysia, but what is wrong with someone sharing their faith? Is this truly freedom? If one chooses to follow another religion that is their freedom of choice. As was stated above, Man cannot speak for God and His mercy, forgiveness, rewards and punishment. It is left up to God (Allah). He (Allah) will tell you the truth of the things wherein you disputed (i.e. following a different religion other than Islam). He (Allah) will determine your rewards or punishment. What exactly is the truth being mentioned above?  It is the truth based on the Islamic worldview. 

Are Christians and Muslims truly followers of the one God? Since Christians say Jesus Christ and the Holy Spirit are also persons of the one God, is the Christian and Muslim God the same God? 

Muslim writers are aware of the differences between Christianity and Islam and other world religions. They also seem to be aware that they all cannot be true (some are false). A subsection entitled “The Message of False Religion” in an article titled “The True Religion” (referring to Islam) said the following:

There are so many sects, cults, religions, philosophies, and movements in the world, all of which claim to be the right way or the only true path to Allah. How can one determine which one is correct or if, in fact, all are correct? The method by which the answer can be found is to clear away the superficial differences in the teachings of the various claimants to the ultimate truth, and identify the central object of worship to which they call, directly or indirectly. False religions all have in common one basic concept with regards to Allah. They either claim that all men are gods or that specific men were Allah or that nature is Allah or that Allah is a figment of man's imagination.

Thus, it may be stated that the basic message of false religion is that Allah may be worshipped in the form of His creation. False religion invites man to the worship of creation by calling the creation or some aspect of it God. For example, prophet Jesus invited his followers to worship Allah but those who claim to be his followers today call people to worship Jesus, claiming that he was Allah! 

So here we have at least one Muslim writer saying that Christianity is a false religion. If it is false it cannot be truth because truth by its very nature is exclusive of error. Christianity and Islam both cannot be different paths to the same destination. The writer goes on to say that most Buddhists found outside of India worship idols of Buddha’s likeness, and are basically performing idol worship; they are worshipping something other than Allah. As the writer says of Buddha, "He did not claim to be God nor did he suggest to his followers that he be an object of worship." 
  The writer ends this subsection by saying:

It may be argued that all religions teach good things so why should it matter which one we follow. The reply is that all false religions teach the greatest evil, the worship of creation. Creation-worship is the greatest sin that man can commit because it contradicts the very purpose of his creation. Man was created to worship Allah alone as Allah has explicitly stated in the Qur'aan: 

"I have only created Jinns and men, that they may worship me"(Soorah Zaareeyaat) 51:56

Consequently, the worship of creation, which is the essence of idolatry, is the only unforgivable sin. One who dies in this state of idolatry has sealed his fate in the next life. This is not an opinion, but a revealed fact stated by Allah in his final revelation to man:

"Verily Allah will not forgive the joining of partners with Him, but He may forgive (sins) less than that for whomsoever He wishes" (Soorah An-Nisaa 4:48 and 116) 

Things don’t look very good for Christians according to this Muslim writer, and there goes religious pluralism out the window.

"If anyone desires a religion other than Islam (submission to Allah (God)) never will It be accepted of Him" (Soorah Aal'imraan 3:85) 

GOD

Islam and Christianity both believe in one God, so they are both monotheistic religions, but are their Gods truly one and the same?

Allah is the personal name of the One true God. Nothing else can be called Allah. The term has no plural or gender Allah is the personal name of the One true God. Nothing else can be called Allah. The term has no plural or gender. (bold added for emphasis) 
 

Oneness of God: He is One and the Only One. He is not two in one or three in one. This means that Islam rejects the idea of trinity or such a unity of God which implies more than one God in one. 

The One true God is a reflection of the unique concept that Islam associates with God. (bold added for emphasis) 

Foremost, perhaps, is how Muslims perceive God and express themselves towards Him. God is the eternal, the infinite and the absolute in all His attributes. It is beyond us to imagine a form for Him or express Him in any way that limits Him or reduces Him to less than the infinity He is. The most venerating language is used when referring to God. It is therefore alien to the Muslim mind to read (in the Bible) that God had a walk in the Garden of Eden, or that He assembled the angels and said to them about Adam "Behold, the man is become as one of us", or God doing something then saying I wish I did not do it, or that God worked for six days and then had to rest on the seventh, or that anyone wrestled with God and (almost) defeated Him. (bold added for emphasis) 

Chapter 112 of the Qur’an says the following about Allah:

"In the name of God, the Merciful, the Compassionate. Say (O Muhammad) He is God the One God, the Everlasting Refuge, who has not begotten, nor has been begotten, and equal to Him is not anyone."
Here we see the Oneness of God attributed to Allah. We also see that the Muslims admit there are differences between what they believe and what Christians believe. Remember what was discussed earlier about truth. If truth, by its very nature, is exclusive of error, how can one reconcile the significant differences between Christianity and Islam? According to Muslims, Christians are in error. How are Christians in error? Through what they (Christians) claim has been revealed to them by God.

Some non-Muslims allege that God in Islam is a stern and cruel…Nothing can be farther from truth than this allegation. It is enough to know that, with the exception of one, each of the 114 chapters of the Quran begins with the verse: "In the name of God, the Merciful, the Compassionate”…But God is also Just. 

Islam rejects characterizing God in any human form or depicting Him as favoring certain individuals or nations on the basis of wealth, power or race. 

The concept that God rested in the seventh day of creation, that God wrestled with one of His soldiers, that God is an envious plotter against mankind, or that God is incarnate in any human being are considered blasphemy from the Islamic point of view. 

…Islam considers associating any deity or personality with God as a deadly sin which God will never forgive, despite the fact He may forgive all other sins. 

"Verily God does not forgive the ascribing of divinity to anything beside Him, although He forgives any lesser sin to whomever He wills: for he who ascribes divinity to anything beside God has indeed contrived an awesome sin." [4:48] 

The Creator must be of a different nature from the things created… The Creator is therefore eternal and everlasting: 'He is the First and the Last.' 

Whoever joins other gods with God,—God will forbid him The Garden, and the Fire Will be his adobe. There will For the wrong-doers Be no one to help. They do blaspheme who say: God is one of three In a Trinity: for there is No god except One God. (Qur'an 5:75 76) 

Based upon the above statements, we see similarities between the God of Christians and the God of Muslims. The God of Christians is also merciful, compassionate and just. However there are also significant differences as well that are pointed out by the Muslim writers. Islam rejects characterizing God in human form (i.e. the person of Jesus Christ) or depicting Him as favoring certain individuals or nations on the basis of wealth, power or race (i.e. the nation of Israel). Other items mentioned above are considered blasphemous from the Islamic point of view. Are these really just insignificant points? To consider something blasphemous is to consider it profane, irreverent and disrespectful. In this case, profane, irreverent and disrespectful towards God (Allah). Because Christians associate Jesus Christ and the Holy Spirit with God, they will never be forgiven of this, even though God MAY forgive other sins. The Qur'an even says that those who join other gods with God (Allah) will take up abode in the Fire (Hell). It doesn’t look like Christians are starting off on a very good foot to receive many rewards. The same can be said of other religions as well. What about the Hindus with their millions of gods? 
The following statement sums up what is required to be a Muslim. By this statement, Christians and any other religion that doesn’t hold to what is stated below are excluded.

In order to be a Muslim, i.e., to surrender oneself to God, it is necessary to believe in the oneness of God, in the sense of His being the only Creator, Preserver, Nourisher, etc. But this belief - later on called "Tawhid Ar-Rububiyyah is not enough." Many of the idolaters knew and believed that only the Supreme God could do all this, but that was not enough to make them Muslims. To tawhid ar-rububiyyah one must add tawhid al'uluhiyyah, i.e., one acknowledges the fact that is God alone Who deserves to be worshipped, and thus abstains from worshipping any other thing or being. (bold added for emphasis) 

Whenever man comes to the realisation that Allah is one and distinct from His creation, and submits himself to Allah, he becomes a Muslim in body and spirit and is eligible for paradise. Thus, anyone at anytime in the most remote region of the world can become a Muslim, a follower of God's religion, Islam, by merely rejecting the worship of creation and by turning to Allah (God) alone…

No one can claim to be a believer without believing in the Prophet. He who obeys the Prophet, in fact, obeys God. 

In his book Introduction to Islam (Columbus: Ahmadiyya Association for the Propagation of Islam, 1993), Dr. Zahid Aziz, a prominent Muslim author, answers the question, "What does one have to do in order to become a Muslim?" The answer: "A person becomes a Muslim by declaring in public an oath known as the Kalima Shahada. The Kalima contains the two basic points a Muslim has to believe: that there is only one God—Allah, and that the Holy Prophet Muhammad is Allah’s Messenger to mankind" (Aziz 3). 

Since Muslims say that Christians commit the unpardonable sin of “shirk” by equating Jesus and the Holy Spirit with God, we are worshipping something other than Allah. Thus, Christians cannot be considered Muslims. Since Christians do not profess the shahada or believe that Muhammad was a prophet of God, how can we be considered Muslims? Are Christians still eligible for paradise? 
The person of Jesus Christ

Muslims believe that Jesus Christ was not killed by crucifixion on the cross, and it was only made to appear that way. He was taken into heaven without having died physically. Someone (Judas Iscariot?) was made to look like Jesus and took His place on the cross.

"That they uttered against Mary a grave false charge. That they said (in boast) 'We killed Christ Jesus son of Mary The messenger of God'.. But they killed him not, nor crucified him.. only a likeness of that was shown to them and those who differ therein are full of doubts with no (certain) knowledge but only conjecture to follow. For a surety they killed him not: Nay, God raised him up unto Himself, and God (Allah) is Most Exalted, Wise." (4:156-158).

People of the Book, go not beyond the bounds in your religion, and say not as to God but the truth. The Messiah, Jesus son of Mary, was only the Messenger of God, and His Word that He committed to Mary, and a Spirit from Him. So believe in God and His Messengers, and say not, 'Three.' Refrain; better is it for you. God is only one God. Glory be to Him - (He is) above having a son. (4:171) (bold and underline added for emphasis)

"The similitude of Jesus before God is as that of Adam; He created him from dust, then said to him 'Be'.. and he was." (3:59)

According to the Quran, Jesus never claimed divinity for himself or for his mother "And behold! Allah will say 'O Jesus son of Mary: did you say unto the people 'Take me and my mother for two gods besides Allah?' He will say 'Glory to You. Never could I say what I had no right (to say)… 

Ahmad Deedat, a Muslim apologist, says the following about Christians and their belief that Jesus is Himself God.

Islam is the only religion which teaches the existence of a PERFECT God. A perfect God means that there is no sharer in His Nature and His Attributes… TO SAY THAT JESUS IS GOD OR SON OF GOD IS NOT ONLY A MOCKERY OF GODHOOD, BUT BLASPHEMY OF THE LOWEST ORDER AND AND INSULT TO THE INTELLIGENCE OF MEN! (bold added for emphasis) 

The Trinity

People of the Book, go not beyond the bounds in your religion, and say not as to God but the truth. The Messiah, Jesus son of Mary, was only the Messenger of God, and His Word that He committed to Mary, and a Spirit from Him. So believe in God and His Messengers, and say not, 'Three.' Refrain; better is it for you. God is only one God. Glory be to Him - (He is) above having a son. (4:171) (bold and underline added for emphasis)

The whole concept of the Trinity and the Triune God has no place in Islam: "Say not three; desist, it will be better for you, for God is One God, glory be to Him, (far exalted is He) above having a son. To Him belong all things in heavens and on earth." (4:171) Muslims do not conceive that infinity can be divided or compartmentalized into three or accept the deification of Jesus or the Holy Spirit. They see that Jesus never said anything about three divine persons in a single Godhead and that his concept of God never differed from that of the earlier prophets who preached the Unity (never the trinity) of God. 

My brother or sister, the belief that the Supreme Being is a Trinity is false and completely inconsistent with the words of Jesus as presented in the Bible. God is one, not three. He is a perfect unity. If you are interested in the truth about God and your relationship to Him, we invite you to investigate the religion of Islam. 

Here we see that Muslims claim they have the truth and Christians don't. 

In conclusion, we see that the doctrine of the Trinity is a concept conceived entirely by man; there is no sanction whatsoever from God to be found regarding the matter simply because the whole idea of a Trinity of divine beings has no place in monotheism. In the Qur'an, God's Final Revelations to mankind, we find His stand quite clearly stated in a number of eloquent passages: 
"...your God is One God: whoever expects to meet his Lord, let him work righteousness, and, in the worship of his Lord, admit no one as partner." (Qur'an 18:110) 

"...take not, with God, another object of worship, lest you should be thrown into Hell, blameworthy and rejected." (Qur'an 17:39) 

Salvation

Are certain people arbitrarily guaranteed the Favor of God, while others are excluded? The Mercy of God is not restricted arbitrarily to any one peoples. Everyone and anyone is free to accept the path to God using their own free will and reason, 

"And they claim, `None shall ever enter Paradise unless he be a Jew' - or `a Christian'. Such are their wishful beliefs! Say [to them, O Prophet]: `Produce an evidence for what you are claiming, if what you say is true!' Yea, indeed: everyone who surrenders his whole being unto God, and is a doer of good, shall have his reward with his Sustainer, and all such need have no fear, and neither shall they grieve." [2:111-112] 

The consequence of this is responsibility - everyone will be held accountable on the Day of Judgement. Some of us may be uncomfortable with this, but it is simply the price of freedom, 

"It may not accord with your wishful thinking - nor with the wishful thinking of the followers of earlier revelation - [that] he who does evil shall be requited for it, and shall find none to protect him from God, and none to bring him succor, whereas anyone - be it man or woman - who does good deeds and is a believer, shall enter paradise, and shall not be wronged by as much as [would fill] the groove of a date-stone." [4:123-124] 

Islam also teaches that true belief and righteous deeds are two key elements for one to attain Allah's pleasure and satisfaction…Righteous deeds include all beneficial actions done with sincere intentions on the part of the Muslim. The righteousness of a deed is determined by its compliance with the Islamic rules and regulations. Examples of such actions include giving charity, helping the weak, removing litter from the street, and even nourishing the body, exercising, and socializing.

In Islam, salvation is earned through belief and righteous deeds. 

Muslims are advised by Prophet Muhammad to work for this life as if we are living forever, and work for the latter life as if we are dying tomorrow. This saying highlights the balance that Muslims are to work towards achieving in their life on earth. 

Concept of sin

Another area of variance is the story of the original sin…The Christian teaching is that all human beings inherit that sin, and that every newborn is born in sin. In the Quranic version the devil tempted both Adam and Eve, they both sinned, they both repented, they both were forgiven, and that was the end of the original sin… Every human being therefore is born pure, and it is later on that our choices blemish us and make us sinners. Sin is not something that children inherit from their parents. 

Innocence of Man at Birth: Muslim believe that people are born free of sin. It is only after they reach the age of puberty and it is only after they commit sins that they are to be charged for their mistakes. No one is responsible for or can take the responsibility for the sins of others. However, the door of forgiveness through true repentance is always open. 

Islam teaches that all humans are born sinless. We are only responsible for the sins we commit intentionally. Recognizing our human nature, Allah the Most Merciful, accepts our sincere repentance and forgives our sins. 

John Gilchrist says the following about how Muslims view sin.

Sins, according to Islam, are evil deeds committed in defiance of what God prohibits which can be cancelled out by good deeds done in submission to his requirements. Evil deeds are only such because God declares them to be so, not because they are naturally evil in the face of his holy character as Christianity teaches. As a result there is no true conviction of sin in Islam. 

In any case, with regard to the Qur'an and its teaching, all we can say is that we see nothing in the book to justify us in believing that Muhammad himself had any deep conviction of sin or demanded that believers should experience it. His teaching is rather that sin, though a great offence against God, is not something which puts - man where he needs redemption. God does not redeem man, he simply forgives him when he repents, for God is easy and merciful to men whenever they turn towards Him. (Gardner, The Qur'anic Doctrine of Sin, p.41). 

There is no cry from the depth of the heart in a Muslim motivated by the influence of Islam, that compares with Paul's "Wretched man that I am. Who will deliver me from this body of death?" (Romans 7.24). 

Isaac and Ismail

The Muslims feel that Christians do no accurately portray Ismail as a son of Abraham. They even believe that it was Ismail that Abraham was tested to sacrifice instead of Isaac.

Muslims feel somewhat dismayed to see that large segments of Jews and Christians do not consider Ismail to be Abraham's son, since Ismail's mother was a maid…Time and again Genesis (17:16, 23, 25, 26-21:11) refers to Ismail as "his son", talking about Abraham, thus making it impossible to deny that sonhood. Moreover, tracing the maternal side of the Children of Israel, Genesis tells us that Israel married his two cousins, Rachel and Leah and their two maids, Zilpa and Bilhah, and out of the four of them came the twelve Children of Israel. Yet no one ever claimed that any of them were less the Children of Israel because their mothers were maids! Is there a double standard set against Ismail? When Genesis (22:2) reports that God said to Abraham "Take now the son, thine only son Isaac, whom thou lovest, and get thee into the land of Moriah, and offer him there for a burnt offering upon one of the mountains which I will tell thee of ", Muslims feel that the mention of Isaac's name was deliberately inserted, for at no time was Isaac the only son of Abraham, being thirteen years younger than Ismail, and both being alive when their father died! The commemoration of this trying test of Abraham and his submission to God even to the extent of slaying his only son (Ismail) is annually commemorated by Muslims as one of the rituals of Hajj (pilgrimage). To Muslims, however, both Ismail and Isaac are equally blessed and endeared prophets. 

