HCT – Moses is the author of the Pentateuch (VI.)
To Cardinals and Bishops of the Catholic Church
In this year 2007 we commemorate 100 years from the publication of the encyclical of St. Pius X “Pascendi Dominici gregis”. Nowadays there is nothing so topical in the Church and in whole Christianity as the issue which was wisely treated by this saint Pope as early as one hundred years ago. His words are still valid and today they can be applied to HCT: “First goes a(n) (unbelieving) philosopher, after him there comes a(n) (unbelieving) historian, these are followed by atheistic criticism, as internal so textual. The main direction is determined by atheistic philosophy. Therefore the matter discussed is eventually not ordinary (objective) criticism but agnostic, imanent and evolutionistic one, and thus, who acknowledges and uses it, the one acknowledges the heresies contained therein and is an adversary of the Catholic doctrine.” 

So-called “higher” criticism of the Bible (HCT in the New Testament) is centralized in the form criticism (Formgeschichte – historical forms). The fathers of this ideological stream are Schmidt (1919), Dibelius (1919) and Bultmann (1921). These Protestant so-called biblists deny the Divinity of Christ and the Divine revelation as such. The present-time Catholic biblists only seemingly reject their radical so-called “higher” criticism on the Bible. But in reality they do receive the premises and false hypotheses of these Protestant biblists upon which they afterwards build their “scientific researches”. The result is tragical – an implicit (unexpressed) denial of the Divine revelation and of all miracles in the Bible. 
The adherents of the hypothesis J, E, D, P are not able adequately to explain the origin of the five books of Moses. If we look at the issue disinterestedly from the other side we can see that concerning the use of various God’s names (Elohim, Jahweh, Jahweh – Elohim) there are more possibilities of its explanation which do not deny the authorship of Moses, quite the contrary. For each of God’s names bears its own specific content; it is not a mere synonym. Moses consciously used the name Jahweh, Elohim or Jahweh – Elohim diversely because behind this diverse use of God’s names there is his personal experience of God and a real purpose of the particular expression connected with it, and not four authors, as claimed by HCT, who as a matter of principle each use only his own term to name God! 

According to its attitude to the Old Testament we can divide HCT into three schools:

1) documentary hypothesis

2) form criticism (Formgeschichte) 

3) adherents of verbal transmission (tradition) – so-called Uppsala school

All the three schools stem from practical atheism of their founders and reject the Divine revelation, that is the supernatural inspiration of the Old Testament, whereby they got to a false track. They deny Moses the authorship of his five books (the Pentateuch), they deny historicity of the majority of biblical stories of the Old Testament and consider them legends or myths. 

Archaeology has in recent time done very much for a total break-up of DH, FC and Uppsala school as well as for the confirmation of the fact that the author of the five books of Moses is really Moses.
1) Documentary hypothesis (DH)

The Books of Moses, they say, were finished not sooner than 1.000 years after the death of Moses. According to them these books are a compilation of four documents (J, E, D, P) written by various authors. The main criterion of this hypothesis is an alleged analysis of the text itself. J. Velhausen (1878) built this hypothesis exclusively on the philosophy of Hegel and not on the literary and spiritual analysis of the Bible. 

2) Form criticism (FC)

The representatives of FC likewise presume that the Pentateuch allegedly originated not sooner than in the Babylonian Captivity or after it (586 B.C). FC tries to break as far as behind allegedly written sources and to investigate the types of categories which included allegedly verbal original materials. This whole theory is in fact a utopia. The founders of this school are Hunkel and Hresmann (the beginning of the 20th cent.).
3) Uppsala school – adherents of verbal tradition 

According to this school the five books of Moses are a compilation of materials collected through several centuries, which gained their written form not sooner than after the Babylonian Captivity (i.e. about 800 years after the death of Moses). This is the basic axiom of this school to which they accommodate their “scientific” researches. This Scandinavian school rejects DH and lays principal emphasis on verbal tradition. 

Evidences of Moses’ authorship

a) The testimony of the Pentateuch: “And Moses wrote all the words of the Lord… he took the book of the covenant, and read in the audience of the people.” (Ex 24:4-7) “And the Lord said unto Moses: ‘Write thou these words: for after the tenor of these words I have made a covenant with thee and with Israel.’” (Ex 34:27) (Deut 31:9; Ex 17:14; Num 32:2; Deut 31:19-21)

b) The testimony of other books of the Old Testament: “And he wrote there upon the stones a copy of the Law of Moses, which he wrote in the presence of the children of Israel.” (Jos 8:32) Other texts: Jos 1:8; 8:35; 23:6; 1Kings 2:3; 2Kings 14:6; 23:25; 1Chron 22:13…

Moses wrote not only the text of God’s Law but the whole Pentateuch as well!

a) As a lawgiver he was responsible for the word – law – given to him by God and for the nation;

b) He had all the information needed;

c) He had enough time;

d) He had sufficient education: Moses had the highest available education in the Egyptian empire;

e) He had the knowledge of the geography of Egypt and Sinai. 

