Katelyn Cannella


Dan Brown’s The DaVinci Code has been on the “New York Times Bestseller List” for 85 weeks (as of November 14, 2004).  This novel that paints an unseen picture of Mary Magdalene and challenges fundamental Roman Catholic tenets such as the very divinity of Jesus has been, however, far outsold by the very book that it confidently criticizes: the Bible.  Nonetheless, Brown has planted doubt in the hearts of many Christians, causing them to question the beliefs they have long held.  


For some, The DaVinci Code merely suggested another possible account of religious history.  In Brown’s version, Jesus was neither the son of God, nor was he divine.  Brown attempts to strengthen this claim by pointing to Jesus’ supposed marriage to and child with Mary Magdalene, a secret allegedly protected by the Holy Grail.  For others, however, this novel was groundbreaking and challenged everything that they had ever been taught or believed in.  Still others, though, did not abandon their faith, but rather used the evidence found in their faith to conclude that Brown’s tale was simply that: a fictional story, not an accurate historical account.


Why are Christians so confident that the story of the Bible is true and Brown’s is not?   Three reasons: (1) The lack of support for Brown’s theories; (2) The factual information contained in the Scriptures; and (3) Their faith in the divinity of Christ.  As discussed in this paper, we will see that the claims made by Dan Brown in The DaVinci Code cannot be supported by hard evidence, and the sources he uses are at best questionable.  Through research and careful examination, Brown’s allegations can be clearly proven false. On the other hand, there is more than sufficient evidence suggesting that the New Testament of the Bible is a more factually based account of the true story of Jesus. Finally, centuries of religious belief that Christ was divine is based on contemporaneous accounts of his life and the leap of faith at the heart of all religious beliefs.

What exactly did Brown claim in his novel?  Brown included many pieces of information in his book that made the story more interesting and involved.  However, a reader is easily fooled by many of these “facts”, believing them to be true (and that Brown did sufficient research, when really he did not).  While many of these details are minor, they are reflective of the research and information that Dan Brown uses throughout the novel.  For example, one of the main characters in the story, Silas, is an albino Opus Dei monk.  Unfortunately, in Opus Dei, an actual conservative Catholic order favored by current Pope John Paul II, there is no order of monks.  If Brown exaggerated this detail, apparently in an effort to make his work more exciting, readable and controversial, it raises suspicion as to the factual accuracy of other aspects of the book.  Why, then, should a reader believe that Brown got other so-called “facts” in his book right?

While a detail involving the existence of monks in a Catholic order is relatively harmless, Brown puts forth other theories in his book that he represents as facts that are a little more significant, but no more accurate.  And interestingly, these other theories always falsely place the Church in a negative light.  


At one point, for example, during the novel Brown states that the Church burned five million women as witches during the European witch craze.  However, the most recent records confirm the death toll to be between 30,000 and 50,000 victims (The DaVinci Code: Fact or Fiction, 34).  While these are by no means small numbers, they are significantly less than five million!  Nor were all the victims executed by the Church, not all were women, and not all were burned.  (Dismantling the DaVinci Code, 2)  This does not excuse the executions that did occur, of course, but it does demonstrate the inaccuracy and apparent bias that Brown presents.  How could Brown mistake 30,000 for five million?  The most obvious explanation is that Brown blatantly disregarded factual accuracy to manipulate historical events in order to present a negative and controversial image of the Church.

Another example of this approach can be found in Brown’s attacks on the Church by making false accusations against Pope Clement V:  

“By the 1300s, the Vatican sanction had helped the Knights amass so much power that Pope Clement V decided that something had to be done. . . In a military maneuver worthy of the CIA, Pope Clement issued secret sealed order to be opened simultaneously by his soldiers all across Europe . . . Clement’s  Machiavellian operation came off with clockwork precision.   On that day, countless Knights were captured, tortured mercilessly, and finally burned at the stake as heretics.” (The DaVinci Code, 159)

However, in reality, King Philip the Fair of France was responsible for the initiation of crushing the Knights Templar.  His royal officials made the arrests in 1307, and local Inquisitorial courts in France burned about 120 Knights for not confessing.  Elsewhere, few Knights were killed, but their order was abolished in 1312.  (Dismantling the DaVinci Code, 5)  Once again, the real story is clearly very different from the one Brown presented in the novel.  By creating his own version, Brown painted an unjust picture of the Church, again putting blame where it was not due.