Here we see a significant contradiction. Could Isaac have been offered for sacrifice (as Christians believe) and not offered for sacrifice (as Muslims believe)?

Atonement

The idea of vicarious sacrifice is therefore alien to Islam, and the claim that Jesus, or anyone else, had to be slain in atonement of human sins is unacceptable. God's forgiveness, in Islam, is to be sought through sincere repentance and doing righteousness, without need for bloodshed. Salvation is granted by the grace of God, "And those who, having done an act of indecency or wronged their own souls, remember God and ask for forgiveness for their sins - and who can forgive sins except God? - and never knowingly persist in the sin they have done: for such, the reward is forgiveness from their Lord.." (3:135) No sin is too great compared to God's forgiveness. "Say O My servants who have transgressed against their own selves: despair not of the mercy of God, for God forgives all sins, for He is Oft-Forgiving, Most- Merciful." (39:53) 

According to Muslims, one sin IS to great compared to God’s forgiveness, and that is the sin of “shirk”. This is done by Christians when they equate Jesus and the Holy Spirit with God.

The nature of the universe

The universe exists because God Wills it to exist, it functions because God Wills it to function, and God provides the sustenance and the energy which everything in the universe requires for its existence and growth. 

Do the unbelievers not realize that the heavens and the earth used to be one solid mass that we exploded into existence? And from water we made all living things. Would they believe? (Qur'an 21:30)
The nature of humanity

It is worth noting that the basic message of Islam is that Allah and His creation are distinctly different entities. Neither is Allah His creation or a part of it, nor is His creation Him or a part of Him. 

Oneness of mankind: People are created equal in front of the Law of God. There is no superiority for one race over another. God made us of different colors, nationalities, languages and beliefs so as to test who is going to be better than others. No one can claim that he is better than others. It is only God Who knows who is better. It depends on piety and righteousness. 

Allah knew, before the existence of time, the exact number of those who would enter the Garden and the exact number of those who would enter the Fire. This number will neither be increaser nor decreased. 

The same applies to all actions done by people, which are done exactly as Allah knew they would be done. Everyone is cased to what he was created for and it is the action with which a man's life is sealed which dictates his fate. Those who are fortunate are fortunate by the decree of Allah, and those who are wretched are wretched by the decree of Allah. 

Good and evil have both been decreed for people. 

The Qur'anic doctrine of God's sovereign control over all things has been extended in the Hadith to cover everything that a man does, whether good or bad. A famous hadith to this effect reads: 

Umar b. al-Khattab reported: I heard that the Apostle of Allah (may peace be upon him) was questioned and he replied: The Lord created Adam, then moved His right hand on his back and brought out issues and said: We have created them for Heaven: these will do actions befitting heavenly persons. Then He moved His left hand on his back and brought out issues and said: We have created them for Hell and these will do actions befitting Hell. (Muwatta Imam Malik, p.37 4). 

Christian writers have regularly taught that the Islamic doctrine of predestination is purely absolutist and fatalistic and have accordingly compared it unfavourably with the corresponding Biblical doctrine which upholds God s control over all things but balances this with a freedom on the part of man to do good or evil as he chooses, holding him responsible for his actions. 

Death, Judgment and the afterlife

That will be the time when all will appear before God Almighty, and everyone will face the consequences of this personal acts in his individual capacity. 

the judgment will rest not on God's own knowledge alone. The requirements of due process of justice will be fully observed. A complete record of the action of every individual, without the slightest alteration, will be put in the open Court, and evidence, of different categories will be presented to prove what was done by man in private or public, and the motives which inspired his conduct. 

The judgment will rest on one question: Did man conduct himself, in submission to God, in strict conformity with the truth revealed to the Prophets, and with the conviction that he will be held responsible for his conduct in life on the Day of Judgment? If the answer is in the affirmative, the reward will be Paradise, and if in the negative, Hell will be the punishment. 

The grave is either one of the meadows of the Garden or one of the pits of the Fire. 

John Gilchrist says the following about the Muslim view of the Day of Judgment.

The Qur' an follows the Bible in teaching that a Day of Judgment is coming and that the destiny of all men is to heaven or hell… There can be little doubt however, that both the Bible and the Qur'an teach that the human race will be divided on that Day and that each man's destiny will be determined forever… The Qur'an likewise makes the same point in saying: 

Nay, those who seek gain in Evil, and are girt around by their sins, - They are the Companions of the Fire: Therein shall they abide (for ever). But those who have faith and work righteousness, they are the Companions of the Garden: therein shall they abide (for ever). Surah 2.81-82. 

Muslims believe that when one dies the spirit is separated from the body. This time is an intermediate stage, and they look forward to the resurrection when the body and spirit will be reunited. Even at death, a Muslim is never sure of his salvation and place of eternal abode. This is up to the will of Allah.

It is part of the basic Islamic beliefs that after resurrection, we will account for our deeds and we will be judged accordingly. Those on whom Allah bestows His mercy will be in heaven, while those who are denied it will abide in hell, the place of absolute misery. It is also clearly stated by the Prophet that the deeds of even the best person will not be enough to send him to heaven without Allah's grace. Allah's grace is guaranteed by none other than Allah Himself to those who believe in Him and do well in their lives. 

Heaven and hell

The Garden and the Fire are created things that never come to an end and we believe that Allah created them before the rest of creation and then created people to inhabit each of them. Whoever He wills goes to the Garden out of His Bounty and whoever He wills goes to the Fire through His justice. Everybody acts in accordance with what is destined for him and goes towards what he has been created for. 

John Gilchrist says the following about the Muslim concept of paradise.

The descriptions of Paradise are often somewhat sensuous in the Qur'an and tend to create the image that heaven is a realm of bliss where the believer's comfort is derived from his circumstances rather than the peace and joy of his soul. He is promised gardens under which rivers flow, the attendance of young servants who never grow old and who constantly serve unintoxicating wine, a selection of beautiful, dark-eyed virgin consorts (huris), and an abundance of carpets, cushions and other forms of wealth and comfort… The Christian paradise, although at times described in the Bible in allegorical language, is principally spiritual. There is no distinction between male and female there for the just will be transformed into the image of the angels (Luke 20. 35-36) and their joy and peace will be based fundamentally on their communion with their Lord and enjoyment of his favour and righteousness.  

Scriptures of Islam and Christianity

the word of God which reached us through Mohammad (saw) is pure divine language, free of human admixtures, and preserved in its original form. Its language is a living language, spoken, and whose grammar, vocabulary, idiom, pronunciation and script have remained unchanged from the time of revelation till today 

The Qur'an is the word of Allah. It came from Him as speech without it being possible to say how. He sent it down on His Messenger as revelation. The believers accept it, as absolute truth. They are certain that it is, in truth, the word of Allah. It is not created, as is the speech of human beings, and anyone who hears it and claims that it is human speech has become an unbeliever. Allah warns him and censures him and threatens him with Fire when He says, Exalted is He: 'I will burn him in the Fire.' (al-Muddaththir 74: 26) When Allah threatens with the Fire those who say 'This is just human speech' (al-Muddaththir 74: 25) we know for certain that it is the speech of the Creator of mankind and that it is totally unlike the speech of mankind. 

We do not argue about the Qur'an and we bear witness that it is the speech of the Lord of all the Worlds which the Trustworthy Spirit came down with and taught the most honoured Of all the Messengers, Muhammad, may Allah bless him and grant him peace. It is the speech of Allah and no speech of any created being is comparable to it. We do not say that it was created and we do not go against the Jama'ah of the Muslims regarding it. 

This original message was corrupted, and split into various religions by peoples in different ages, who indulged in interpolations and admixture. These alien elements were eliminated by God and Islam, in its pure and original form, was transmitted to mankind through Mohammad (saw); 

Mish’al ibn Abdullah in his book What Did Jesus Really Say says the following about the goal of his book and the Gospel of Jesus.

The goal of this book is simple: To exhibit considerable tangible evidence that the Gospel of Jesus (pbuh) underwent a series of major revisions and alterations after his departure to the point that his original message to mankind was all but totally lost.  Six hundred years later (Fourteen hundred years ago), the holy book of the Muslims, the Qur’an, was sent down upon the prophet Muhammad (pbuh) by God informing him of this fact.  It has taken close to two thousand years for Christianity to recognize this as a known fact.  Today, you would be hard pressed to find a single reputable scholar of Christianity who, to one degree or another, does not readily acknowledge this as a true accepted fact (A minority of the most adamant conservatives will always be the exception).  The evidence is simply too overwhelming to ignore. (bold added emphasis) 

In this book it will be demonstrated (by God’s will), through the words of the Bible and some of history’s most eminent conservative Biblical scholars and references only, how most of the founding beliefs of Christianity today were indeed inserted by mankind into the message of Jesus long after his departure. Jesus (pbuh) himself never had anything whatsoever to do with them. 

He gives the founding beliefs of Christianity that were inserted by mankind as the Trinity, Jesus as the Son of God, the concept of original sin, the atonement and the incarnation. He then goes on to state what the true message of Jesus was (according to Muslims). His comments are shown below, and reinforces the statements and beliefs of other Muslims as shown throughout this chapter.

1) That God is One.  He is indivisible.  He has no equal.

2) God has no children nor parents.  There is no other god in existence other than God Himself.

3) Jesus (pbuh) was a human being.  He was not God, but only an elect messenger of God.

4) God does not hold anyone responsible for the sin of anyone else, nor does He forgive the sins of one man by sacrificing another.

5) God does not give preference to a certain race, color, nation, lineage or anything else above any other.  Only a person’s individual actions and worship will distinguish them in the eyes of God.

6) God’s justice refuses that any human being bear the sin of any other.

7) God is a merciful god who bestows His forgiveness without a price or asking for any compensation.
   8) Entering into heaven requires both faith and work.  Neither one can stand alone. 

Mr. Abdullah then goes on to say that the message Jesus came to give was only meant for the Jews and not the Gentiles. It was the Gentiles that corrupted the message of Jesus.

Jesus was sent specifically to the Jews, and only to the Jews.  It shall be demonstrated how one of the most fundamental reasons which led up to the loss of his message was that those who came after him attempted to preach it to those for whom it was never intended, namely, the Gentiles.  The Gentiles eventually managed to introduce into the message of Jesus many aspects of their own beliefs which ultimately led up to the loss of the message of Jesus. 

Muhammad

He was the last Prophet of God; 

God revived through him the same genuine faith which had been conveyed by all the Prophets; 

Since there was to be no messenger after Mohammad (saw), the Book revealed to him was preserved

word for word so that it should be a source of guidance for all times;; 

It is a fact during the last 1400 years no man has arisen whose life and work bears even the slightest resemblance to that of a prophet. Nor has anyone presented a book which could be remotely considered as divine communication. Still less has there been a man to claim legitimate authority as a lawgiver for mankind. 

A leaflet prepared by the Institute of Islamic Information and Education titled "Introducing Islam to Non-Muslims" states, "Mohammed is the very last Prophet of God to mankind. He is the final Messenger of God. His message was and is still to the Christians, the Jews and the rest of mankind. He was sent to those religious people to inform them about the true mission of Jesus, Moses, David, Jacob, Isaac, and Abraham." The leaflet continues, "Mohammed is considered to be the summation and the culmination of all the prophets and messengers that came before him. He purified the previous messages from adulteration and completed the Message of God for all humanity. He was entrusted with the power of explaining, interpreting and living the teachings of the Koran." 

The table below is taken from the Book "What Did Jesus Really Say" written by Mish’al ibn Abdullah. He tries to sum up the differences between Christianity and Islam. Here we can see that there are significant and contradictory claims such that both cannot be true. There is a violation of the law of non-contradiction. Muslims will claim that Christians are in error, and if they knew the truth they would see that we both worship the same God. It's just that Christians are misguided and are following corrupted teachings. To the Christians the Muslims are misguided and do not have the truth. The Muslim is following false teaching. Remember, truth by its very nature is exclusive; exclusive of error. 
I have made changes to the "What Christians Believe" column in the Table below in order to reflect what Christians truly believe. I have tried to make obvious my corrections so one can see where the original author was in error. My corrections are shown in BOLD AND UNDERLINE.

Belief in
What Christians Believe
What Muslims Believe

God
God is NOT three gods merged into one God, BUT ONE GOD REVEALED IN THREE PERSONS.  This one God is called a Trinity. However, to say that God is three is a blasphemy of the highest order. All three parts PERSONS of the Trinity are "coequal" "co-eternal" and "the same substance." For this reason, this doctrine is described as "a mystery." 
God is one God in the most basic, simple, and elementary meaning of the word. He has no children, no parents nor any equal. In Islam God is known by the name "Allah" and more than 99 other venerated names, such as "the Merciful," "the Gracious," "the All-Powerful," etc. 

Jesus
The second member PERSON of the Triune God TRINITY, the Son of the first part of the Triune God, IS JESUS WHO IS THE SON OF GOD  and at the same time "fully" God in every respect. 
A very elect and highly esteemed messenger of God. No Muslim is a Muslim if he does not believe this. 

The Holy Spirit
The third member PERSON of the Triune God TRINITY, but also "fully" God in every respect. 
He is the angel Gabriel. The angel Gabriel is highly esteemed as the "Trustworthy Spirit" 

The Word
Part of God which was "with" God but also "fully" God and then became Jesus the Son of God JESUS CHRIST, THE SECOND PERSON OF THE TRINITY WHO BECAME INCARNATE. 
God's command "Be!" which resulted in Jesus' conception in the womb of Mary without the need for a human father. 

Previous prophets
All accepted, respected, and believed. 
All accepted, respected, and believed.

The Bible
Accepted as 100% the faultless word of God 
Muslims believe in the books of the previous prophets including the "Torah" which was sent to Moses, the "Zaboor" (Psalms) which were given to David, the "Injeel" (Gospel) which was given to Jesus, and the Qur'an which was given to Muhammad However, Muslims are told that the previous scriptures were tampered with by mankind and the Bible should only be accepted in as far as it is confirmed by the Qur'an. It is to be treated with respect, however any statements which clearly oppose those of the Qur'an are to be rejected as the work of mankind. 

Muhammad
Varying beliefs. Some believe that he was a liar, some believe he was a lunatic, some believe he was the False Messiah, and yet others claim he was deceived by the Devil. 
The last messenger of God to all of humanity. He was known as "The Truthful, the Trustworthy" before he received his first revelation. He was sent by God as a mercy to all creation. He was a human being but performed a number of miracles during his lifetime by the will of God. 

The Qur'an
Varying beliefs ranging from it being a copy of the Bible to it being the work of Muhammad (pbuh), to it's being the work of Christians and Jews who were conspiring with Muhammad. 
The last book of God sent to mankind. It was given the distinction of being personally guarded by God from human tampering. It is on a literary level never before seen by mankind. No Arab to this day has ever been able to meet it's challenge to "write a work similar to it." It shall remain safe from the tampering of mankind till the day of Judgment as a guidance for all Humanity. 

Message of Jesus
That he was sent by God (who was at the same time "fully" Jesus IS REVEALED IN THREE PERSONS. ONE OF THESE THREE PERSONS IS JESUS) in order to die on the cross and save all mankind from the sin of Adam ATONE FOR THE SINS OF MANKIND. Without this sacrifice all of humanity was destined to perish in the sin of Adam. After the crucifixion all that is required of humanity FOR SALVATION is faith IN THE FINISHED WORK OF JESUS ON THE CROSS. without any works. IT IS OFFERED AS A FREE AND UNMERITED GIFT. MAN CAN DO NOTHING TO EARN IT.
That he was sent by God as a messenger to the Jews in order to return them to the pure and true religion of Moses, and to relieve them of some of the regulations which had been placed upon them in ancient times. He taught them to have faith as well as works. Neither one can stand alone. 

Jesus' giving life to the dead, healing the blind and the lepers 
All accepted. He performed them because he was the Son of God and also at the same time "fully" God and the "incarnation" of God THROUGH THE POWER OF THE HOLY SPIRIT. 
All accepted. They were performed through the will of God just as Moses, Noah, and all other prophets did so in ancient times through the will of God. 

The crucifixion
Jesus was given over to the Jews. He was spat on, cut, humiliated, kicked, striped, and finally hung up on the cross and killed very slowly and painfully. 
Jesus was not forsaken to the Jews to be abused and killed, however, it was "made to appear so to them." God saved Jesus by raising him up unto Himself. 

The second coming of Jesus.
Accepted. Originally expected to happen during the lifetime of the first disciples, many predictions have been made later and he is still expected at any moment. He is currently anticipated to arrive around the turn of the century (2000 C.E.)  MAN DOES NOT KNOW THE DAY OR HOUR OF CHRIST'S RETURN. 
Accepted. Jesus did not die but was raised up into heaven by God. He shall return to earth just before the Day of Judgment in order to kill the "False Messiah" and to establish peace and justice on earth. He will kill the pigs, break the cross, and call all humanity to Islam. 

