HCT - The ideology (III.)
Letter to Cardinals and Bishops of the Catholic Church

Introduction: 

Cardinal J. Ratzinger, today the Pope Benedict XVI, says in relation to historic-critical theology: “The tie between the Church and the Bible has been broken. This break began (2-3) centuries ago in the Protestant environment from where it has recently (after the Second Vatican Council) penetrated even into the circles of Catholic theologians…”

To the question whether a “modern” Catholic may read his Bible without caring about complicated exegetic questions, the present Pope replied: “Certainly every Catholic must have the courage to believe that his faith (in communion with the faith of the Church) exceeds every ‘new magisterium’ of so-called specialists, intellectuals… It is a prejudice of evolutionistic origin if one claims that the text may be understood just on the basis of the study of its origin and evolution. Today, the same as yesterday, the rules of faith are not at all based on the revealing of biblical sources and layers, but on the Bible as such, such as has been read in the Church since the times of our Church Fathers up to this day. The very faithfulness to this reading of the Bible gave us saints who were often uneducated and often no specialists in exegesis. And still, it is them who understood the Scriptures best.” 

A German journalist A. Sarrach writes: “The historic-critical method which was used by biblical critics roused my distrust. The more I was working through from one famous name to another, the more it strengthened my impression that we have nothing to do with the history of biblical criticism, but with the history of speculations or with the history of pathology” (in relation to God’s Word). 

The whole misery of a confused view of the Scripture started in the 18th cent. with H. S. Reimarus. He was quite under the influence of the Enlightenment which accepted nothing which human reason could not understand and which the senses could not experience. The realities beyond these boundaries were denied by him and ridiculed. Reimarus was the first who began to distinguish between “historical Jesus” and “Christ of the Bible”. He launched this predication into the world without furnishing it with a single piece of evidence!!! Thus among the intellectuals of that time an antireligious conspiracy spread. 

In the 19th cent. the chief gravity centre of the ideologically directed denial of the Gospels spread from Hamburg to Tübingen. The head leader was F. C. Bauer. These men were fascinated by the philosopher Hegel. The Protestant theologian Bauer aimed Hegel’s thesis, antithesis and synthesis at the Gospel. According to Hegel’s law of triple jump the Jews and the Greeks were said to form an antithesis and the synthesis was the Christians. On the basis of this nonsense Bauer came to the conclusion that the Gospel of John originated as late as around the year 170. That opinion was maintained until the beginning of the 20th cent. Only the discovery of papyrus P52 showed that one can go even below the boundary of the year 90. The English historian E. P. Sanders mentions that it originated around the year 80, but he admits an even earlier origin. 

Concerning the acceptance of truth, the philosophers and ideologists of the 19th cent. (Hegel, Bauer…) created a dark night. For conference-table theologians every achievement of such ideology is astonishingly attractive. In Germany the spirit of this dark ideology and demagogy was accepted by R. Bultmann. Throughout the history ideologies were usually helped by philosophy. Demagogical ideologies stand in direct contradiction with reality, they ignore the truth and create their own “truths”. This is also the case of fascism and communism. Various ideologies in ultimate consequence lead to a culmination of enmity and to racialism. This very thing happened in the biblical science. In Germany in the 19th and 20th century there was an enormous influence of anti-Semitism (which fact has been concealed until the present day), which in the 19th cent. anonymously and sometimes even openly worked in biblical criticism and manipulated it. 

In the 19th and 20th century the door opens for fantasy and unbridled speculation. In this time not only that the unproved theories of the predecessors are not critically evaluated, but they are even downright thoughtlessly adopted. “Researchers” become voluntary instruments of their philosophical environment. Here one is not searching for truth but laying down further stones upon a false foundation. 

F. C. Bauer was followed by W. Wrede, E. Renan, A. Schweitzer, A. Harnack, M. Dibelius, R. Bultmann, and their ideological heritage persists until today. It found a lot of admirers and adherents among the young generation. Hegel became a leader for Marxists and later for Nazis, who turned Europe into a pile of wrecks and Russia into a big concentration camp! 

The chief mistake of Harnack and his colleagues consisted in the fact that first they purposefully elaborated their ideological visions of the origin of the Gospels and apostolic letters, then they only conformed all the rest to this ideology and thus changed their meaning and truthfulness. 
Anti-Semitism

In the areas where there was a covert or overt collaboration with the Nazi regime and long before even with racialist theories, there originated even the biblical criticism. Thus as early as the 19th cent. on the person of Jesus all Jewish was denied. In the 20th cent. the evangelists – Jews – were denied the ability to write the Gospels. Able to do this supposedly were only the Greek disciples. The evangelists were supposed to be collectors at the most, or in a better case editors. 

