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Abstract

Imam Reza (peace be upon him) engaged in debates with a diverse
range of individuals including Christian theologians, Zoroastrians,
Jews, materialists, Sabians, as well as Islamic sects and others. In
these debates, Imam Reza (PBUH) employed various components
and skills. The present article aims to evaluate the components and
skills utilized by Imam Reza (PBUH) in his dialogues with
adherents of different religions and sects. To this end, this study was
conducted using a descriptive-analytical method and addresses the
central research question: What components and skills did Imam
Reza (PBUH) employ in debates with theologians from different
religions and sects? Based on the findings, it can be asserted that
the debates of Imam Reza (PBUH) can be classified into three
principal categories: ethical, logical, and freethinking indicators.
Furthermore, the skills used by Imam Reza (PBUH) encompass five
simultaneous methods. Even in the most challenging debates,
without falling into the traps of fallacious or unethical reasoning, he
advanced his arguments using communicative debate strategies,
ultimately prevailing over his opponents.

Keywords: Imam Reza (PBUH), religions and sects, components
of debate, debate skills.
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EXTENDED ABSTRACT
The conduct of Imam Reza (peace be upon him) in

debates with representatives of various religious
traditions offers a rich source for the study of
interfaith dialogue and rational argumentation in
Islamic intellectual history. This article explores
the components and skills employed by Imam Reza
(PBUH) in his discourses with Christian
theologians, Jewish  scholars, Zoroastrians,
Sabians, materialists, and sectarian representatives
from within Islam. Past research has addressed
various dimensions of these debates, such as ethical
principles (Rezazadeh Kohangi & Hosseini,
2015), discourse analysis (Majidi, 2013), and the
role of dialogical features in propagating religious
insight (Sharifi, 2013). However, the present study
focuses on a comprehensive typology of debate
components categorized into ethical, logical,
emotional, and liberal indicators. Imam Reza's
ability to integrate these elements in both content
and manner constitutes the core of his persuasive
power. Through descriptive-analytical
methodology and textual analysis of classical
sources such as “Uyan Akhbar al-Rida” (Ibn
Babawayh, 1995), the study delineates how Imam
Reza (PBUH) leveraged reasoned persuasion,
mutual respect, and a sense of justice to prevail in
deeply ideological encounters. These debates were
not mere confrontations but pedagogical acts
marked by sincerity, strategic thinking, and
spiritual empathy. The Imam's rhetorical brilliance
is exemplified in his interactions with figures like
Jathlig, Ra's al-Jalut, and Sulaiman al-Marwazi,
where he deployed diverse argumentative
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strategies, including dialectics, analogical
reasoning, and scriptural references from the
opponents' own religious texts (Hashemi
Ardakani, 2008; Tabarsi, 1966). The study
affirms that the success of these engagements
rested as much on rational rigor as on the ethical
posture Imam Reza adopted in framing the debates.
The article classifies the components of Imam
Reza’s debate framework into three broad
categories: ethical, logical, and emotional. Among
the ethical indicators, mutual respect, fairness, and
the abstention from ad hominem attacks stand out
as key elements. For instance, Imam Reza (PBUH)
consistently refrained from humiliating or mocking
his opponents—even when others in the audience
did so—urging civility and dignity in scholarly
discussion (Qureshi, 2001). The Imam's conduct
exemplifies an embodiment of prophetic ethics,
where debates are not adversarial but
transformative encounters. In addressing figures
like Imran the Sabian, he explicitly emphasized
justice and warned against unfair tactics (Majlisi,
2007; Qalandari, 2002). The logical components
include methods such as using the opponent’s
premises to validate Islamic teachings, ensuring
debates were founded on rational and structured
premises, and aiming for a clear and purposeful
conclusion. Notable examples include his reference
to Christian scriptures in discussions with Jathliq to
demonstrate  prophecies about the Prophet
Muhammad (PBUH), as well as using the Torah
and Psalms in his engagement with Ra's al-Jalut
(Ibn Babawayh, 1995). Emotional indicators such
as soft-spoken communication (gawl layyin),
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attentiveness to the psychological state of the
interlocutor, and ensuring a calm debate
environment were also instrumental in achieving
profound dialogue and inner transformation
(Magami, 2004). This balanced interplay of logic
and compassion allowed Imam Reza (PBUH) to
intellectually and spiritually move his audience
toward deeper insights.