The original sin
All of humanity has inherited the sin of Adam. Only the death of the sinless offspring SON of God could erase ATONE FOR this sin. No one is born clean WITHOUT SIN, no matter if his life is only for a single day. Only baptism and faith in the death of Jesus can save one from this destiny. 
There is no such thing. Humanity is created by God destined for heaven unless they chose to disobey Him and refuse His mercy. God can very trivially and effortlessly forgive the sins of all of Humanity no matter if they were to fill the lofty regions of the sky. Such a matter would be trivial and inconsequential for Him since He has already done much more than that such as creating everything we can ever see, hear or imagine. He loves to bestow His mercy and forgiveness on His creation and rewards the most trivial acts with the most tremendous rewards. In order to achieve God's reward one must have faith as well as works 

The atonement
The sin of Adam was so great that God could not forgive it by simply willing it, rather it was necessary to erase ATONE FOR it with the blood of a sinless innocent god named Jesus who was also "fully" God SACRIFICE. JESUS CHRIST WAS THE SINLESS SACRIFICE THAT ATONED FOR THE SINS OF THE WORLD. 
Adam "atoned" for his sin by saying "My Lord I have sinned and if you do not forgive me and have mercy upon me then I shall indeed have lost." So God forgave him. Similarly, all human beings have the door to forgiveness left open to them by God until the day they die. There are no intermediaries between mankind and God. If they sincerely repent to God, ask His forgiveness, and forsake their evil deeds before their hour comes then He shall forgive them and there is nothing more pleasing to Him than to forgive the sins of one who comes to Him in sincere repentance. 

The path to salvation
If you have faith in the atonement of Jesus for the sin of Adam which you have inherited, then you shall be saved. You only need faith AND BELIEVE IN THE FINIHSED WORK OF JESUS CHRIST'S ATONEMENT ON THE CROSS. No work is necessary. SALVATION IS OFFERED AS A FREE AND UNMERITED GIFT. MAN CAN DO NOTHING TO EARN IT.
If you have faith in God, believe in His messengers, and obey His commands then He shall multiply every single good deed that you do many, many times and erase your evil deeds, until on the Day of Judgment His mercy shall cause your good deeds to far outweigh your evil deeds and grant you passage into an ecstasy and Paradise so great that we can not even imagine it, to abide there eternally. In the Hereafter there is only reward and no work. 





   



After looking at the differences between Christianity and Islam, ask yourself the following questions:

1) Can the same God be both revealed as three persons of a Trinity and not be revealed as three persons of a Trinity but only ONE God at the same time?

2) Can the same Jesus have been crucified on the cross and then die, and not have been crucified and not die?

3) Can the same Jesus be the second person of the Trinity and not be the second person of the Trinity at the same time?

4) Could the same Jesus have come to atone for man's sins and not come atone for man's sins?

5) Can the same Jesus be God Himself and not God but merely a prophet at the same time?

6) Can the Holy Spirit be God Himself and not God at the same time?

7) Can the Bible be both corrupted and not corrupted at the same time?

8) Can the Bible be both the inerrant Word of God and not the inerrant Word of God at the same time?

9) Can salvation be both by works and not by works at the same time? 

10) Can Muhammad be considered both a prophet of God, and not a prophet of God at the same time?

11) Could Isaac have been offered for sacrifice and not have been offered for sacrifice?

12) Can the same person be both born pure (without a sin nature) and not pure (with a sin nature)?

13) Can a believe in the Trinity of God be considered both false and true at the same time?

14) Can the Trinity be both a deadly sin that God will never forgive, and not a sin at all but the very nature of God Himself?

15) Can the Qur'an be considered the latest and most recent revelation of God and not considered a revelation of God at the same time?

 TC "Introduction" Chapter 5 –Christianity vs. Buddhism
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I have to say that in researching Buddhism, there are many admirable qualities and teachings. The whole purpose of Buddha in seeking to eradicate suffering is a very noble undertaking. The teaching on Right Thought entails cultivating thoughts of selflessness, good will towards others and compassion. The teaching on Right Speech says to refrain from lying, slander, harsh words and gossip. The Five Precepts of "not to kill", "not to steal", "not to commit sexual misconduct", "not to lie", and "not to partake of intoxicating drinks or drugs" are the same/similar to those in Christianity.  The Three Root Evils stress that are greed, hate and delusion should be avoided. However, despite these good and admirable teachings we cannot dismiss the many significant differences in truth claims made by Buddhism versus Christianity and other world religions such that they all cannot be true; i.e. different paths leading to the same ultimate destination. 

Background

Buddhism began in India about 500 years before the birth of Christ. The people living at that time had become disillusioned with certain beliefs of Hinduism including the caste system, which had grown extremely complex…Moreover, the Hindu belief of an endless cycle of births, deaths and rebirths was viewed with dread. Consequently people turned to a variety of beliefs, including the worship of animals, to satisfy this spiritual vacuum. Many different sects of Hinduism arose, the most successful being that of Buddhism, which denies the authority of the vedas. 

The following is taken from an article entitled "Buddhism vs. Christianity" and gives a good synopsis of the background and fundamental teachings of Buddhism.

According to Buddhist history, Siddhartha Gautama was raised in a wealthy family, sheltered and protected from life’s unpleasantness and tragedies. One day, however, he saw the world as it really was. In observing a decrepit old man, a corpse, a diseased man and a beggar, he realized the fundamental condition of man was one of suffering. For the Buddha, the essential problem of humanity was not really one of sin or selfishness or rebellion against God, as Christianity teaches. It was suffering and misery. But how could suffering be alleviated? This occupied the Buddha’s thoughts and he eventually received "enlightenment" on the matter. Buddha formulated the foundation of Buddhism: the four noble truths and the eightfold path. 

In brief, the four noble truths are, 1) all life involves suffering, 2) suffering is caused by desire (e.g., "selfish" craving defined, in part, as the desire to exist as an independent self), 3) desire can be overcome, and 4) the means to overcome desire is the eightfold path.

The eightfold path consists of the proper or correct exercise of eight conditions or actions which aim at eliminating desire and hence suffering. These include 1) right vision (knowledge or views), 2) right conception (aspirations), 3) right speech, 4) right behavior (conduct), 5) right livelihood, 6) right effort, 7) right concentration or mindfulness, and 8) right one-pointed contemplation (or meditation). However, we must remember to interpret these eight requirements from a Buddhist rather than a Western or Christian perspective. Since these are defined in light of a Buddhist worldview and its presuppositions, they take on distinctly Buddhist implications. As such, they are implicitly or explicitly non-Christian. In fact, given Buddhist premises, the Christian worldview is easily considered a spiritual detriment. For example, right understanding is the correct understanding and acceptance of the four noble truths and the Buddhist perception of the world and self. Right concentration or mindfulness in the sense of awareness of one’s own actions is achieved by meditation (often leading to occult states of trance and/or development of psychic powers). Right morality "does not consist in passive obedience to a code imposed by a God..." but is determined by tradition (ultimately determined by the Buddha, i.e., the first Buddhist traditions). 

The following story, taken from the Pali canon, about a Buddhist monk named Sangamaji describes the Buddha's teachings on rejection of desire.

Like Siddhartha, Sangamaji had left his wife and family to search for truth as a homeless wanderer. While sitting in meditation beneath a tree, his wife approached him and lay their child before him. She asked her husband to nourish her and their child. Sangamaji remained silent until finally the woman took the child and left. 

Siddhartha, after observing this incident, reportedly commented, :He [Sangamaji] feels no pleasure when she comes, no sorrow when she goes: a true Brahman released from passion.

As pointed out above, the Buddha was deeply troubled by suffering that he saw around him, and sought a way to alleviate it. He tried the ascetic path by denying his physical body and needs, but realized that it was not the way. He also determined that the sensual/licentious path also was not the way. As a result, this led him to what is called the "middle path" between the two extremes. The Buddha eventually attained nirvana and became "enlightened" but was reluctant at first to preach the Dharma [teachings]. 

From the Samyutta-nikaya, I, 136 it says that according to the Buddha, "this Dharma is not easy to understand(It will be impossible to be seen by those clinging to greed and covered with ignorance." 

However, the Buddha eventually sought out the five ascetics whom he had lived with and helped them understand the Dharma. The principle teachings of Buddhism are found in the Four Noble Truths and the Eightfold Path. Also as a part of this path to achieve the cessation of suffering and eventual nirvana and enlightenment, meditation plays an integral part. 

Here is a question to think about. The Buddha realized that the five ascetics that he had initially lived and practiced with were in error and not on the true path to spiritual enlightenment. He also realized other groups were in error as well. This is echoed by Donald Mitchell in his book Buddhism, Introducing the Buddhist Experience:

However, after several years of ascetic practice, Guatama [Buddha] was still unable to attain Awakening and Nirvana. He finally realized that the ascetic path was not the true way to the spiritual life he was seeking. 

(on his spiritual quest Guatama joined a small group of sramanas for a time. However in his teachings after his Awakening, he rebuked the shortcomings of the views and practices of the sramana groups. He was opposed to the Jains' rather mechanical notion of karma and their extreme ascetism. He felt that the Ajivakas' fatalism discouraged the vigor and effort needed to attain Awakening(

Chatsumarn Kabilsing, Professor Emerita at Thammasat University in Bangkok, Thailaind said the following about the Buddha:

(he discovered the Truth that frees one from human bondage. More important than that, he made known his spiritual discovery as well as the path leading to it. 

The Buddha went through much pain and toil to achieve enlightenment and taught others that to accomplish the same they should follow his teachings captured in Four Noble Truths and the Eightfold Path. Because the Buddha believed he had found the true path, he felt he had to share this newly found enlightenment with others. It seems that the Buddha now felt he had the "True Path" or "Way" and others were in error and covered with ignorance. 

In Buddhism there is a teaching called the twelve links of conditionality. These twelve areas are considered links in a chain and produce suffering or dissatisfaction in one's life. The first link in the chain is ignorance. The first link, ignorance, is defined as being ignorant of the Four Noble Truths(
 This ignorance may lead someone to not understand what is causing suffering in their life which effects the next link in the chain which is called mental formation. Bad or unwholesome mental attitudes [second link] affected by lack of insight into the cause of suffering [first link] will then effect the third link in the chain of conditionality; a person's state of consciousness. As you can see, a weak first link impacts all other links in the chain. 

(the conditions of duhkha [suffering] that a person produces for himself or herself and for others simply contribute to the arising of more ignorance in one's life. Thereby, the circle of negative conditionality continues and deepens. 

The teaches of Buddha in the Eightfold path brings one "to awareness, pacifies, and even eradicates the ignorance, unwholesome attitudes, cravings, and attachments that produce duhkha [suffering]. The 'complete fading away and cessation' of these negative conditioning factors and their resultant duhkha is Nirvana." 

Donald Mitchell says the following about the Eightfold Path and nirvana"

In short, the Buddha teaches that true "emancipation" from rebirth is Nirvana, and this lasting happiness and peace can be found by attaining Awakening through following the Eightfold Path. 

One of the steps of the Eightfold Path is "Right Understanding" which "in short means to understand skillfully the Dharma of the Buddha in a way that develops into('knowledge and insight' into the true nature of all things(" 

The majority of Christians do not know much about Buddhism, and do not believe that they need to. They do not know or study the Dharma, do not meditate, or do the things that a Buddhist does to reach the cessation of suffering and achieve nirvana. The same could be said of people of other religions. Also, given the fact that the Buddha said that the Dharma is not easy to understand, and for those ignorant of it, it will be impossible to see it, it appears that these people will never be able to achieve nirvana and be released from samsara [the cycle of death and rebirth]. If we grant that all religions are just different paths to the same end, it looks like those not following the Buddha's teachings, and specifically the Eightfold path will have a difficult to impossible task of attaining nirvana, enlightenment and release from samsara. They will have to go through countless deaths and rebirths. 

The Shingon school of Buddhism teaches that the "constant teaching of the Dharmakaya [innate reality of Buddhahood] can actually be communicated to a person through the mysterious words, symbols and ritual movements of Tantric Buddhism." 
 There is a specific "process" so to speak that Shingon practicioners have found to help lead one to the reality of Buddhahood. This involves recitation of mantras, the use of certain hand gestures called mudras and the use of mandalas to help focus and concentrate the mind. These three practices will help one unlock the Three Mysteries of Vairocana and allow one's innate Buddhahood to be manifested. By following this "way" identified in Shingon Buddhism:

Shingon believes that by realizing these mysteries in one's own experience, the long journey to Buddhahood, which in the other traditions may take eons to complete, can be attained in just one lifetime and in one's very mind and body. 

I think that if Buddhists are honest they will agree with the above noted difficulty for those who do not follow specific techniques of the various Buddhism schools (meditation, mantras, mandalas, etc.) , let along believe in Buddhism in the first place. To a Buddhist the Eightfold Path is just that, a path that leads one to nirvana; and is one of many paths. The Buddha discovered "a path", but according to Buddhists there may be other paths as well leading to nirvana yet to be discovered. And these other paths may be through other religions. This viewpoint is totally foreign to Christians, but gives one insight in the Buddhist and Eastern way of thinking. Below are various quotes taken from a Buddhist discussion board where I asked this same question.

The two religions [Buddhism & Christianity] have different goals, that is true. But some of the methods they use to reach that goal are similar, so in Buddhist terms a Christian may be partially in error in clinging to irrelevancies, but partially in truth in the practices of compassion, meditation, etc that they undertake, which may lead them in the right direction ultimately. (never say never in Buddhism! There's no win-or-lose moment that is the decisive factor)(

(Buddhism teaches that the spark of Dharma is within all and must merely be found and cultivated by the individual(

firstly, it doesn't matter if a person does not ascribe to the buddhist path in that you do not need to be buddhist to see that there is suffering all around(just because you are not a buddhist in this life doesn't mean you won't be in a future life or you weren't in a previous life(all beings have the potential for liberation regardless of faith. It doesn't matter if you don't accept samsara because that does not change the potential for the development of wisdom and compassion. 

The Dharma is "The Way" but there is no one exclusive way of expressing it(if Buddha could come across it as a mere human, so can any of us (ok, if we are as gifted as he is(!) He didn't invent it(it was already there. Even if a Christian knows nothing of it (and don't many of the Bible's teachings resemble Buddhist ones?) does not meditate (but do you not have equivalent practices?) or do any of the things that lead to it (don't Christians strive for self-knowledge, compassion and good works?) then they may still stumble across the truth, albeit from a different direction. Might not be the fastest track though! Being a good christian might very well lead you into a rebirth as a buddhist in a later life. 

As stated from the above quotes, some Buddhists believe that a Christian "may stumble across the truth" but it "might not be the fastest track". This does not give me as a Christian much hope and the idea of countless deaths and rebirths is not appealing in the least. 

Donald Mitchell says the following concerning a Buddhist layperson following the Four Paths of "Purification of Knowledge and Insight" and achieving Nirvana. If the below opinion about Buddhist laity achieving Nirvana is not promising, what about those of other religions?

The Path of Purification, which we introduced earlier in this chapter, has traditionally been seen in Theravada was a way to Nirvana that normally acquires being a monastic. Some early Buddhist texts indicate that the Four Paths could be reached by laypersons. But the Theravada experience was that such a feat would be almost impossible because of the lack of time necessary for proper learning and practice. 

The Buddhist monk Saicho, founder of the Tendai School, taught synthesized practices from other Buddhist schools to help one on their path to Awakening. 

To enable people to "awaken to the universal Buddha-nature" and be transformed by it, Saicho taught a comprehensive spiritual journey that synthesized doctrinal and sutra study, meditative discipline, Tantric practice, chanting, and Vinaya discipline. 

Donald Mitchell says further about the study established by Saicho for his monks:

On Mt. Hiei, Saicho established two study areas to train his monks for this spiritual journey: One was devoted to study on the Lotus Sutra, and the other was for Tantric studies. Before entering these areas, one had to take the Mahayana precepts and make a special vow not to leave Mt. Hiei for twelve years. During those twelve years of seclusion, the discipline of Tendai was rigorous to say the least…Four particular types of meditation practice are also used in Tendai to foster the experience of the inner purity of one's Buddha-nature…

The above practices do not appear to be anything that a Christian or someone of another religion would just stumble upon. Recently, some in the Buddhist community believe that "given this training [mindfulness and insight meditation], and the time that certain laypeople have today for extended retreats, the higher levels of the Path of Purification can be reached by lay practitioners." 
 Again, what about those of other religions who aren't given the training, don't go on extended retreats, and don't believe in Buddhism in the first place? 

There were however a few Buddhist followers on the discussion board who agreed with my summation of the impossibility of a Christian achieving nirvana and enlightenment due to the fact that they are not following the path outlined by Buddha.

Yes, as long as someone is ignorant of the dharma, they cannot achieve liberation or enlightenment(But, as you point out, the truth is the truth, and liberation is achieved when that truth is perceived on a profound level. So Christians, so long as they retain their views, will not be enlightened. But my understanding is that that is not what they want anyway. 