These claims against the Church were important for Brown and were part of a much larger plan.  In the novel, Brown unleashes more slanderous statements against the Church than these.  He is merely setting the stage for the very ideas that made this novel so controversial – and commercially successful.
According to Brown, (1) the Roman Emperor Constantine proclaimed Jesus’ divinity and created the New Testament of the Bible; (2) Jesus and Mary Magdalene were not only married but also had a child together; and (3) Leonardo DaVinci left clues to all of this in his artwork.  These statements obviously would be controversial, especially when Dan Brown presents them as facts.  However, after thorough inspection, many errors can be found in Brown’s argument and very little if any at all reliable evidence can be found to support his claims.
“Almost everything our fathers taught us about Christ is false,” declared Leigh Teabing, one of Brown’s characters.  (The DaVinci Code, 235)  However, it is Brown’s tale that is the fallacy.  For Brown to be correct, the New Testament virtually has to be a work of fiction.  In an effort to discredit the factual accuracy of the New Testament, Brown consulted the Gnostic Gospels instead for support for his views.  As was said before, Brown has no reliable evidence for his claims.
Gnosticism is a diverse set of ideas and doctrines that became popular during the second and third centuries A.D.:
“Gnosticism, both pagan and Christian, is about knowledge and power, and denying physical reality in order to escape into a dream world.  It is a movement that captures people’s imagination because it doesn’t require anything: salvation comes for a few chosen people who have received a special gnosis, or knowledge.  Jesus is not important, except as an example of how to escape the evil material world.  The Old Testament, therefore, is useless, as is most of the New Testament.  Only the special knowledge revealed to the few is of value.” (Presenting Fiction as Truth is Plain Nonsense, 1)
The Gnostic Gospels are texts that include “secret” poems and myths attributing sayings and beliefs to Jesus that are very different from the New Testament.  They provide an alternative view of what really happened to Jesus and his disciples.

Brown uses the Gnostic Gospels to support his whole idea that Jesus was married to Mary Magdalene.  He also claims that Jesus and Mary had a daughter named Sarah whose “holy blood” descended to the Merovingian dynasty in France, surviving to persist in several modern French families, including that of Pierre Plantard, a leader of the Priory of Sion.  

The two Gnostic documents that Brown uses the most are the Gospel of Philip and the Gospel of Mary.  In these texts Mary is called Jesus’ “companion”, which Brown and Gnostics believe means sexual partner or wife.  They also say that the apostles were jealous that Jesus favored her over them.  (Dismantling the DaVinci Code, 5)  To Brown, this apparently is enough evidence to support the idea that Jesus and Mary Magdalene were married and had a daughter.  That is, of course, if the Gnostic Gospels can be believed.

Many historians, scholars, and certainly members of the Church argue that the Gnostic Gospels are not gospels at all.  It is believed that they are not even written by the apostles, but use their names so that they would be more credible.  The apostle Paul warned against such writings:  “We ask you, brothers, not to become easily unsettled or alarmed by some prophecy, report or letter supposed to have come from us.” (2 Thessalonians 2:1-2) Unfortunately, there is a serious difference in the writing style of the New Testament and the Gnostic Gospels, and religious scholars conclude that the Gnostic Gospels just do not sound authentic and true.   

As was said earlier, in order for the Gnostic Gospels to be true, the Bible has to be false.  It is often hard to conclude whether or not a source from so long ago is reliable.  One of the most prominent and effective ways to do this, however, is to look at the date of creation of the document relative to the events discussed in it.  Using this method, the Bible, both the Old and New Testaments, is far more credible than the Gnostic Gospels.  While the Old Testament can be dated back to the first century, the earliest Gnostic writings are dated back to at least 100-150 years after the crucifixion of Christ!  (Dismantling the DaVinci Code, 4)  
Brown’s arguments are most strongly supported by the Gospel of Philip.  Unfortunately, this so-called gospel is two centuries removed from Jesus’ time.  The Gospel of Mary Magdalene is also too late to be credible, demonstrating that, despite its title, it could not actually have been written by Mary Magdalene. (The DaVinci Code: Fact or Fiction?, 19)  Which is more reliable: a contemporaneous eyewitness account or a 200-years-after-the-fact recreation of events?  This suggests that the Bible provides more accurate information than the Gnostic Gospels.
Clearly then whatever ideas Brown claims are facts cannot possibly be true because the supporting evidence is not the least bit credible.  But, if the documents weren’t written 200 years after the fact, would they prove Jesus’ supposed marriage anyway?  Absolutely not.  

Nowhere in the Gnostic Gospels does it actually say that Jesus was married to Mary Magdalene and that they had a child.  If this were true, it probably would have been mentioned somewhere.  Instead, Gnostics and Dan Brown search for answers in words like “companion” where meaning most definitely will not be found.  
Also, in these documents the disciples are described as being jealous of Mary Magdalene and speaking out against her.  This is another questionable piece of information.  From what we know of the disciples, they never would have spoken out against Jesus’ wife, even if they were jealous and disapproved.  (The DaVinci Code: Fact or Fiction?, 19)  This again gives the impression that the Gnostic Gospels are not true and it also implies that Jesus was not married to Mary Magdalene.  Brown manipulated the information in the Gnostic Gospels to support his theory.  