Another significant dimension explored in the
article is Imam Reza’s commitment to liberal
components in debate. These refer to values such
as tolerance, freedom of speech, and openness to
diverse perspectives. His approach to followers of
other religions reflects a deeply rooted belief in
religious pluralism, consistent with Islamic ethical
teachings (Majlisi, 2007). The Imam did not shy
away from engaging with views contrary to his own
but welcomed them as opportunities for mutual
learning and truth-seeking. This is evident in his
debates with Christian interlocutors, where he
allowed their objections to be voiced fully before
responding with reasoned rebuttals. Even in
situations of repeated contradiction and fallacy,
such as with Sulaiman al-Marwazi, Imam Reza
(PBUH) never revoked the right of the other party
to speak (Majlisi, 2007). His responses
demonstrate not only knowledge but a spiritual
patience that amplified the moral weight of his
arguments. Furthermore, the Imam’s deference to
the sacred texts of his interlocutors—rather than
imposing Islamic texts alone—represents a model
of interreligious discourse rooted in respect and
epistemological pluralism (Tabarsi, 1966). This
inclusivity of method, paired with a rejection of
fanaticism and emotional extremism, illustrates his
broader commitment to justice, understanding, and
dialogical progress.

The study also highlights five primary skills used
by Imam Reza (PBUH) in his dialectical
engagements: the use of the dialectic method,
questioning techniques, analogical and refutational
reasoning, argument by contradiction (burhan
khilaf), and role-model-based pedagogical
interventions. For example, in his dialectic method,
Imam Reza (PBUH) would begin with general

YA

questions and gradually lead the interlocutor to
accept a particular conclusion based on their own
reasoning process, a technique reminiscent of
Platonic maieutics (Copleston, 2001). He would
ask a series of questions that prompted internal
reflection, rather than imposing a direct assertion.
The pedagogical impact of this method was
significant, enabling the opponent to reach
conclusions that felt self-generated and thereby
more convincing. The questioning technique was
another hallmark of his approach; rather than
proclaiming facts, he encouraged participants to
consider and answer critical questions themselves.
This empowered the other party and avoided
hierarchical imposition of knowledge. Such an
approach resonates with the ethical spirit of Islamic
da’wah (invitation), where the goal is not to defeat
the other but to illuminate truth. The use of
analogical and refutational reasoning, particularly
in discussions about Christology, allowed Imam
Reza to demonstrate the fallacies in deifying Jesus
by citing similar miracles performed by other
prophets (Ibn Babawayh, 1995). These analogies
enabled him to dismantle theological
contradictions without attacking the core of the
opposing belief system.

Further, the Imam'’s application of burhan khilaf
(argument by contradiction) stands as a testament
to his logical precision. When confronted with
assertions about Jesus’s divinity, he questioned the
rationale of attributing divine qualities to one who
prays and fasts, pointing out the internal
inconsistencies in such a theological claim (Ibn
Babawayh, 1995). These moments of dialectical
reversal not only silenced opposition but also
induced cognitive dissonance in the audience,
leading many to re-evaluate their positions.
Another technique was the use of demonstrative
pedagogy—teaching through action. A notable
instance was his interruption of debate to perform
prayer at its appointed time, thereby embedding a
powerful behavioral lesson within the intellectual
exchange. This exemplified the concept of ta’lim
lahzi (momentary instruction), where teachable
moments are harnessed for spiritual formation.
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Imam Reza (PBUH) modeled not just what to
think, but how to live out the values he articulated.
This dual approach—intellectual instruction and
behavioral modeling—elevated the impact of his
discourse and made the learning experience more
holistic and transformative for participants and
observers alike.

In conclusion, the article sheds light on the multi-
dimensional nature of Imam Reza’s debating
method, demonstrating how a combination of
ethical conduct, rational engagement, emotional
intelligence, and respect for intellectual freedom
formed the cornerstone of his success. His debates
were not only about theological victory but about
exemplifying the highest virtues of Islamic
discourse. The Imam’s approach to interfaith and
intra-faith dialogue stands as a timeless model for
contemporary religious engagement in pluralistic
societies. Through logical reasoning tempered by
compassion, and critical engagement moderated by
ethical restraint, Imam Reza (PBUH) presented an
enduring legacy of Islamic humanism in the realm
of religious debate.
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