From my reading and studying about Buddhism, I found that it is not one monolithic entity. This was highly evidenced in reading the various topics being addressed on the Buddhist discussion board. There are various sects and they all definitely do not believe the same. Schisms and splits have occurred regarding teachings and philosophy and several Councils have been held to codify the true teachings of Buddha. As one example, a Nichiren Shoshu practicioner says the following:

By the time Nichiren was born in 13th century Japan, Buddhism had already spread to all the countries of Asia. The philsophical struggles took centuries to resolve. The debates were so severe that it toppled many socio-political authorities and regimes as it took deeper and deeper roots in those societies. By the time Nichiren was born, Buddhism had been corrupted by arrogant religious leaders in the Zen, Shingon, Tendai and Pure Land Schools. The comon people were being slaughtered, butchered and abused by a degree of arrogant authority unheard of today, not so much by Buddhist monks, but by secular leaders whom had been sanctioned by Buddhist monks in return for patronage, status and wealth. 

Buddhism is Better?

In various articles and papers I have read, the Buddhist writers often say that Buddhism is tolerant of other religions, which they say is not the case for Christianity and Islam which proselytizes others and have conducted war in the name of religion. What exactly is tolerance though? As far as tolerance in regards to accepting another person's religion and not being dogmatic about one's own, I think most Buddhists definitely try to exemplify this. However, Buddhists may not directly confront and proselytize others, but by primarily studying and practicing the teachings of Buddha as opposed to other religious teachers they implicitly imply that it has the truth or at least a BETTER way as opposed to other religions. This was mentioned in the Introduction regarding a Buddhist discussion board topic titled "Buddhism is Better(" and will be discussed further in this section. 

Let's see what one Buddhist adherent says about theists:

The Buddhist theory of causation should be distinguished from the theory of the "First Cause" which is often used by theists to prove the existence of God. The theory of the first cause asserts that since God is identified as the first cause (all others being "created" by God) there is no need to explain the existence of God. Buddhism does not agree with this position and considers it as another instance of sophistry ("eel-wriggling") to which theists resort to sustain their absurd views. 

The first of the eight components of the Noble Eightfold Path is called "Right View" or "Understanding". This refers to the right or correct way of viewing the world (i.e. the correct worldview). Mr. Gunasekarta says the following:

This is the right way of interpreting and viewing the world.  It involves the realization of the three signata in all phenomena, and of the Four Noble Truths as being applicable to the human condition.  More generally it involves the abandonment of all dogmatically held wrong views.

This sounds like a dogmatic statement to me, but I guess since Dr. Gunasekara believes Buddhism has the truth or better path, it is not wrong to dogmatically hold his view. As mentioned in the earlier background history section, "right understanding is the correct understanding and acceptance of the four noble truths and the Buddhist perception of the world and self."  The right way of interpreting and viewing the world is not found in the Christian worldview or perspective, but that of Buddhism. Dr. Gunesakara addresses Christianity and Islam in the paragraph below:

Both Christianity and Islam have been fundamentally intolerant religions dedicated to the goal of converting others, and persecuting those of different faiths. In the last century or so the Christian Church has been forced to give up some of its traditional methods of persecution but it has not abandoned its evangelical zeal. Islam continues very much in the way it has even though conquest by the sword is becoming less easy. As a result of these attitudes Buddhism has not been able to penetrate into those countries where Christianity and Islam have established themselves historically. 

Buddhists should seek to spread its message of religious tolerance and the peaceful dialogue between religions. Whether it will succeed in this has still to be seen. 

It is interesting that from the above, Dr. Gunesakara says that Buddhists also should seek to spread their message [of religious tolerance]. He states that Christianity and Islam have been fundamentally intolerant, and in this respect Buddhism is superior. Once engaged in peaceful dialogue, a Buddhist, the same as a member of any other religion, will describe what they believe and why they believe it in the hopes that others will want to examine Buddhism for themselves. By saying that Buddhism has been unable to penetrate into certain countries, implies that they would have liked to have spread Buddhism if possible. In studying the early history of Buddhism, it was spread by missionaries from India who went to Sri Lanka, Southeast Asia, Central Asia, East Asia and Japan; countries where Buddhism is prominent. True, their evangelical zeal may be different, but I believe the end goal they would like to see achieved is similar. It is my opinion that Buddhists would like to see others converted to Buddhism because they believe it contains the truth or better path. This is no different then the aims of other religions. 

The Nichiren Shoshu sect of Buddhism does teach intolerance (its teachings are the true path and one should refute erroneous religions), and that propagation of its teachings is an essential element.

The primary purpose of Buddhism is not only for one's own enlightenment, but also to help others reach that goal. We know this because Shakyamuni revealed in the Lotus Sutra that his constant thought as a Buddha over innumerable lifetimes was to help others attain enlightenment. We also know this because Nichiren Daishonin devoted his life to refuting erroneous religions and planting the seeds of Buddhahood for the enlightenment of others in the Latter Day of the Law. Propagation of the faith - done with dignity, common sense and honest conviction - should, therefore, be considered an essential element of a correct practice. 

As will be demonstrated in this chapter, we will see that Buddhism claims to have the "truth" or the best path up the mountain; Christianity, Islam, and other religions are seen as either not having the "truth" or having a path that is inferior. This could be termed "implicit" intolerance. Based on some of the statements made by Dr. Gunesakara (implying that other religions dogmatically hold wrong views, theists hold to the absurd view of a "First Cause", and that praying to "supra human powers" is an impediment "on the path to the cessation of suffering and the gaining of insight and wisdom") does not sound very tolerant to me. In the quote below, Dr. Gunesakara again promotes Buddhism as the tolerant, non-dogmatic religion, but by his own statements he is himself is dogmatic and intolerant when he implies that Buddhism is the true way as opposed to the "crippling dogma" of a viewpoint that believes in the existence of an eternal God. 

The lack of tolerance of diverging viewpoints has been one of the most potent causes of misery and war. Even though we would like to think that the worst excesses of sectarian conflict are behind us, we have no real ground to such optimism. The world needs a measure of Buddhist tolerance. It has been said that the flavor of the Dhamma is the flavor of freedom (vimutti). The freedom that is meant here is primarily the freedom of the mind unburdened by crippling dogma (be they of ego or of God)…

In an online paper entitled "Introduction to Buddhism" it says the following:

No matter what religion a man or woman practices, the person who does not engage in evil activities and lives to bring benefit to the people around him is a true follower of Shakyamuni, whether he knows it or not. The Buddha never said that only people who practiced his teachings would be saved from suffering. He even encouraged and helped people from different religions, offering them guidance whenever they asked for it. 

This is an example we should all follow. Many people believe that their way of practice is the only way and that all other beings will suffer for not practicing correctly. The Buddha taught love and tolerance, not prejudice. 

We are all practicing the same religion even though we do not seem to be aware of it. We grasp onto pieces of truth, and say, “Mine is the prettiest. Yours is ugly therefore, you should like my piece better.” The more highly realized people among us see that all these pieces are part of a gigantic Mosaic, and that while each may be pretty by itself, they are beautiful when combined together into one single, simple truth. 

When you reach the right perspective, you will discover this truth for yourself. 

From the earlier chapters, we have seen that there are significant contradictory truth claims among the various world religions such that all cannot be true. Again we see the statement and implication that Buddhism is tolerant of other religions, but at the same time the author implies that truth is ultimately found in Buddhism and not elsewhere. People of other religions do not believe they are followers of Shakyamuni, but to the author above, they are just ignorant of this fact. Truth regarding the cessation of suffering, nirvana and enlightenment is found in Buddhism or even other religions, but they may not know it. When they reach the right perspective they will discover truth. What right perspective is this? The Buddhist perspective. What truth is this? The truth that the Buddhism mindset, teachings and philosophy is the way to truth. He himself has shown by his statements that he believes his way of practice is the "truth" as opposed to others. 

Since Buddhists do not believe in revelations of a divine being Buddhism does not claim the monopoly of truth and does not condemn any other religion. But Buddhism recognizes the infinite latent possibilities of man and teaches that man can gain deliverance from suffering by his own efforts independent of divine help or mediating priests. 

Here again the teaching and knowledge that allows one to gain deliverance from suffering is found by following the teachings of Buddhism. Christians would not agree that we can do anything through our own efforts independent of divine help in acquiring salvation. By denying the truth claims of other religions while extolling the virtues of your own, one implicitly implies that truth or the better way is not found outside one's own religion or belief system. 

Narada Thera in a article entitled "Buddhism in a Nutshell" asks the question "How is Nibban [Nirvana] to be attained?" His answer is "It is by following the Noble Eightfold Path which consists of Right Understanding (samma-ditthi), Right Thoughts (samma-sankappa), Right Speech (samma-vaca), Right Actions (samma-kammanta), Right Livelihood (samma-ajiva), Right Effort (samma-vayama), Right Mindfulness (samma-sati), and Right Concentration (samma-samadhi)." 


Once again according to Buddhism, the truth or the right way is not found in other religions or religious belief systems, but in Buddhism. Where is Right Understanding to be found? It again is found in Buddhism, "Right Understanding, which is the keynote of Buddhism, is explained as the knowledge of the four Noble Truths." 
 

The quote below is taken from an online posting by Piyadassi Thera entitled The Buddha His Life and Teachings. In it he says the revelation received by the Buddha was a "revelation of truth" and it was "not known to his contemporaries" or "inherited from past traditions". In other words, the Buddha alone discovered knowledge or Truth that no one else had. This is an intolerant statement because it says that others did not have the truth. Even though it is said that he [Buddha] gladly spread this knowledge to others, they still needed to first believe he did have unique truth (as opposed to their own) and second were willing to receive it. This can also be said of Christians and people of other religions who offer their truth as well to anyone who wants to listen and receive it.  
But the Buddha himself declares that his teaching was a revelation of truths discovered by himself, not known to his contemporaries, not inherited from past tradition. Thus, in his very first sermon, referring to the Four Noble Truths, he says: "Monks, with the thought ‘This is the noble truth of suffering, this is its cause, this is its cessation, this is the way leading to its cessation,’ there arose in me vision, knowledge, wisdom, insight, and light concerning things unheard of before (pubbesu ananussutesu dhammesu)." 

The following was said by the Buddha and captured in "The Teaching of Buddha":

It is a mistake to regard this world as either a temporal world or as a real one. But ignorant people of this world assume that this is a real world and proceed to act upon that absurd assumption. But as this world is only an illusion, their acts, being based on error, only lead them into harm and suffering. A wise man, recognizing the world is but an illusion, does not act as if it were real, so he escapes the suffering. 

Here we can see the Buddha himself, proclaiming that he has the truth and that others are in error, ignorant and act on absurd assumptions. Is this really tolerance? Truth by its very nature is exclusive; exclusive of error. Since the Buddha believes others are in error, they do not have the truth. 

In article entitled "An Introduction to the Buddhism of Nichiren Daishonen, as taught by Nichiren Shoshu" the writer claims that Nichiren Shoshu is superior to other religions; even that of other Buddhist sects. Even within Buddhism itself there is an inconsistency about which teaching(s) one should follow. According to Nichiren Shoshu, some teachings are "inherently defective" and "reinforce deluded notions leading to suffering"; not releasing you from suffering! 

Although some Buddhist and non-Buddhist faiths are willing to acknowledge the validity of other religious paths and some are willing to accept that many religions essentially strive for the same end, Nichiren Shoshu teaches that there is only one valid path, and that path is a practice based on a well preserved interpretation of the end in itself. Relying on an historical account, tracing the teachings of Shakyamuni Buddha and Nichiren Daishonin, this article explains, for those willing to explore this practice, why the path of Nichiren Daishonin, as preserved by Nichiren Shoshu, should be considered far superior to all others. 

As Nichiren Daishonin was aware, however, it was only through a belief in the teachings of the Lotus Sutra that one could appreciate the mere preparatory value of Shakyamuni's earlier teachings. Accordingly, religions that based their fundamental doctrine on the earlier teachings, or rejected the sutras entirely, were inherently defective and, instead of guiding followers into the tranquility of Buddhahood, in reality were reinforcing deluded notions leading to suffering. 

The Daishonin described the outcome of efforts at propagation as follows: "The time will come when all people...will enter on the path to Buddhahood, and the Mystic Law alone will flourish throughout the land. In that time, because all people chant Nam-myoho-renge-kyo together, the wind will not beleaguer the branches or boughs, nor will the rain fall hard enough to break a clod... Disasters will be driven from the land, and the people will be rid of misfortune. They will also learn the art of living long, fulfilling lives."; (MWND, vol. one, pp. 101-102) (bold in original)

It is well recognized within Nichiren Shoshu, however, that the establishment of what is referred to as True Buddhism will remain incomplete unless the vast majority of people in the world embrace the correct teachings. 

The following gives an idea of what some of the writings of Nichiren Shoshu think of Christianity:

(in the authoritative NS literature the major doctrines of Christianity are described as: "unscientific nonsense"; "stupid superstition"; "ridiculous"; "fantasy"; "irrational"; "morbid"; "shallow"; and so forth. 

As a further case in point about what Nichiren Shoshu followers believe:

Were it not for Nichiren, the pure heart of Buddha wisdom and compassion for the common people would have been completely lost and obscured. Buddhism has long been lost in both India and China. The only thing that remains are ancient temples, cultural relics and wise sayings which are difficult to apply in a practical and realistic way today( Nichiren is the only authentic revolutionary figure in Buddhist history that poured his entire life into saving Buddhism from becoming just another museum piece. Nichiren perfectly and completely fullfilled the predictions contained in the Lotus Sutra. He put his life on the line to save True Buddhism for the common people of today. 

This superiority can also be seen in the Mahayana school of Buddhism with regards to the Theravada school:

Eventually, at about the time of the beginning of the Christian era, new sutras began to appear that claimed to be discourses of the Buddha. From these sutras came the opinion that the Bodhisattva Path [stressed by Mahayana] leading to Buddhahood and the spiritual qualities gained thereby are superior to the path leading to Arhatship [stressed by Theravada] and its degree of spiritual attainment(as time passed and some of the sutras became more polemical as hey stressed the "superiority" of the Mahayana over the older tradition [Theravada], Mahayanins began to separate from the other schools. 

As one Buddhist monk put it, "Buddhism and Christianity are forever irreconcilable--one is based on enlightenment, the other on delusion." 

John Ankerberg and John Weldon also discuss the subject of Buddhism's claim to tolerance. They cite an example of a mother sending an article to her son from a monthly Buddhist newsletter that stated the differences between Buddhism and Christianity are insignificant compared to what they have in common. The article "claimed that Jesus and Buddha taught basically the same things and that Jesus was 'close to Buddhahood'". 
 They go on to say:

Like many other Buddhists, Nakasone based his rejection of the Christ of the New Testament on the highly questionable findings of liberal theologians…of the so-called Jesus Seminar." 

The above, can also be said of Muslims who use questionable sources to justify that there is no difference between the God of Christians and Muslims and discount the Christian teaching that Jesus himself is God. They will say that Christians are ignorant and have not embraced the correct teaching. This can be seen in the excerpt from an article entitled "Who is Allah". 

For various reasons, many people have come to believe that Muslims worship a different God than Christians and Jews. This is totally false, since "Allah" is simply the Arabic word for "God" - and there is only One God(However, it is certainly true that Jews, Christians and Muslims all have different concepts of Almighty God. For example, Muslims - like Jews - reject the Christian beliefs of the Trinity and the Divine Incarnation. This, however, doesn't mean that each of these three religions worships a different God - because, as we have already said, there is only One True God. Judaism, Christianity and Islam all claim to be "Abrahamic Faiths", and all of them are also classified as "monotheistic". However, Islam teaches that other religions have, in one way or another, distorted and nullified a pure and proper belief in Almighty God by neglecting His true teachings and mixing them with man-made ideas. 

The last sentence is the key, and is similar to the Buddhist statements that others are ignorant of the truth and that their religion poses a hindrance to seeing reality. A Buddhist implies that the way to truth and reality is through the teachings contained in Buddhism. 

John Ankerberg and John Weldon continue:

.

On p. 47, the same issue [Christian Research Journal, Summer 1996] critiqued  the best-selling book, Living Buddha, Living Christ, by Thich Nhat Hahn. Hahn believes that Christians who teach that Jesus is the only Way are potential murderers who foster "religious intolerance and discrimination." Yet one can only ask, aren't Buddhists who argue this way being intolerant of Christianity? Aren't they discriminating against Christianity when they distort it and make it teach things it does not? This is clearly evident in Hahn's attempt to reinterpret "true" Christianity as Buddhism. He claims, "I do not think there is that much difference between Christians and Buddhists," and "when you are a truly happy Christian, you are also a Buddhist. And vice versa." Thus in order to support Buddhist doctrine, Christian distinctives are ignored and Christian doctrine is reinterpreted as Buddhist belief. How is that fair -- or ethical? For example, even though the Buddhist concept of nirvana and the biblical concept of the kingdom of God are contradictory, and worlds apart philosophically and theologically, Hahn sees them as equivalent: "Buddhists and Christians know that nirvana or the kingdom of God is within our hearts." Again, is this being fair to Christianity? Is it being tolerant of Christian beliefs?(Yet Hahn claims that it "would be cruel" to have Buddhists "abandon their own spiritual roots and embrace you [Christian] faith." But this is exactly what he asks Christians to do with their own spiritual roots, to abandon Christianity and embrace Buddhism. Again, is this being tolerant of Christianity? 