R. Bultmann provided invaluable protection and help to A. Hitler and to his chief ideologist A. Rosenberg. When both of them reached the top of their power, in 1941 R. Bultmann gave a famous lecture: “The New Testament and Mythology”. His main thesis was that spiritual roots of the Gospel are mythological and thus unacceptable for modern thinking. Regarded as a model of modern thinking at that time was fascism along with its anti-Semitism. Who most irritated it was Jesus who was a Jew. Bultmann degraded the Saviour into “historical Jesus” and the New Testament along with “Christ of faith” he placed into the realm of myths, i.e. of inventions and lies! “Christ after the flesh, that does not concern us. And how Jesus looked in his heart, I do not know and do not want to know either,” says Bultmann at the time when the vision of German superman reaches its height. Hitler condemned the New and the Old Testaments as “Jewish baloney”. By means of the “form history” invented by them R. Bultmann and M. Dibelius provided Hitler with pseudoscientific armament not only against Judaism but against Christianity, too. Anti-Semitism of the Third Reich has on its conscience the death of about 5 million Jews. Biblical criticism of A. Harnack and R. Bultmann has its deepest roots in anti-Semitism and that is also why it denies the authorship of the evangelists and tries to turn the New Testament and whole Christianity into a myth. 

Atheistic ideology

A. Harnack, M. Dibelius and their followers did not regard the evangelists as writers, the Jews on principle were denied this gift. According to them the evangelists were mere collectors. The men of this “ideological school” made the Gospels into a jigsaw puzzle in opposite sequence. The purpose of a jigsaw puzzle is to reassemble a picture out of many little pieces. The method of biblical criticism was opposite – they cut and dismembered an integrally made picture not in order to reassemble it again, but in order that the picture as integrity should be for ever destroyed and presented as a fiction. Dismembering and speculation, that was the “scientific” impulse to their work. More and more they began speaking about “anonymous” and about “collective” origin of the Gospel messages. It was not even hard for them to speak about sagas and myths. Throughout two hundred years of their so-called “scientific work” their aim was not in the least an investigation of the reality, but rather their speculations and the question whether it was possible to insert in them the given model of their tendentious thinking. They argued over details, occupied themselves by confronting with the Greek and other mythology, even by confronting with buddhism in order to find arguments for their atheistic ideology. 

The theologians who did not have a firm Christian faith accommodated themselves to the streams of the time, like a weathercock that pivots round and round. This may nowadays be evidenced on the example of E. Schillebeck who fell into a cardinal mistake by having separated theology from history. Practically as a latecomer there appears E. Drewermann who does not avoid the speech proper to pamphlets when he calls the evangelist Matthew a liar. 

A counter-wind

Some sincere specialists stood up against this devious stream. These were e.g.: 

G. Riccioti (Vita di Gesù Cristo, Roma 1940)

C. P. Theide (Der Jesus – Papyrus, München 1996, Ein Fisch für den Römischen)

R. Kaiser (Die Messias – Sucher, Stuttgart 2002)

N. T. Wright (The New Testament and the People of God, London 1992; Jesus and the Victory of God, London 1996; The Challenge of Jesus, London 2000) 

These authors show how the public is manipulated in the Christian Churches, especially in Germany. The school Harnack – Dibelius – Bultmann tolerates no dissentient opinions. 

The first big opposition to unreal theories came in 1975 from Cambridge, John A. T. Robinson published the book “Redating the New Testament”. Robinson simply let himself be led by the interior logic of the text. On the basis of further study he confirmed that all the Gospels – including John’s – in their first motion must have originated as early as the time after Jesus’ crucifixion and resurrection in the thirties after Christ. 

A revolutionary work was brought forward at the end of the 20th cent. by the theologian N. T. Wright, at that time the dean in Lichfield near Birmingham. With the title “The New Testament and the People of God” and another one “Jesus and the Victory of God” he not only drew the line at the confused biblical criticism of the 19th and 20th cent., but he also opened a new start in which he lays emphasis on the historical background in biblical criticism. One must again start to take into account historical and theological views and not philosophical and demagogical ones. 

At the same time, in 1992 in USA and in Great Britain another big milestone appeared on the way of new scientific orientation under the title “Redating Matthew, Mark and Luke” by John Wenham. He, similarly as N. T. Wright, demands that one should lean upon historical facts. According to his opinion the authors influenced by HCT wasted hundreds of thousands of pages because they did not heed to whether they had not fallen into a false method. The problem is unsolvable when we continually follow a false track. The starting point for him is a sudden close of the Acts of the Apostles in the year 62 after Christ. In his opinion the early Church very soon needed written historical events. As early as the Pentecost a mission for pilgrims in Jerusalem began (Acts 2:4f). The early Christians were conscious of their distinctness from the Jewish and pagan environment and therefore they needed their own book. This inevitable book material was elaborated carefully and without haste.