Archaeology

Egyptian motives in the Pentateuch: In the Book of Genesis and Exodus there is enough material with Egyptian themes (motives). It is logical considering the fact that these books were written short time after the exodus of Israel from Egypt. However, it would be illogical if they should have been written according to HCT 400-1000 years after the exodus from Egypt. 

Geography

The author of the Pentateuch is very well acquainted with the geography of Egypt and Sinai (Gen 37, Num 10). To this fact witnesses e.g. the whole 14th chapter of the Book of Exodus. In the Book of Genesis and Exodus Moses uses a greater number of Egyptian words. 
With great accuracy he refers to places the existence of which was acknowledged by contemporary archaeology. On the contrary, the author knows little about the geography of Palestine, excepting the transmission by the patriarchs. 
Stony tablets from Ebla

In 1975 the ancient town of Ebla (3000 years B.C.) was discovered on the territory of present-day Iran (Tel Mardikh), there were 15.000 earthen tablets with written records uncovered. They contain names of the familiar towns of Palestine (Chytor, Megiddo, Jerusalem, Lachish, Gaza, Karnaim). Here one can find the oldest extra-Biblical narration about the creation of the world which is by 600 years older than Babylonian myths. The tablets with their records of the creation of the world confirm the theory of primeval revelation and they accord with the Book of Genesis by their pointing at the sole being that created heaven, moon, stars and earth from nothing. 

A record from the tablet found in Ebla: “Lord of heaven and earth, the earth had not been yet, you created it. There had been no daylight, you created it…” These excavations ridiculed the statement that Moses was not able to write down the history and moral laws for the nation. The excavations in Ebla, the law of Hammurabi witness that such practice existed a thousand years before Moses. Moses for many reasons is the real author of the Pentateuch. This law was given to Moses by God and it binds every Israelite. Even behind so a significant matter as is the law binding man in his conscience by high moral demands, there must be an undoubted authority and not some anonymous redactors. 
For the chosen nation Moses was: 

1) a prophet, a saint and a lawgiver;

2) a political and spiritual leader;

3) the law given through Moses was the essence of the life of the Israelite nation, which separated it from the surrounding nations. Up to the present days the Jews bear the consciousness that their nation has been chosen by God.

HCT in general

Every Christian, and the more so a Catholic, must base on the principle that the Holy Scripture is the revelation of God. “The author of the Holy Scripture is God” (cf. CCC 106). The co-authors, as His instruments, are the particular hagiographers. “True authors consigned to write whatever God wanted to be written, and no more.” (CCC 106) For the above-mentioned reasons it is unthinkable to search into the Bible as if it was a mere human work (cf. 1Thes 2:13). In the Holy Scripture there are a lot of mysteries exceeding human reason (but not denying it). Scientific disciplines (linguistics, archaeology, history) can contribute to a better comprehension of the text only if they respect the supernatural character of God’s revelation and if they disinterestedly search into the historical facts. 

Summary:
Every reasonable person, the more so a believing Christian, can easily understand that in HCT one deals with ideology and demagogy. For the Christian faith is based on the historical facts of God’s revelation, on historical events – birth from the Virgin, death and resurrection of Jesus Christ who is the true God and the true man. Christianity is based on His teaching which was authentically and literally preserved through the apostles until the present times in the books of the New Testament. HCT refuses to acknowledge the historical facts and does not believe that the Lord Jesus worked miracles, resurrected Lazarus from the dead, died on the cross under Pontius Pilate and on the third day He rose again from the dead, and that really and physically (not transhistorically or mystically). 
Without true conversion which is connected with the receiving of Christ as of the Saviour no one will be saved (cf. Acts 4:12). 

The most problematic group which was rejecting Christ was the theologians and the hierarchy of that time. Unfortunately, the situation is the same even nowadays. To them applied and still applies Jesus’ word: “I know that you have not the love of God within you… If you believed Moses, you would believe Me; for he wrote about Me. But if you do not believe his writings, how will you believe My words?” (Jn 5:37-47) 
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