The following, sums up the contradictory nature of Buddhism.

For example, the same CRI Journal review quotes Hahn as dceclaring, "For a Buddhist to be attached to any doctrine, even a Buddhist one, is to betray the Buddha." Because Buddhists believe it is impossible for a doctrine to adequately convey reality. Further, "nothing can be talked about, perceived, or described by representation." Yet Hahn and other Buddhists are clearly attached to Buddhist doctrine; after all they spend so much time writing books in defense of it and trying to live it. And of course if nothing can be described by representation, the very words that Buddhists writers use to describe Buddhism are meaningless. 

I will close this section by leaving you with various quotes taken from the Buddhist discussion board topic titled "Buddhism is Better". To be fair, there were those on the discussion board who did not agree with the comments shown below. They felt it was "un-Buddhist" to criticize another religion because it created more suffering for themselves and others or that the path of Buddhism is not for everyone; however it was felt that anyone can discover the truths of Buddhism because the Dharma is evident to all. 

Buddhism and Christianity are not equal. For one thing, in Buddhism we have to work out our own salvation. We don't expect a savior to do it for us(The Buddha is my teacher. Accepting Jesus, on the other hand, is accepting a hodgepodge of contradictory Christologies; many which make little or no sense to me. 

Let's remember that Shakyamuni spoke out against Brahmanism and Jainism in his day. I frankly don't know where this idea that Buddhists shouldn't criticize other religions comes from. Have we forgotten that Wrong View leads to suffering?
The Dalai Lama is very knowledgeable about other religions as he has shown on many occasions. He doesn't say all teachings in all religions are acceptable, nor that all religions are equal( Buddhism has shown itself to be a remarkable tolerant "religion", especially in regards to other religious viewpoints. It has left a legacy of very little conflict within Buddhism and between Buddhism and other groups. It's record is not perfect by any means, but what is "perfection" in this area? 


Yeah. Buddhism is better. It's better for me and most of the posters here. In Buddhist terms, Christianity is rooted in impermanence and has impermanence as its goal. 

There's a difference between tolerance and lobotomy. I love my Christian friends, and I would never pull them aside and attack their religion. But there's no point in thinking that everything that comes with the label, "religion" is necessarily good. Is Buddhism better than Christianity. Yes. Why? Because Christianity teaches false views that lead to suffering, for example, original sin, blood atonement, immortal soul, and so on. These are klesha, pure and simple. How does one ignore that the central image of Christianity is human sacrifice? 

Most religions, Christianity included, are, without equivication, intolerant of other religions. What good is a belief system if you might be wrong? How do you preach the Truth of your religion do those who have devoted their "souls" to a particular religion, and yet tolerate completely adverse views? Believing in a particular religion, by definition, is a rejection of all others. Truth, capital "T", does not change from individual to individual. Truth is Truth. I know that Buddhism encompases the Ultimate Truth of the Human Condition, and therefore I reject those Truth Systems of other religions or philosophies. I tolerate their presence, I suppose, but I do not accept them as equals.


Because they're not. Christianity is a crude religion, and has spawned crudeness and cruelity for CENTURIES. I'm not saying Jesus was crude; but the religion is. Same thing goes for Islam. Its not enough to say its the followers screwing things up, not the religion. WRONG. Too much cruelity for too long in both religions for it not to be flowing from the religion itself.

So, Buddhism is better. 

The Buddhist practitioner who made the last comments above support the point that I am trying to make in writing this paper. Due to significant contradictions in truth claims of the various world religions they all cannot be true or different paths leading to the same destination. Believing in and following the teachings of a particular religion by definition is a rejection of all others. Truth, as he says, with a capital "T" does not change. Truth by its very nature is exclusive; exclusive of error. 

Atonement

…many have claimed a similarity between Jesus Christ’s saving role in Christianity and the Bodhisattva’s savior role as given in later Buddhism. But these roles are entirely contradictory. In Christianity, "Christ died for our sins" (1 Cor. 15:3). This means He saves us from the penalty of our sins by taking God’s judgment of sin in His own Person. Jesus paid the penalty of sin (death) for sinners by dying in their place. Thus, He offers a free gift of salvation to anyone simply for believing and accepting what He has done on their behalf (Jn. 3:16). The central ideas involved in Christ’s saving role—God’s holiness, propitiatory atonement, forgiveness of sin, salvation as a free gift of God’s grace through faith in Christ, etc., are all foreign to Buddhism. 
 

The Bodhisattva’s role of savior is thus entirely different than that of Christ’s. The Bodhisattva has no concern with sin in an ultimate sense, only with the end of suffering. He has no concept of God’s wrath against sin or the need for a propitiatory atonement. He has no belief in an infinite personal God who created men and women in His image. He has no belief in a loving God who freely forgives sinners. His only sacrifice is his postponement of entering nirvana so that he can help others find Buddhist enlightenment. Having achieved self-perfection, the Bodhisattva could freely enter nirvana at death. Instead, he chooses to reincarnate again to help others attain their own self-perfection and nirvana more quickly. 

But Christianity denies that reincarnation is a valid belief, based on the fact of Christ’s propitiatory atonement for sin. In other words, if Christ died to forgive all sin, there is no reason for a person to pay the penalty for their own sin (“karma”) over many lifetimes (Col. 2:13; Heb. 9:27; 10:10, 14; Eph. 1:7). 

The famous Zen teacher D.T. Suzuki said the following:

Whenever I see a crucified figure of Christ, I cannot help thinking of the gap that lies deep between Christianity and Buddhism. 

God

For example, Christianity is interwoven with the monotheistic grandeur of an infinite, personal God (Jn. 17:3; Isa. 43:10-11, 44:6); Buddhism is agnostic and practically speaking, atheistic (or in later form, polytheistic).  

The above quote sums up the significant difference between Christian and Buddhist view God. The following quotes are from Buddhist writers, which gives their perspective about God.

It is first of all necessary to establish what is meant by the term "God.” This term is used to designate a Supreme Being endowed with the qualities of omnipotence and omniscience, who is the creator of the universe with all its contents, and the chief lawgiver for humans. God is generally considered as being concerned with the welfare of his human creatures, and the ultimate salvation of those who follow his dictates. God is therefore a person of some kind, and the question whether such an entity exists or not is fundamental to all theistic systems. 
In contrast to this notion of a personal God some modern theologians have interpreted the term "God" as representing some kind of abstract principle of good (or "ground of being"). This view was first developed in the ancient Indian Upanishads where God is equated with an abstract principle (Brahman). The ancient Indian philosophers could entertain such a view because they also had a theory of karma, which really does away with the need for a personal God. Buddhists too have a theory of karma, which is different from that of the Hindus, and which even more unequivocally dispenses with the need for a Deity. The use of the term "God' to denote an abstract reality by monotheistic theologians who have no theory of karma is difficult to justify; one suspects that this is merely a device to explain away the contradictions that arise from the notion of a personal God. In fact the actual practice of theistic religion proceeds as if God is a real person of some kind or other. 

Just as Buddhism rejects the notion of a Supreme God it also rejects the notion of an abstract God-principle operating in the universe. 

But the argument, which the Buddha most frequently uses, is what is now called the "argument from evil" which in the Buddhist sense could be stated as the argument from dukkha (suffering or un-satisfactoriness). This states that the empirical fact of the existence of dukkha cannot be reconciled with the existence of an omnipotent and omniscient being who is also all good… The Buddha argues that the three most commonly given attributes of God, viz. omnipotence, omniscience, and benevolence towards humanity cannot all be mutually compatible with the existential fact of dukkha 

In the modern world the bulk of the people owe formal allegiance to Christianity and Islam, religions that arose long after the death of the Buddha. They are offshoots of another religion Judaism that has remained confined to a small ethnic group. All three religions affirm the existence of an all-powerful creator God. The Buddha had long ago repudiated the notion of a supreme creator God. 

The primary appeal of Buddhism was to the dignity of man, not the glory of God. In this sense the Dhamma is primarily a humanistic philosophy. In describing Buddhism as humanism some care must be taken in defining the latter term. Theists have defined humanism broadly as embracing "any attitude exalting man's relationship to God, his free will, and his superiority over nature". Such definitions leave out an essential quality of humanism, viz. the primacy of man and the inconsequence of God. 

There is no almighty God in Buddhism. There is no one to hand out rewards or punishments on a supposedly Judgement Day. 


 

The following quote below taken from another Buddhist article, echoes what has been stated above about the nonexistence of a supreme creator God.


In Buddhism there is not, as in most other religions, an Almighty God to be obeyed and feared. The Buddha does not believe in a cosmic potentate, omniscient and omnipresent. In Buddhism there are no divine revelations or divine messengers. A Buddhist is, therefore, not subservient to any higher supernatural power which controls his destinies and which arbitrarily rewards and punishes. 


Jesus Christ

In Christianity, its central teaching involves the absolute necessity for belief in Jesus Christ as personal Savior from sin (Jn. 14:6; Acts 4:12; I Tim. 2:5-6); Buddhism has no Savior from sin and even in the Mahayana tradition, as we have seen, the savior concepts are quite dissimilar. 

Here is what one Buddhist writer says about Jesus Christ.

Surprisingly one of the most common questions I get asked is, “Where does Jesus Christ fit into Buddhist thought?” I knew almost nothing about the person they call Jesus so I attempted to research his life. There is an appalling lack of hard data; in fact, if so many people did not claim to know him personally I would now suspect that he never existed at all. It seems likely that he is an amalgamation of various itinerant preachers who wandered freely seeking to lead a holy life…Jesus is not, of course, present in Buddhist literature. Some modern scholars are saying that Jesus went to India at one point and studied with Buddhists. I have not seen any evidence to support this, except for some bronze statues of Buddhist monks herding sheep, which could be a symbolism of sorts. The problem with all of this is that almost nothing of what the man Jesus taught has been preserved; everything I’ve seen was added at a later time. 

From the logic stated above, one could now suspect that he [Buddha] never existed at all. By stating that almost nothing of what Jesus taught has been preserved, and was added at a later time is nonsense. There is far more manuscript evidence for the New Testament than any work of antiquity. Also, some of the earliest manuscript evidence we do have concerning Jesus in the New Testament is considered to have been written approximately 30 years after the events described. Also, the New Testament Gospels were written by eyewitnesses or men who knew and interviewed eyewitnesses. Non-Christian Jewish and Romans sources also attest the actual existence of the person of Jesus Christ. Contrast this with Buddhist literature and writings. The first Buddhist scriptures were written down by Theravadin monks about 400 years after the death of the Buddha This would allow a lot more time for inaccuracues and legend to infiltrate the teachings of Buddha that were kept alive by oral tradition. The Mahayana school added additional scriptures that it claims are authoritative that are not a part of the original teachings of Buddha. The following Buddhist quotes echoe these facts.

Although the Master has left no written records of His Teachings, His distinguished disciples preserved them by committing to memory and transmitting them orally from generation to generation…During the reign of the pious Sinhala King Vattagarnani Abhaya, about 83 B.C., the Tipitaka was, for the first time in the history of Buddhism, committed to writing on palm leaves (ola) in Ceylon. 

Scholars point out that not only the date of Guatama's birth but also stories about his life must be questioned in terms of historical accuracy. The complete biographies of Guatama's life were written hundreds of years after his death and include legends not found in earlier texts(The older sections of Buddhist scriptures, called the Nikayas or Agamas, do not contain a full biography of his life, but only fragmentary references. Also, scholars point out that we have no historical evidence concerning the Buddha's life to use in order to judge the value of even these earlier writings. 

The earliest existing manuscript evidence of Buddhist teachings are 60 fragments dating from the first century A.D. The Diamond Manuscripts, an early important Buddhist text, is dated at 868 A.D. - over one thousand years after Gautama lived. 

The total incompatibility between Jesus Christ and Buddha is captured below:

The biblical Jesus stresses repentance before God (natthew 4:17). He believes is a loving, infinite, personal Creator who makes moral demands upon and judges His creatures (Luke 12:5). He denies the possibility of self-perfection and refers to Himself alone as the Savior of the world (Matthew 20:28, 26:28, John 6:29, 47; 14:6)(Spiritual enlightenment and salvation come only by Him (John 14:6) because He is "the true light" of the world (John 1:9; 8:12; 12:46). It is impossible that these could come through Buddha and his philosophy, or through Bodhisattvas and their sacrifice of remaining in the world, or through other self-achieving method(Jesus accepted the permanency (Matthew 25:46) and utility of suffering in this life (Hebrews 2:10; 5:8-9); indeed, it is by Jesus' suffering alone that he world is redeemed and through which (in part) God sanctifies His people(

(the Jesus Christ of history is not merely un-Buddhist but anti-Buddhist. According to Christ, Buddha would certainly not have been spiritually enlightened--far from it. His rejection of a creator God would classify him as a pagan unbeliever, however adept he was at philosophical speculation(Conversely, Buddha would have no need for Christ as Savior, for Buddha taught total, unswerving self-reliance. 

Buddha

The Buddha did not appropriate on himself the role of a God or of a prophet of God, in order to validate his teachings.  His teachings were derived from his own unaided efforts. 

One popular misconception of Buddhism must be dismissed at this point.  This is view that the Buddha is some kind of God figure.  In the Theravada tradition the Buddha is regarded as a supremely enlightened human teacher who has come to his last birth in samsara (the Buddhist cycle of existence).  Even Mahayana traditions, which tend to think in terms of transcendental Buddhas, do not directly make a claim for Buddha as God.  Thus the Buddha cannot be considered as playing a God-like role in Buddhism. 

No saviour concept in Buddhism. A Buddha is not a saviour who saves others by his personal salvation. Although a Buddhist seeks refuge in the Buddha as his incomparable guide who indicates the path of purity, he makes no servile surrender. A Buddhist does not think that he can gain purity merely by seeking refuge in the Buddha or by mere faith in Him. It is not within the power of a Buddha to wash away the impurities of others. 



A Buddha is not an incarnation of a god/God (as claimed by some Hindu followers). The relationship between a Buddha and his disciples and followers is that of a teacher and student. 

Dharma (the teachings in Buddhism) exists regardless whether there is a Buddha. Sakyamuni Buddha (as the historical Buddha) discovered and shared the teachings/ universal truths with all sentient beings. He is neither the creator of such teachings nor the prophet of an almighty God to transmit such teachings to others. 

The Buddha was a human being. As a man he was born, as a man he lived, and as a man his life came to an end. Though a human being, he became an extraordinary man (acchariya manussa), but he never arrogated to himself divinity. The Buddha laid stress on this important point and left no room whatever for anyone to fall into the error of thinking that he was an immortal divine being. 

Even within Buddhism, there is a difference of how Buddha is perceived between the two major schools. 

Whereas Theravada views the Buddha as an enlightened man(Mahayana places Buddha on the level of a divine being who rivals Christ in his diety, although still falling far sort of the biblical concept(The Lotus Sutra (Saddharmapundarika) says of him: "He thus becomes the Saviour of the world with its Gods" (XXIV, 17). 

Teachings

Dharma (the teachings in Buddhism) exists regardless whether there is a Buddha. Sakyamuni Buddha (as the historical Buddha) discovered and shared the teachings/ universal truths with all sentient beings. He is neither the creator of such teachings nor the prophet of an almighty God to transmit such teachings to others. 




If one takes Jesus Christ out of Christianity, Christianity crumbles. As one popular worship song says, "It's all about Jesus". This is a major difference between Christianity and all other religions!

There are differences between the scriptures of the various schools of Buddhism themselves.

The Theravada and Mahayana scriptures are different as well. The former tradition looks to 
the Pali Canon (written about 80 B.C.). This text—written in the Pali language and divided into a 
number of suttas—is called the Tripitaka, which means literally “three baskets.” It is about 
eleven times as large as the Bible and is arranged in three main divisions: (1) the Sutta Pitaka 
(discourses of Siddhartha); (2) the Vinaya Pitaka (precepts and rules for the Sangha); and (3) 
the Abidhamma Pitaka (esoteric and philosophical interpretations of the dharma. 

The Mahayana tradition accepts as authoritative an extensive list of texts called sutras 
(composed primarily between the sixth and first centuries B.C.). The Chinese canon alone 
encompasses more than 5,000 volumes. Unlike the Theravadin suttas, which average only 
about twenty pages each, the Mahayana sutras are very long. They cannot be found in original 
form in only one language, but instead are written in Chinese, Tibetan, and Sanskrit. 

Followers of Mahayana also take a different view of their scriptures than do followers of Theravada. The latter ascribe value to the Pali Canon because of its literal message. Mahayana Buddhists, however, attribute value to their holy writings not only because of the message contained therein, but also because they believe that the texts themselves possess magical powers which may be drawn upon for protection and material success. 

Salvation/Grace

Christianity stresses salvation by grace through faith alone (Jn. 3:16; Eph. 2:8-9); Buddhism stresses enlightenment by works through meditative practices that seek the alleviation of "ignorance" and desire. 

In speaking of the third of the Four Noble Truths (The Truth of the Cessation of Suffering), Mr. Victor Gunasekara says:

This growth constitutes the "good news" of Buddhism.  The cause of suffering could be counteracted.  This truth affirms that a way out of suffering exists, which if followed will lead the individual to a state of non-suffering called Nibbana, perhaps better known by the Sanskrit form of the term, Nirvana. 