A real breakthrough was to come from the papyrologist C. P. Theide in 1986. He published a title “The Oldest Gospels – Manuscript” (Die Älteste Evangelien – Handschrift). Here it was unambiguously proved that Mark’s Gospel was written before the year 66 and not, as it was judged by that time, after the ruining of Jerusalem in the year 70 after Christ. And further, that it was written by an eye-witness. 

In 1997 there appeared a book by an exegete K. Berger “At the Beginning was John” (Am Anfang War Johannes, Stuttgart 1997). Berger pronounced for the year 60, which was a revolutionary opinion. Berger thus stood up against the prevailing ideology. 

Prof. Dr. E. Linnemann, a student of R. Bultmann, broke with HCT, too. She came to understand that this ideology, which she earlier felt to be tied to, did not have in its basis the Word of God but an atheistic philosophy. She condemned the monopolistic character of this purely speculative method and came to the conclusion that it deserved God’s Judgement. If others had found the same courage as her, the last two generations could have been spared a mass apostasy from the biblical and saving faith! 

Another former student of Bultmann, A. Raab Straube published a small book “Jonah” in 2002 wherein he threw the true light upon R. Bultmann. Bultmann’s theology became an administrator of the testament of Modernism. When there was no more place for God in nearly all spheres of life, a so-called demythologization programme saw even to the rest. 

In 1991 the theologian and archaeologist B. Pixner in his book “Ways of the Messiah and Stations of the Early Church” (Wege des Messias und Stätten der Urkirche) reproaches biblical critics for having lost sight of the whole and of the substance. 

H. J. Schulze wrote “The Apostolic Origin of the Gospels” (Die Apostolische Herkunft der Evangelien, Freiburg 1995). He leaned upon the Eastern tradition which had never inclined to the standpoints of Western criticism but had all the time kept the continuity of the Gospel messages from the very apostolic times. His work should be a compulsory reading for all who want to get out of the confusions of the theology of 19th and 20th cent. 

At one meeting in Munich in 2000 Dr. Wassilios Klein from the University of Bonn made the following pronouncement: “In the Old- and New-Testament seminars there are various branches of the historic-critical method taught, without even giving reasons for the particular methods or without admitting any questions about them. The methods are given and the student who wants to pass the exam has no other choice than to accept them. Supposing that he asked about them or somehow cast doubt upon them, he would most probably be sent down. Such evaluation applies in a far greater measure to dissertations and theses. Some ‘scientists’ believe in their theories, which is no longer a science. Nothing against theory, but theory is just an intellectual model. Theory is neither an evidence nor an untouchable thing!” The Church instruction “On Historical Truth of the Gospels” (1964) pronounces on the historic-critical method. In 1993 it was complemented by a new document: “Interpretation of the Bible in the Church”. Many liberal theologians saw it as the green light for this method. However, what they overlooked was a warning against premature resolutions of a rationalistic and ideological nature. And this is today the very core of the problem. A number of biblists deny the historical aspect either wholly or partly, and because they pass off mere hypotheses as scientific evidence, they are, in fact, neither critical nor scientific. 
Conclusion: 

Concerning the historic-critical method, it is a method which without self-criticism builds one erroneous conclusion upon another. In the case of several critics one cannot help an impression that these are demagogues rather than researchers. Similarly as Marxism, fascism and racialist theories totally compromised their ideological foundations, biblical criticism has compromised whole theology through its atheistic ideology and demagogy. Broad-mindedly and self-confidently one flourished the term of historic-critical, though still less and less one thought in historical terms. The historical aspect was even consciously overlooked and the method grew more and more uncritical and unscientific. 

Christ’s call: “Repent (metanoite) and believe in the Gospel” (Mk 1:15) is in the first place not addressed to common believers or to public sinners, but especially to priests, religious, students of theology, teachers at theological schools, bishops and cardinals, who opened themselves for the spirit of atheism through the ideology of HCT. And above all to this group in the Church refers Christ’s word: “You are from below, I am from above, you are of this world, I am not of this world… Unless you believe that I am He (God and Saviour), you will die in your sins.” (Jn 8:23-25)

In Christ,

Fr. Eliáš A. Dohnal ThD. OSBM
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Fr. Cyril J. Špiřík ThD. Ing. OSBM

Fr. Markian V. Hitiuk ThLic. OSBM
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