Here we see that Buddhism making a claim of truth (truth claim) that it has the "good news" and way out of suffering that other religions do not have. In Buddhism: "Ignorance, then, is not only lack of knowledge, but wrong knowledge; it is that which hides things and prevents one from seeing them as they are in reality." 
  The belief that Buddhism has the truth and is the correct path up the mountain can be seen in statements below: 

The Buddhist path to enlightenment is that discovered by the Buddha through his own personal effort and practice. It has been called the Middle Path (majjima paipadâ) because it is a via media between the extremes of self-indulgence and self-mortification…The path of the Buddha avoids two kinds of activity usually considered essential for salvation by many religious systems. These are: (1) prayer to supra human powers and agencies, and (2) elaborate rites and rituals. On the contrary these are considered as being positive impediments on the path to the cessation of suffering and the gaining of insight and wisdom. 

True enlightenment can arise out of the third kind of knowledge, consisting of wisdom (bodhi) and insight (vipassana). This results from the intuitive realization of the Buddhist laws and truths after the successful traverse of the Middle Path. 

Here we can see that the way to be released from suffering and eventual salvation (Nirvana) is through our own human effort. This is directly opposed to Christianity, which says that salvation is not achieved through man's effort and works, but through what Jesus Christ has already done. We can also see that the Buddha and Buddhism see the Christian prayer to Jesus for salvation has being a hindrance and not leading to insight or wisdom. This certainly looks like an intolerant view to me and says that Christians and others do not have the truth; Buddhism has the truth.

John Ankerberg and John Weldon respond to the previous statements made above by Dr. Gunesekara that note the differences between Buddhism and Christianity.

For their part, Buddhists have long recognized the differences between the two

faiths. The knowledgeable Buddhist is aware that the doctrines and teachings of biblical

Christianity are an enemy rather than a friend, for Christian faith openly teaches

those things which Buddhists reject as mere ignorance and/or as spiritual hindrances;

further Christianity openly opposes those things which Buddhism endorses an essential

for genuine enlightenment. 

Here we can clearly see in Buddhism that through man's own efforts he determines his destiny; it is not dependent on an eternal God. Even in the Mahayana school with their salvation of grace notion coming through enlightened human beings, this is in direct contradiction with Christianity and the Bible that says that salvation came through Jesus Christ's [who was God and not just an enlightened human being], death on the cross and man's acknowledgment and affirmation of this. This is a contradiction in truth claims such that both cannot be true. 

Another aspect of Buddhist humanism is that it makes an individual the master of his own destiny. On his deathbed when asked by his followers as to whom they should follow when he was gone, the Buddha replied: "Be ye a lamp (dîpa) unto yourselves; work out your own salvation with diligence". The Pali word dîpa also means an island, and the Buddha's final exhortation could also be rendered as "Be ye an island unto yourselves..." etc. In either case the fundamental idea is that of self-reliance rather than reliance on an external agency. 

…it may be mentioned that the Mahayana Schools of Buddhism have introduced the notion of salvation by the grace of beings called "Bodhisattvas", i.e. beings who have achieved enlightenment but postponed their entry into Nirvana in order to help others to get there through their grace. This notion is foreign to early Buddhism or to present-day Theravada Buddhism. 

The liberation of self is the responsibility of one's own self. Buddhism does not call for an unquestionable blind faith by all Buddhist followers. It places heavy emphasis on self-reliance, self discipline and individual striving. 

"To depend on others for salvation is negative, but to depend on oneself is positive." Dependence on others means a surrender of one's effort. In exhorting his disciples to be self-dependent the Buddha says in the Parinibbana Sutta: "Be ye islands unto yourselves, be ye a refuge unto yourselves, seek not for refuge in others." These significant words are self-elevating. They reveal how vital is self-exertion to accomplish one's object and, how superficial and futile it is to seek redemption through benignant saviors and to crave for illusory happiness in an after life through the propitiation of imaginary Gods or by irresponsive prayers and meaningless sacrifices. 


In Nichiren Shoshu Buddhism, a heavy emphasis is also placed on man's self-reliance and self discipline. The follower chants "Nam-myoho-renge-kyo" before the Gohonzon [a small altar] and recites readings from the Lotus Sutra. This is done daily; five times in the morning and three times in the evening. This chanting allows a person to become in harmony with the universe and is used to gain material wealth, health, etc. This type of activity used to reach Buddhahood [salvation] is totally antithetical to Christianity. 

Man/Soul

The third law states that there is no permanent essence, "self", ego, or soul in phenomena. The term originates as the negation of the concept of atta (atman), which was the equivalent in the old Brahmanical religion of the Buddha's day to what other religions have called the "soul". The Buddha advanced psychophysical explanation of the individual, which leaves no room for a soul.  The Buddha recognized that the delusion of self or ego was one of the most powerful of human instincts, and at the same time one of the most potent sources of ignorance and wrong action. 

The Dharma provides a very detailed explanation of the doctrine of anatman {anatta in Pali} or soullessness , i.e. there is no soul entity (whether in one life of many lives). 

Buddhism denies the existence of an unchanging or eternal soul created by a God or emanating from a Divine Essence (Paramatma). 

Existence consists of dharmas, things or objects, but what can be said of these objects? They are all impermanent and changing, and nothing can be said of them at one moment which is not false the next. They are as unreal as the atman [self] itself. 

(the Buddha taught that when someone is reborn, that "persons" is not really reborn at all. There is no personal "soul" that continues to exist after someone dies. What is reborn is nothing but rearranged karmic matter that was once a particular individual. 

Since Christians believe that man has a soul, they are considered ignorant and doers of wrong action according to what is stated above. Here we see that Buddhism says it has the "Truth" in regards to this and Christians and others who believe that man has a soul do not have the "Truth". 

Sin

Christianity promises forgiveness of all sin now (Col. 2:13; Eph. 1:7) and the eventual elimination of sin and suffering for all eternity (Rev. 21:3-4). On the other hand, Buddhism, since it holds there is no God to offend, promises not the forgiveness and eradication of sin, but rather the elimination of suffering (eventually) and the ultimate eradication of the individual. 

The idea of sin or original sin has no place in Buddhism. Also, sin should not be equated to suffering. 


The Buddha does not condemn men by calling them wretched sinners, but, on the contrary, he gladdens them by saying that they are pure in heart at conception. In his opinion the world is not wicked but is deluded by ignorance. 

From a Christian perspective, Siddhartha attempted to find a solution to the symptoms of our problem instead of the basic, or underlying problem. In Christianity, suffering and misery are caused by our sin and rebellion against God. Rejecting God and the dynamics of our relationship to God, Buddha dealt with symptoms (e.g., suffering) instead of causes (e.g., sin). In turn, this basic misdiagnosis of the human problem conditions everything subsequent in Buddhism. 

Death, Heaven & Afterlife

Below, Dr. Gunesakara defines the Buddhist doctrine of karma and rebirth.

The Buddhist doctrine of kamma [karma] ("deeds", "actions"), and the closely related doctrine of rebirth, are perhaps the best known, and often the least understood, of Buddhist doctrines…It is in fact the Hindu versions that are better known in the West. The Buddhist theory of kamma (to give the Pali word) and rebirth are quite distinct from their other Indian counterparts. 

In Buddhism the law of kamma is the moral law of causation - good actions give good results and vice versa. It is the quality of an act, which determines its consequences. But what determines the karmic quality of a deed? In Hinduism it is the correct performance of a person's "duty", especially his caste duties that counts. Early Buddhism, which recognized no caste distinctions, evaluates the karmic quality of an act in terms of moral and ethical criteria. In particular it is the mental factors, which accompany the commission of deed that determines its consequences or "fruits" (vipâka). All negative kamma (i.e. those leading to bad consequences) arise from the three roots of unwholesomeness. These are greed (lobha), aversion (dosa), and delusion (moha). Accordingly good karmic results follow from deeds that spring from generosity (caga) loving-kindness (Metta) and wisdom (vijjâ). The Buddha emphasized that it is the mental factors involved, rather than the deeds themselves, that determine future consequences. Thus the same deed committed with different mental factors will have different consequences. Likewise purely accidental deeds may have neutral consequences; however if the accident occurred because insufficient mindfulness was exercised it could have adverse results for the person responsible for it. 

In the section about God, the following statement was made by Dr. Gunasekara:

But the argument, which the Buddha most frequently uses, is what is now called the "argument from evil" which in the Buddhist sense could be stated as the argument from dukkha (suffering or un-satisfactoriness). This states that the empirical fact of the existence of dukkha cannot be reconciled with the existence of an omnipotent and omniscient being who is also all good… The Buddha argues that the three most commonly given attributes of God, viz. omnipotence, omniscience, and benevolence towards humanity cannot all be mutually compatible with the existential fact of dukkha
This is a similar argument (the problem of evil) used by atheists to disprove the existence of God. It appears that the criteria for what is considered moral and ethical in Buddhism is derived or defined by Buddha; who was only considered an enlightened man. Why do we have any reason to limit what is moral and ethical to his [Buddha's] criteria? Some people do not have any moral or ethical problems with greed, cheating or stealing.  Dan Story addresses this in his book "Defending Your Faith". 

There is a fundamental contradiction in the claim that evil [or suffering] precludes the existence of God. The moral standard used to determine what evil [suffering] is can only have its source in God. Hence, by identifying what is evil, atheists implicitly acknowledge that God is…We could not know what evil is, in any universal sense, unless a moral standard exists outside of us. Without a moral absolute--namely--independent of human consciousness, there would be no criteria to determine what is right or wrong, whether what is wrong today will be wrong tomorrow, whether what is wrong for me is wrong for you, and whether what is wrong in my culture is also wrong in yours…Since a universal moral code exists, where did it originate? It must have come from a standard outside of man if it is to judge the actions of man…without an absolute standard of right and wrong independent of man, it is impossible to even define what evil is in any universal sense.  

What Dan Story states above appears to be deemed as true by the following statement by Buddha in "The Teaching of Buddha".

Because of ignorance and greed, people imagine discrimination where, in reality, there are no discriminations. Inherently, there is no discrimination of right and wrong in human behavior; but people, because of ignorance, imagine such distinctions and judge them as right or wrong…As a result, they become attached to a delusive existence…In reality, therefore, it is their own mind that causes the delusions of grief, lamentation, pain and agony. This whole world of delusion is nothing but a shadow caused by the mind…

Dr. Gunesakara furthers defines the doctrine of karma and rebirth:

The theory of kamma presupposes that individuals have "free will". Everything that happens to an individual is not the fruit of some past kamma. In fact the experiences that involve an individual may be of three kinds: some are the result of past action, some are deliberately committed free acts; and the remainder could be due to chance factors operating in the environment. 

The Buddhist theory of rebirth asserts that the fruits of some kamma may manifest themselves in "future lives.” This brings us to the Buddhist theory of rebirth… Such reincarnation theory involves the transmigration of a soul. In Buddhism, however, it is the un-ripened karmic acts outstanding at the death of an individual, which conditions a new birth. The last moment of consciousness too is also a conditioning factor, but it is the store of un-ripened kamma generated by volitional acts (the Sankharas) of previous existences, which generates the destiny of the new individual. A newly born individual needs not only the genetic blueprint derived from the genes of the natural parents, but also a karmic blueprint derived from the volitional acts of a deceased person. 
In the Buddhist view of rebirth the only links between two successive lives is the karmic residue carried over and an element of consciousness, called the re-linking consciousness: (paisandhi viññâna), which momentarily links the two lives. In Buddhism there is no conception of a transmigrating soul, which inhabits successive material bodies until it unites with God. 

Buddhism uses the Pali term sasâra to denote the "round of births" in various planes of existence governed by the law of kamma. The acceptance of the validity of the hypothesis of sasâra is very difficult for some people, while for others it is the most natural of hypotheses. Some features of the observable world suggest it. In the Culakammavibhanga Sutta the Buddha is asked: "What is the reason and the cause for the inequality amongst human beings despite their being human?" (the context making it clear that it is inequality at birth that is meant). The Buddha answered: "Beings inherit their kamma, and it is kamma which divides beings in terms of their inequality.” The theistic hypothesis cannot give a rational answer, except in terms of an iniquitous and unjust "God.” 

Dr. Gunasekara mentions above that past karma is not the only attributing factor leading to what happens to an individual. Deliberately committed free will acts and chance factors also play a role. Drs John Ankerberg and John Weldon say the following about karma:

Ironically, due to karmic belief, which says that suffering is inevitable due to misdeed in a past life [due to change factors or free volition choices], Buddhism may not only ignore the suffering of others but also perpetuate it. Although, given a Buddhist perspective, karma does uphold a form of morality, in another sense karma merely becomes the dispenser of pain. That is, it justifies the acts of the sin nature as inevitable. 

Ultimately, there are no victims, for the acts of evil merely represent people fulfilling their karma. Thus it can easily be a "justice" which ordains that the murderer in this life be murdered in the next. It therefore can perpetuate crime and evil on the pretense of satisfying justice. In part, then, Buddhism itself perpetuates the very suffering it seeks to alleviate. 

Here is another explanation about death from a Buddhist perspective.

Some one who lives a good life will be happy and because he lives in the higher worlds he will die in the same condition. Some one who has led a miserable life will have an awful death. How you live this life sets up the conditions for your death as well as having a significant impact on your next life. 

Death can sometimes be postponed for incredible amounts of time, but never forever. You should face death, looking at it as an old friend who always is there to help you find a new body. If you have thoroughly trained your mind and practice as our teacher instructed us then you will face death with confidence. Any other existence can lead to a death filled with pain, uncertainty, and anguish. 

Here we can see a parallel between Christianity and Buddhism in the respect that how one lives their life sets up conditions for their death, however the outcome is nowhere the same. In Christianity how one lives their life means accepting Jesus as your Lord and Savior and following Him and His teachings in the Bible. If this in done, ones eternal destiny will be to receive our glorified bodies and spend eternity with Him in heaven. For those who chose not to live their life this way, the results or conditions for your death will be eternal separation from God. 

The Christian also faces death with confidence knowing that his future will be to spend eternity in heaven. However, a Christian does not believe that death can be postponed for incredible amounts of time. Here is another contradiction in truth claims. 

In Buddhism, the ultimate objective of followers/practitioners is enlightenment and/or liberation from Samsara; rather than to go to a Heaven (or a deva realm in the context of Buddhist cosmology). 


The concept of Hell(s) in Buddhism is very different from that of other religions. It is not a place for eternal damnation as viewed by 'almighty creator' religions. In Buddhism, it is just one of the six realms in Samsara [i.e. the worst of three undesirable realms]. Also, there are virtually unlimited number of hells in the Buddhist cosmology as there are infinite number of Buddha worlds. 


Samsara is a fundamental concept in Buddhism and it is simply the 'perpetual cycles of existence' or endless rounds of rebirth among the six realms of existence. This cyclical rebirth pattern will only end when a sentient being attains Nirvana, i.e. virtual exhaustion of karma, habitual traces, defilements and delusions. All other religions preach one heaven, one earth and one hell, but this perspective is very limited compared with Buddhist samsara where heaven is just one of the six realms of existence and it has 28 levels/planes. 

Dr. Walter Martin says the following about nirvana and the differences between how this is viewed by Theravada and Mahayana Buddhism.

Such a concept of nirvana is slightly different than the one embraced by the Brahmans of Siddhartha's day and by modern Hindus. Brahmanism/Hinduism teaches that nirvana is reached when an individual soul is united with the Universal Soul. This might be comparable to a raindrop (individual soul) falling into the ocean (Universal Soul). The Buddha, on the other hand, believed that nirvana is reached when. Like a candle flame being blown out, a soul's elements, along with all individual identity, are extinguished. 

Another difference exists between the Mahayana and Theravada traditions when it comes to nirvana. To Theravadins, escape from samsara—or the cycle of rebirth—is nirvana. It is a state marked by complete deliverance from all pain and sorrow. But in the Mahayana tradition, 
the whole purpose of becoming a bodhisattva is not to escape life, but to remain in life in order to help others reach enlightenment. 

If the Theravada explanation of nirvana is coupled with the Mahayana concept of what it 
means to reach enlightenment, then hypothetically the most spiritually advanced persons would never reach nirvana because they always forsake escape from samsara in order to help others. Consequently, those in the Mahayana tradition have had to change the definition of nirvana to “the true state of spiritual perfection” rather than escape from rebirth:

Thus the perfected Bodhisattva becomes aware that just by being a Bodhisattva he is already in nirvana. … For him nirvana and Samsara are not two different realms. … Paradoxically put … to renounce nirvana for oneself, in love for others, is to find oneself in nirvana, in its real meaning. 

Ironically, "To Buddhists, there is not even a “self” to enjoy the deliverance that will supposedly be obtained through their mental striving." 

Marriage

In speaking about the Buddhist precept of avoidance of sexual misconduct, we can see the view about partners involved in a marriage relationship. By the statement below, and the social acceptability present in society today, homosexual relationships would be condoned in Buddhism. This is in direct contradiction with that of the Bible and Christianity. 

Avoidance of Sexual Misconduct. kâmesu miccâcârâ veramanî sikkhâ pada samâdiyâmi (I agree to follow the precept of abstaining from sexual wrongdoing). Misconduct here means not only overt acts of sexual violence like rape, but also adultery in general. It must be remembered that Buddhism does not endorse any particular kind of marriage, so this precept requires that sexual relations should be confined to what is socially and legally acceptable as a marriage relationship. 

Animal Sacrifice

Maitri or Metta in Pali (Loving Kindness) and Karuna (Compassion) to all living beings including animals. Buddhism strictly forbids animal sacrifice for whatever reason. Vegetarianism is recommended but not compulsory.


This is in direct contrast this with the Jewish sacrificial system given in the Old Testament.

Summary

Wherever we look philosophically, we see the contrasts between these faiths. Christianity stresses salvation from sin, not from life itself (1 Jn. 2:2). Christianity exalts personal existence as innately good, since man was created in God’s image, and promises eternal life and fellowship with a personal God (Gen. 1:26, 31; Rev. 21:3-4). Christianity has a distinctly defined teaching in the afterlife (heaven or hell, e.g., Mt. 25:46; Rev. 20:10-15). It promises eternal immortality for man as man—but perfected in every way (Rev. 21:3-4).

On the other hand, Buddhism teaches reincarnation, and has only a mercurial nirvana wherein man no longer remains man or, where, in Mahayana, there exists temporary heavens or hells and the final "deification" of "man" through a merging with the ultimate pantheistic-cosmic Buddha nature. But Christianity denies that reincarnation is a valid belief, based on the fact of Christ’s propitiatory atonement for sin. In other words, if Christ died to forgive all sin, there is no reason for a person to pay the penalty for their own sin ("karma") over many lifetimes (Col. 2:13; Heb. 9:27; 10:10, 14; Eph. 1:7). 

Consider further contrasts. In Christianity life itself is good and given honor and meaning; in Buddhism one finds it difficult to affirm that life is ultimately worth living, for life and suffering are always inseparable. In Christianity, Jesus Christ came that People "might have life and have it more abundantly" (John 10:10); in Buddhism, Buddha came that people might rid themselves of personal existence. In Christianity, the world is the loving creation of God; in Buddhism it is only the temporary illusion of a deluded mind. In Christianity, God will either glorify or punish the spirit of man (John 5:28-29); in Buddhism no spirit exists to be glorified or punished. In Christianity, absolute morality is a central theme (Ephesians 1:4); in Buddhism absolute morality is nonexistent. 

Buddhism is essentially humanistic, stressing man’s self-achievement. Christianity is essentially theistic, stressing God’s self-revelation and gracious initiative on behalf of man’s helpless moral and spiritual condition. Thus, in Buddhism man alone is the author of salvation; Christianity sees this as an absolute impossibility because innately, man has no power to save himself (Eph. 2:8-9; Titus 3:5). 

There is also disagreement within Buddhism itself about what is truth. The following table 
 describes differences between Theravada and Mahayana Buddhism.

Theravada
Mahayana

· Buddha is a human teacher

· Complete self-effort for enlightenment
· Gods are rejected
· Prayer equals meditation
· Anti-supernatural
· Attains the state of Bodhisattva (nirvana

in the world; e.g., a Bodisattva postpones

Attains the state of Buddhahood (nirvana

apart from the world; one can

only help oneself)

· Atheism/agnosticism
· Nirvana replaces Samsara (existence)
· Buddha is an enlightened,

supermundane, eternal being

· Self-effort is necessary, however additional help from Buddha, Bodhisattvas,

(Buddhist “saviors”) and Buddhist gods

is accepted

· Gods are accepted
· Prayer may also be petitionary
· The supernatural is accepted
· Attains the state of Bodhisattva (nirvana
In the world; e.g., a Bodisattva postpones
nirvana to help others find it)
· Atheism, agnosticism and/or polytheism
· Nirvana is Samsara (existence)


Examine the following two tables 
 and see that Buddhism and Christianity cannot both be paths up the mountain that lead to the same destination. There are significant contradictions in truth claims such that both cannot be true. 

Buddhism
Christianity

Seeks release from suffering
Seeks knowledge of God and His glory

"Unreal" (impermanent) world
Real world

Nihilistic; pessimistic outlook
Hopeful; optimistic outlook

No God or Savior exists
One God and Savior exists

Apologetic centered in subjective experience
Apologetic centered in objective history

Trusts self
Trusts God

Morality self-derived
Morality based on the infinitely holy character of God

Devalues man (e.g., man is a bundle of flux; the body is evil, the mind is deceptive)
Dignifies man (e.g., man is made in God's own image; the believer's body is the temple of the Holy Spirit; the believer's mind can glorify God)

Activity and individual life are "evil" and hamper salvation
Activity and the individual life can be good and glorify God

Atheistic/polytheistic
Theistic

Impersoanl ultimate reality
Personal ultimate reality

Often anti-social
Responsible social action

Enlightened by works 
Salvation by grace

Mysticism and the occult are spiritual activities
Mysticism and the occult are rejected as evil and as opposed to God

The afterlife constitutes an impersonal, uncertain nirvana
The afterlife is clearly delineated and involves personal immorality

Spiritual truth is discovered by disciplined effort
Spiritual truth is revealed by God

Buddha
Jesus

Buddha is dead
Jesus is alive

In many ways the Buddha is a mystery (no contemporary biographies exist); "apart from legends we know very little about the circumstances of his life"
Jesus was a historic person of whom four reliable, early "biographies" were penned; "It is a historic fact that Jesus Christ lived and taught what the New Testament says He taught."

Teachings uncertain
Teachings certain

Buddha was only a man: "Notwithstanding his own objectivity toward himself, there was constant pressure during his lifetime to turn him into a god. He rebuffed all these categorically, insisting that he was human in every respect. He made no attempt to conceal his temptations and weaknesses, how difficult it had been to attain enlightenment, how narrow the margin by which he had won through, how fallible he still remained."
Jesus is incarnate God: "I am the light of the world"; "I am the way, the truth and the Life"; "He who believes in Me will never die"; "He who has seen Me has seen the Father." "I and the Father are One." "You believe in God, Believe also in Me." "All that the Father has is Mine." "All power and authority in heaven and earth have been given to Me"

Non-theistic worldview

A way-shower; Buddha as a person is unnecessary for achieving enlightenment
Theistic worldview

The Savior; salvation is impossible apart from the Person of Jesus

Encouraged men to follow a philosophy
Encourage people to follow Him

Never appealed to faith
Stressed the importance of faith in God and Himself

Rejected God
Called God His own Father

Undogmatic
Dogmatic

Offered a way
Taught that He was the only way between the temporal and the eternal

The following table 
  summarizes Theravada Buddhism, Mahayan Buddhism and Christianity.


Theravada
Mahayana
Christianity

GOD
Nirvana, an abstract Void
Nirvana, an abstract Void, but also an undifferentiated Buddha essence
A personal God who is self-existent and changeless

HUMANITY
An impermanent collection of aggregates
An impermanent collection of aggregates. For some, personal existence continues for a while in the Pure Land
Made in God's image. Personal existence has value. We continue to exist as persons after death.

THE PROBLEM
We suffer because we desire that which is temporary, which causes us to continue in the illusion of the existence of the individual self.
Same as Theravada
We suffer because of the consequences of our sin. But we also suffer because, being made in God's image, we are ful-filled only when we are in a relationship with our Creator God. Even though we are most ful-filled when in relationship with God, we have rebelled against Him, and are thus alienated from Him.

THE SOLUTION
To cease all desire in order to realize the nonexistence of the self, this finding permanence
To become aware of the Buddha-nature within
To be forgiven by and reconciled with God. We find permanence in the immutability of God.

THE MEANS
Self-reliance. We must follow the Middle Path and accrue karmic merit.
Self-reliance. The means vary from that of following the Eightfold Path, to emptying the mind, to accruing merit by performing rituals, to realizing the Buddha-nature within, to depending on the merits of a bodhisattva.
Reliance on God. We must repent of our sins and trust in the saving work of Jesus Christ.

THE OUTCOME
To enter nirvana where the ego is extinguished
The outcome varies from that of returning as a bodhisattva in order to guide others, to entering nirvana, to living in a Pure Land from which one can enter nirvana.
Our existence as individuals survives death, and we are fulfilled as we are in eternal fellowship with a loving and personal God.

Here we see the ultimate irony of Buddhism: in ignoring God, Buddhists feel they can escape suffering; in fact this will only perpetuate it forever. This is the real tragedy of Buddhism, especially of so-called Christian Buddhism. The very means to escape suffering (true faith in the biblical Christ) is rejected in favor of a self-salvation which can only result in eternal suffering (Mt. 25:46; Rev. 20:10-15). 

 TC "Introduction" Chapter 6 –Christianity vs. Hinduism
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Hinudism: Many Paths, One God

Background

I have to say that I put off reading about Hinduism because it just seemed to be so complicated and nebulous, but once I delved into it, I found it to be a very interesting religion. 

For Westerners, the Hindu religion can conjure up a wide variety of images, from cross-legged ascetics and richly carved temple-towers to the cremation fries by the side of the Ganges and animal-headed gods. Hinduism is as difficult to grasp as a snake. 

Hinduism differs from Christianity and other Western religions in that it does not have a single founder, a specific theological system, a single system of morality, or a central religious organization. It consists of "thousands of different religious groups that have evolved in India since 1500 BCE." 

The word "Hindu" comes from the Persian word "Sindhu" and described those peoples who lived in the fertile valleys along the Indus River. The indigenous people were called the "Dasas" or "Dravidians" and were a dark skinned people whose civilization is thought to go back as far as the 3rd millennium B.C. Not much is known about the "Dravidians" and terracotta female figures found in the region indicate they may have been involved in goddess worship as well as worship of other dieties. This became the basis from which Hinduism grew. 

From about the time of Abraham (1900 B.C.) to the time of Moses (1450 B.C.), a nomadic people from central Europe called the Aryans entered the Indus River valley community of the "Dravidians" and introduced their beliefs, customs and social structure. The Aryan language was that of Sanskrit, and knowledge of them has mostly been formed through their sacred literature, the Vedas. The word Veda means "knowledge" or "wisdom" and consists of four collections of hymns and prayers written between 1500 and 1000 B.C. The Aryans worshipped various nature gods and their religious ideas merged with those of the "Dravidians" to form the beginning of Hinduism. 

The Vedas, a four part collection of hymns, addressed various gods or divine powers (devas) and were used during religious rites and rituals. 

These rites centered on fire sacrifices and the use of the sacred plant, Soma, from which a drink was made which was believed to heighten spiritual awareness. The ceremonies were complex and required specialist priests(Alongside the official religion there was a domestic cult requiring rites to be performed by the householder. The fourth and latest work, the Atharva-veda, presumably also intended for domestic uses, contains magical spells and charms to cope with a wide range of natural and supernatural situations. 

The Aryans also were instrumental in forming the caste system that is still practiced in India today. The Rig Veda describes the first man, called "Manu", from which the four types of people originated. The four peoples in order of rank starting with the highest are the "brahmins" or priestly class, the "Kshatriyas" or warriors and rulers, the "vaishyas" or merchants and farmers, and the "shudras" or servant class. There is also a fifth class called the "untouchables" that Mahatma Gandhi named the "harijans" or Children of God and championed for a better lot in life. Opposition to the caste system as well as other things led to the formation of the Buddhist and Janist religions in India. 

Hinduism is unique among the great Religions of the world in that it had no single founder or Messiah nor a single book as a source but grew gradually over a period of several thousand years. The Hindu society is the product of many races and many cultures with several forms of practice. It evolved out of the varying faiths in different groups of the community as it was absorbing and assimilating all the diversified social movements and cultural practices of India. Consequently, it does not have a single Holy book as a source to guide all, like a Bible or Koran or Dhammapadam. Most of their beliefs and practices are based on the teachings of the Vedas, Agamas, Upanishads and several books written, based on these texts. Large portions of these texts are lost. 

Hindus believe that their religion is without beginning, even preceding the creation of human race and the creation of the universe. (Hindus called it "Vaideeha Dharma" or "Sanathana Dharma". Philosophers often do not want to refer to it as a mere religion, as that will narrow it down to a blind faith of prayers to God. It permits free thinking, questioning and reasoning. It allows both philosophy and rituals. It accepts even atheists and agnostics as it accepts various forms of worship. 

Simon Weightman says the following about Hinduism in the Penguin Handbook of New Religions, "It is, then possible to find groups of Hindus whose respective faiths have almost nothing in common with one another(" 

Hinduism is not only one of the oldest of all religious systems, it is also one of the most complex…Joesph Gaer lists some of the complexities of Hinduism:

…But all the various sects believe in:

Brahman, the eternal Trimutri, or Three-in-One God: Brahma, the Creator; Vishnu, the Preserver; and Shiva, the Destroyer;

Submission to Fate, since man is not outside, but part of Brahman;

The Caste System, determined by the Laws of Manu;

The Law of Karma, that from good must come good, and from evil must come evil

Reincarnation, as a chain of rebirths in which each soul, through virtuous living, can rise to a higher state;

Nirvana, the final state reached upon the emancipation of the soul from the chain of rebirths;

Yogas, the disciplines which enable the individual to control the body and the emotions; and

Dharma, the Law of Moral Order, which each individual must find and follow to reach nirvana 

Even though Hinduism is a complex religion, there are shared beliefs common to most Hindus. Striving to attain purity, the avoidance of pollution, and regular worship are all emphasized. Most Hindus except the authority of the Hindus scriptures, the caste system, samsara which is the cycle of birth, death and rebirth, the eternal nature of one's soul or atman, and that one needs to work to attain moksha, the release from samsara. In order to achieve moksha, one follows the dharma which is:

A sacred code of conduct that entails performing certain rituals (prayer, worship) and behaving in a moral way to oneself, one's family, and society. In addition, Hindus recognize a number of specific traditional paths that lead to liberation. These are principally three: the paths of devotion, action and knowledge. 

The path of devotion (bhakti) requires no specialist help from a priest or guru (a spiritual teacher) and is the simplest way of experiencing the union that exists between the individual soul (atman) and the universal spirit (brahman). It entails believing in and completely surrendering to a personal god or goddess, as well as putting an unquestioning faith in Brahman. The final goal is to break the cycle of samsara and be in God's presence eternally by merging the atman into Brahman. 

The path of action (karma) requires Hindus to think thoughts and carry out actions selflessly, so that the consequent effects, both good and evil, do not bind the atman to successive lives in different bodies. The simplest way of achieving this is to follow an occupation that can benefit both society and the individual. 

The path of knowledge (jnana) has to be learned from a guru, who can explain from the sacred scriptures the nature of Brahman, atman, the universe, and people's place in it. A clear understanding of this ancient knowledge results in breaking the bonds of attachment to the material world and the attainment of liberation. 

Another way of leading the soul to liberation is through yoga (possibly meaning "yoke"), which broadly refers to the number of physical and mental disciplines used by ascetics and others as aids to spiritual contemplation(
On a more mundane level, Hindus attach great importance to purity and pollution - in terms of both physical cleanliness and spiritual well-being. This influences worship in the home and the temple, as well as a Hindu's social position, which depends on his or her occupation and the degree to which it involves pollutants, such as blood and waste matter. Vegetarian food is popular among many Hindus because it is free from blood, which is considered to be a pollutant, while the veneration of the cow arises from the same impulse coupled with the animal's economic usefulness. 

As seen above, Hindus believe there are specific paths that if one follows can lead to moksha or the liberation and release from samsara. These paths are spoken of by Krishna in the Bhagavadgita, one of the most influential of the Hindu scriptures.

In it [Bhagavadgita] Lord Krishna speaks of three ways to salvation: that of enlightenment [path of knowledge], that of action, including religious rites, and, the most highly recommended, that of loving devotion to the Lord (bhakti). 

Because Hindus believe in the concept of karma, good works and selfless actions are seen a meritorious.  If this good karma outweighs the negative karma one has generated liberation and the release from samsara can be attained. 

The majority of Christians do not know much about Hinduism, and do not believe that they need to. They do not know or study the Hindu scriptures, or follow one of the paths that Hindus believe will lead to liberation from samsara or moksha. The same could be said of people of other religions. Christians do not follow bhakti, the path of devotion to a diety. Christians believe that Jesus Christ died for the sins of mankind, and one only needs to accept and believe this once to be saved. In Christianity one will continue to follow Jesus Christ, but it is not the same as the continuous devotion that is looked upon as gaining merit to allow one to achieve release from samsara. The Hindu concept of bhakti or devotion is tied to works or what one does. For Hindus the worship of a particular diety, or puja, can be done in the home as well as in the temple. Because of this Hindus may have a shrine to a diety located somewhere in their home. Before the worship ritual the person leading the worship must bath to purify himself. 

This domestic puja involves washing and drying images (murtis) of dieties and offering them red kumkum and yellow tumeric powders, water, rice grains, flowers, food, incense, and light. The arati ritual is then performed by passing a ghee lamp (fueled by clarified butter) before the images, while sacred verses of praise are sung. Food placed before the dieties is received back as prasad, or "blessed offering." 

Temple worship revolves around the consecrated image of the diety, to whom the temple is dedicated. The image is situated in the inner shrine, which is the holiest part of the building. The daily puja consists of making various offerings (upacharas), normally supervised by male preists. 

 In Christianity one does not give devotion to the image of Jesus Christ or God as described above. A Christian gives thanks and praise for what God has already done. Salvation in Christianity is based on our faith in what Jesus Christ has already done by dying on the cross for the sins of mankind. We need only accept this free gift of grace through faith. 

The path of action or karma is also foreign to Christianity. We do not believe in a cycle of birth, death and rebirth that one can be released from if our good deeds outweigh our bad deeds. The Bible says that it is appointed once for a man to die and then the judgment. One's occupation does not do anything for one's salvation. In Hinduism one's job is tied to one's purity or pollution. This is why the "untouchables" were considered the lowest caste because they dealt with the jobs of tanning and removing dead animals which required one to be in contact with blood. 

Nobody can escape from pollution, since the natural functioning of the body produces sources of pollution. All human emission, for example, are polluting: saliva, urine, perspiration, faeces, semen, menstrual flow and afterbirth(But perhaps the most powerful source of pollution is death. Not only are those who handle corpses heavily polluted, but a dead person's household and certain of his relatives are also polluted by the death and have to observe various types of prohibition for varying periods(A pious Hindu's morning bathing is not simply a wash, but a ritual purification to bring him to the state of purity considered necessary in Hinduism before approaching a diety. 

The sacred rivers and water are seen in Hinduism as a means of purification. This can be seen in the rituals for the dead. Hindus normally cremate those who have died (except for young babies or those who have renounced the world to live an ascetic life). "A dying person is ideally given water from the sacred Ganges River and encouraged to utter God's name, usually 'Ram Ram,' so that the soul can attain peace." 
  A properly performed death ritual is very important in allowing release of the soul so that it may continue on its journey to liberation or moksha. Also for Hindus, pilgrimage or yatra is an important part of the path of action. 

Pilgrimage can be a great equalizer. In the Ganges, the pure are made even more pure, and the impure have their pollution removed, if only temporarily. In the sacred water, and perhaps anywhere in the holy cities of Varanasi or Hardwar, distinctions of caste are supposed to count for nothing(The value of a pilgrimage in terms of merit depends on the way it is regarded by the devotee. Some Hindus consider merit to be reckoned by the distance traveled, the means of transportation (walking is the superior method), the auspiciousness of the timing, the holiness of the place itself, and the purpose of the pilgrimage. 

The path of knowledge or jnana is also totally foreign to Christianity. One does not have to follow and study under a guru to receive salvation through Jesus Christ, and the practice of yoga is not seen as a means of attaining moksha as Hindus believe. To Hindus yoga is seen as a set of specific mental and physical disciplines through which moksha or liberation can be achieved. 

It appears to me that Christians and people who follow other religions besides Hinduism will never be able to achieve moksha and be released from samsara [the cycle of death and rebirth]. If we grant that all religions are just different paths to the same end, it looks like those not following the Hindu paths to liberation will have a difficult to impossible task of attaining moksha. 
GOD

A Hindu is one that believes in one God who incarnates, as and when He feels fit, in the shape and form He wants. God has incarnated in many forms as Lord Rama , Lord Shiva , Lord Brahma ( in His form as The Creator) Lord Krishna and others that were in existence for shorter periods. 

Certain incarnations of God have come under criticism from those who have the inbuilt mind concept that God should only be in a certain form. This is totally refuted by Hinduism. Our belief is that God has the infinite capacity and will take forms as and when He so feels. A simple little human has no right to put limitations on God. 

God creates, sustains and destroys everything, when time comes. The Creator form of God is known as Brahma. He breaths out the universe as stated in the Holy book Gita. This is the same as Big Bang Theory only in a different language. Saying it in English does not make our eternal theory obsolete. 

Upon creation, the form of Vishnu takes over as the maintainer of the universe. He is the prime enjoyer of the creation and its profound complex beauty and wonders. 

Brahman, the ultimate reality for the Hindu, is a term difficult if not impossible to define completely, for its meaning has changed over a period of time. Edward Rice explains it in the following manner:

The Supreme Reality conceived of as one and undifferentiated, static and dynamic, yet above all definitions; the ultimate principle underlying the world, ultimate reality: "Without cause and without effect, without anything inside or outside," according to the sage Yajnavalkya. 

The enigmatic concept of Brahman is illustrated in this famous passage from the Bhagavad-Gita:

"Place this salt in water and come to me tomorrow morning."

Svetaketu did as he was commanded, and in the morning his father said to him: "Bring me the salt, you put into the water last night."

Svetaketu looked into the water, but could not find it, for it had dissolved.

His father then said: "Taste the water from this side. How is it?"

"It is salt."

"Taste it from the middle. How is it?"

"It is salt."

"Taste it from that side. How is it?"

"It is salt."

"Look for the salt again, and come again to me."

The son did so, saying: "I cannot see the salt. I only see water."

His father then said: "In the same way, O my son, you cannot see the spirit. But in truth he is there. An invisible and subtle essence is the Spirit of the whole universe. That is Reality. That is Truth. THOU ART THAT!" 

That God created man in His own image (Christian belief) comes from the Hindus deities being lovingly sculptured in beautiful human forms ages ago before Christ was born. 

Strictly speaking, Hinduism is a henotheistic religion -- a religion which recognizes a single deity, but which recognizes other gods and goddesses as facets or manifestations or aspects of that supreme God. 

In the Hindu pantheon there are said to be three hundred and thirty-three million Gods. Hindus believe in one Supreme Being. The plurality of Gods are perceived as divine creations of that one Being. So, Hinduism has one supreme God, but it has an extensive hierarchy of Gods(the Mahadevas are individual soul beings, and down through the ages ordinary men and women, great saints and sages, prophets and mystics in all cultures have inwardly seen, heard, and been profoundly influenced by these superconscious inner plane beings. 


At the highest philosophic level, Vedanta is Atheistic. There is no God, unlike the case in most other religions. There is only the impersonal Bramhan which has an infinite set of attributes, and these attributes are coincidental with the attributes of the natural universe, including the various stages of human development. Some of these attributes are symbolically represented by gods and goddesses which can then be worshipped by individuals, depending upon their needs and state of development. These gods and godesses are symbols and therefore only of limited utility. They are hooks that you can hang your concepts on. No one with any degree of intellectual sophistication really believes that there are gods and goddesses. 

JESUS CHRIST

The Hindus venerate Christ as an Incarnation, and they see that his essential message is that of the Sanatana Dharma (the Eternal Religion). The special ethical and religious ideas contained in the teachings of Christ have no antecedents in the religious traditions in which he was born. Non-resistance to evil, love of enemies, monasticism, love of death, the assertion of man’s innate perfection (kingdom of heaven is within you), universalism are principles not to be found in the religion into which he was born. 

In the Bhagavad Gita, a story of the second person of the Hindu Trinity, (Vishnu) who took human form as Krishna. Some have considered him a model for the Christ, and it's hard to argue against that when he says things like, "I am the beginning, the middle, and the end" (BG 10:20 vs. Rev 1:8). 



TRINITY

It is in the doctrine of the Trinity that the Hindu influence may be most clearly felt. Unknown to most Christians, Hinduism has a Trinity (or Trimurti) too: Brahma, Vishnu, and Shiva, who have the appellations the Creator, the Preserver, and the Destroyer (and Regenerator). This corresponds to the Christian Trinity in which God created the heavens and the earth, Jesus saves, and the Holy Spirit is referred to as a regenerator (Titus 3:5). It is interesting to note, furthermore, that the Holy Spirit is sometimes depicted as a dove, while the Hebrew language uses the same term for both "dove" and "destroyer"! 



JOHN THE BAPTIST

John the Baptist, who belonged to the monastic sect of the Essenes, was a Buddhist. Dr. Moffatt, in his book, Encyclopedia of Religion and Ethics, vol. v, p.410, remarks, "Buddhist tendencies helped to shape some of the Essenic characteristics." 

SOUL

Hinduism, Our Dharma is eternal, so is God and all the souls. It is our conviction that body dies but not the soul. At death time the soul simply passes out to take another body, be it a human or any other living thing. 

Most adherents of Hinduism believe that they are in their selves (atman) extended from and one with Brahman. Just as the air inside an open jar is identical to the air surrounding the jar, so our essence is identical to that of the essence of Brahman. 

KARMA & SALVATION

It has also to be remembered that the nature of desire for worldly things (maya) will lead to desire for more. It is indeed a vicious cycle. The desire for nature will lead to moksha (salvation) a permanent state of bliss and being in service of the Lord Himself, thus the attainment of the true destination of soul. 

You pick and choose what suits you best and go on from there to 'work diligently for your salvation,' as the Buddha said on his death-bed. You are the boss, for better or for worse. 

Karma (deeds) and results of Karma are the basis of our lives. Knowing that good karma will bring good results and vice versa, our lives can be guided towards fruition of Salvation termed as Moksha. Karmas are of various levels and will effect a soul for short or long time depending upon its gravity. A simple act will bring a simple and short term reward, whether it be good or bad. More serious karma can bring a longer lasting reward and yet still some karmas are so good or bad that they last for some lifetimes. The result or the fruit of a karma cannot be escaped. This is hard and fast. As for bad karma when one gets realized, begins to do good deeds and takes the path towards God then fortunately the punishment of any past bad deeds only helps one reroute to God. That is the best part of it. Never is a soul condemned to eternal hell as in Christianity or Islam. 

The results of karma (deeds) cannot be obliterated just by accepting Jesus or Mohammed / Allah. One has to work towards personal salvation. 




Here we can see that Hinduism claims to have the truth in regard to its belief in karma and salvation. To Hinduism, Christianity and Islam do not have the truth and are in error regarding the doctrine of condemning people to hell. Hinduism has the truth. As pointed out in earlier chapters, this can be termed "implicit intolerance". Also we see the similarity with Buddhism in that another person cannot be used as a propitiation for your sins or bad deeds [karma], this is something one has to do himself through his own self-reliance.

Hindus believe in the repetitious Transmigration of the Soul. This is the transfer of one's soul after death into another body. This produces a continuing cycle of birth, life, death and rebirth through their many lifetimes. It is called samsara. Karma is the accumulated sum of ones good and bad deeds. Karma determines how you will live your next life. Through pure acts, thoughts and devotion, one can be reborn at a higher level. Eventually, one can escape samsara and achieve enlightenment. Bad deeds can cause a person to be reborn as a lower level, or even as an animal. The unequal distribution of wealth, prestige, suffering are thus seen as natural consequences for one's previous acts, both in this life and in previous lives. 

Salvation in Hinduism can be attained in one of three general ways: the way of knowledge, knowing one is actually a part of the ultimate reality Brahman and not a separate entity; the way of devotion, which is love and obedience to a particular deity; or the way of works, or following ceremonial ritual.…By contrast, in Christianity salvation is from a potenitally eternal separation from God and cannot be obtained by any number of good deeds, but rather is given freely by God to all who will receive it. 

By way of contrast, the direction of the Hindu way to enlightenment is from humanity to God, and it is based on one's own effort. The direction of the biblical way of salvation, on the other hand, is from God to humanity in that it is based on God's grace. 

HEAVEN

The description of heaven is simply a place where all the mayavic (materialistic) fantasies are fulfilled. It may be right here on earth or what can be termed as heaven A person who has done good deeds like helping the poor, disabled persons in need, amount to something like a bank account that one can spend and enjoy but it does not necessarily deliver a human at the feet of God. At the time when one enjoys activities of materialistic nature as in heaven, God is the last thing in mind. If the human has accepted the true meaning of this life, as one that ends in moksha, then even if he does good deeds, the results of such deeds are offered to God and all turns into bahkti, devotion and love for Him. 


ETERNAL PUNISHMENT

Does God punish Eternally?

No. Unlike the Christian and Islamic beliefs, God is kind and will always give a chance to a lost soul to come on the right path. In fact at every stop in this life there is a chance to go back. So much so that, even if one has lived his life in total sin, if thinks of God at the time of death, He will accept the soul . Permanent and eternal punishments are always stressed in beliefs that have huge gaps in their philosophies. Brainwashing is the base of instilling fear and keeping the "flock together". One cannot question any tenets of other beliefs just out of fear of severe punishment from God.

Hinduism is different, one is encouraged to meditate (think) many answers out for one's self. This in fact develops the mind to much higher understanding than just reading and accepting what is offered in a book or a scripture. 
HINDU TOLERANCE?

Hinduism is conservative and liberal at the same time as the previous sentence portrays. It is primarily due to this reason why in a Hindu society, one will find different ways and means of reaching God. The beauty of it all is that each is tolerant of others(Our tolerance demonstrates our age and maturity. 

Permanent and eternal punishments are always stressed in beliefs that have huge gaps in their philosophies. Brainwashing is the base of instilling fear and keeping the "flock together". One cannot question any tenets of other beliefs just out of fear of severe punishment from God.

Hinduism is different, one is encouraged to meditate (think) many answers out for one's self. This in fact develops the mind to much higher understanding than just reading and accepting what is offered in a book or a scripture. 

The above sounds similar to the claims made by Buddhist that theirs is the tolerant religion. But again, in reality Hinduism claims it has the truth and Christians and Muslims don't.  This is not tolerance. 

This is a very bold statement to make indeed. Hinduism is a complete religion with no loose ends and all questions have answers within its concept. There is no denying. There are other beliefs that have huge gaps and are explained away by simply saying that God is impossible to understand fully. If anything God is indeed very easy to understand by simply loving Him, the rest just follows. 


A cult is something that a person starts, attracts people to it with rewards, even kills fellow humans to convert, has hard and fast rules, if not followed, permanent punishment like eternity in hell etc. are advocated to keep the followers in the flock. Any diversion is scorned. All free thinking is banished. The flock is ordered not to discuss other faiths. Even the love and respect of your land's rivers, mountains and Holy places suddenly become simple water and dust and at the same time be replaced by Mecca or some city in the Middle east. Total hypocrisy. Nonbelievers are called names in derogatory terms to keep the flock under the cult leader. Animals are sacrificed in the name of God, but for the selfish purpose of consumption and self-gratification. I will leave the reader to decide which beliefs fit the mold of a cult. 

Well, from the above what more needs to be said about intolerance!

Hinduism is based on the Eternal Truth. It is not based on any single book or the words of any single teacher or prophet. It does not follow any blind doctrine. There are literally thousands of books, spiritual literature and scriptures to guide both the beginners and the scholars. There are several pathways given to the followers. Everyone is allowed to study, question, doubt, analyze, reason and then accept the teachings after their own spiritual experience. The first sets of books are known as "Sruthis" or "Vedas." They are "of Superhuman or Divine origin" [Apaurushya]. They are unchangeable, highest spiritual knowledge of the Eternal Truth ever known. They are older than creation itself. 

In another lesson from the same online book, it discusses various texts to examine such as the Vedas (which are made up of 4 parts), Vedangas, Upa-Vedas, Dharsanas, Smrithis, and Paranas, but the Bible was not mentioned. What if someone after analyzing and reasoning through their own spiritual experience reaches the conclusion that Jesus Christ and Christianity is the path to take and that a single book, the Bible, is the scripture of truth. Will this be acceptable to the teaching of Hinduism? I don't think so because as stated above the Eternal Truth is not based on any single book of the words of any single teacher or prophet. This itself is intolerance. The implication is that what is stated above is "Eternal Truth" and anything that disagrees or contradicts it is not truth and by definition false and in error. 

This, then, is the most important point that one needs to understand about Vedanta. That it is an experimental and empirical system of thought and ultimately what you get out of it depends entirely upon you and what stage of intellectual evolution you are presently in. Your individual condition determines how you will find the answers that you seek and there is no central authority dictating what you should do to find the answers. You pick and choose what suits you best and go on from there to 'work diligently for your salvation,' as the Buddha said on his death-bed. You are the boss, for better or for worse. And if you cannot handle the responsibility of being the master of your own destiny, if you cannot but be blind slaves to some dead and atrophied dogma, then it is your destiny, your karma, that you will wander in ignorance till you reach that state in your evolution where you can be your own guide. 

Here again we see intolerant statements and that truth is found in Hinduism. If say, one follows Christianity with its "dead and atrophied dogma" one will wander in ignorance. I thought the writer above stated that you can pick and choose what suits you best and go from there. What's the problem then?

Examine the following table
 and see that Hinduism and Christianity cannot both be paths up the mountain that lead to the same destination. There are significant contradictions in truth claims such that both cannot be true.


HINDUISM
CHRISTIANITY

GOD
Impersonal
Personal

HUMANITY
Continuous in the sense of being extended from the Being of God
Discontinuous in the sense of being separate from the Being of God; continuous in the sense of being made in God's image

HUMANITY's PROBLEM
Ignorance
Moral rebellion

THE SOLUTION
Liberation from illusion and ignorance 
Forgiveness of sin and reconciliation with the personal holy God

THE MEANS
Striving to detach oneself from the separated ego and seeking to be aware of one's unity with the divine through self effort
Repenting of sin and trusting in the completed and substitutionary work of Jesus Christ

THE OUTCOME
Merge into the Oneness; the individual disappears
Eternal fellowship with God; the person is fulfilled in a loving relationship with God
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