Though Brown uses the Gnostic Gospels to support his ideas about Jesus and his life, he fails to mention those parts of the documents that would hurt his case.  “When Peter sneers that ‘women are not worthy of Life,’ Jesus responds, ‘I myself shall lead her in order to make her male . . . For every woman who will make herself male will enter the Kingdom of Heaven.’  That’s certainly an odd way to “honor” one’s spouse or exalt the status of women.”  (Dismantling the DaVinci Code, 5)  Brown neglected to mention this because it ruins the pictures he paints of Jesus and his “wife”.    
The argument is also made that Jesus must have been married to Mary Magdalene because he was Jewish.  It is well known that Jewish men were usually married at a young age, so Jesus would be no different.  “If Jesus were not married, at least one of the Bible’s gospels would have mentioned it and offered some explanation for His unnatural state of bachelorhood.”  (The DaVinci Code, 245)  This is a weak argument because there were whole sects of men who practiced celibacy.  As a desert prophet, Jesus was easily linked with many of these men and would, therefore, practice celibacy also.  (The DaVinci Code: Fact or Fiction?, 17)  And just as Brown claims that Jesus’ bachelorhood should be mentioned in the Bible, if he had a wife wouldn’t she be mentioned?  She wasn’t because he did not have one.  His bachelorhood was not unnatural because Jesus was different from his contemporaries, in more ways than his relationship status.
Since it is clear that the Bible is a more reliable source of information, historians and scholars alike have looked there for evidence of Jesus’ marriage.  They looked in vain, however, because nowhere in the Bible does such information exist.  Surely if Jesus had a wife, his marriage would be mentioned somewhere in the Bible.  Keep in mind that the New Testament is made up of books written by the men closest to Jesus.  If he had a wife, they would know and they would have included it in His story.  
“Paul defended his right to have a wife – a prerogative he never implemented: ‘Do we not have the right to be accompanied by a wife, as the other apostles, and the brothers of the Lord and Cephas [Peter]?’  Now if Jesus himself had ever married, Paul would surely have cited that as the greatest precedent of all.”  (The DaVinci Code: Fact or Fiction?, 20)  
This shows that evidence of Jesus’ marriage is absent in the Bible.  This presents the perfect situation for Jesus’ wife to be mentioned, but she is not, proving that he did not have a wife.
Why, many ask, is it important whether or not Jesus had a wife?  Why are people so upset that Dan Brown made this claim?  First and foremost, as has been demonstrated, the claim is simply not true.  By contradicting the Bible and creating stories without facts to support them, Dan Brown is creating false history.  The DaVinci Code directly challenges the Bible and presents incorrect and misleading information.  Moreover, if Jesus were married and had fathered a child, this would reasonably imply that he was not divine.  One of the essential tenets of the Christian faith is that Jesus and God are one and the same.  God sent down his only Son to grant us eternal life.  If Christ was not divine and did not rise from the dead then “your faith is futile; you are still in your sins.”  (1 Corinthians 15:17)

Since Dan Brown proposes in his novel that Jesus was married and had a daughter, it appears that he maintains Jesus could not be divine.  Why do so many believe that Jesus was the Son of God sent down from Heaven and resurrected three days after His death?  The logical answer is that Bible says so and, it has been established and is generally accepted as our most reliable source of information on Jesus’ life.  But according to Dan Brown, this is all part of a grand scheme directed by the Church to suppress the real story of Jesus.


Dan Brown does admit that Jesus was one of the most influential men in history:

“Jesus Christ was a historical figure of staggering influence, perhaps the most enigmatic and inspirational leader the world has ever seen.  As the prophesied Messiah, Jesus toppled kings, inspired millions, and found new philosophies.  As a descendant of the lines of King Solomon and King David, Jesus possessed a rightful claim to the throne of the King of the Jews.”  (The DaVinci Code, 231)

While Jesus did and was all of these things, Brown questions the divinity of Jesus.  
The novel alleges that about three centuries after the crucifixion of Jesus, religious turmoil was taking its toll on Rome.  Emperor Constantine decided to unify Rome under Christianity in 325 A.D.  The pagan emperor selected Christianity because it was the most popular and he discretely created a hybrid religion acceptable both to sun-worshippers and to Christians.  Constantine, needing to strengthen this “new Christianity”, called together the Council of Nicaea.  At this meeting several aspects of the religion were discussed, including the divinity of Jesus.  It was decided by a vote that Jesus was in fact divine.  But several documents existed that referred to Jesus as a mortal.  To eliminate this problem, “Constantine commissioned and financed a new Bible, which omitted those gospels that spoke of Christ’s human traits and embellished those gospels that made Him godlike.  The earlier gospels were outlawed, gathered up, and burned.”  (The DaVinci Code, 234)

This is the story according to Dan Brown.  However, nowhere can evidence supporting such a version be found.  Most religious scholars and experts agree on a different version, one strongly supported by historical fact.  Constantine did in fact unite Rome under a single religion, Christianity.  He also convened the Council of Nicaea to discuss topics of importance in the Christian religion, including the divinity of Jesus.  However, just because the divinity of Jesus was discussed does not mean that Constantine proclaimed Jesus’ divinity; it was a fact simply confirmed and accepted at this time.

According to Leigh Teabing in The DaVinci Code, “By fusing pagan symbols, dates, and rituals into the growing Christian tradition, he [Constantine] created a kind of hybrid religion that was acceptable to both parties.”  (232)  One alleged piece of evidence is that the current day of worship is Sunday.  This, apparently, is a weekly tribute to the sun god.  However, Christians go to church on Sunday, not because it is Sunday, but because Jesus rose from the dead on a Sunday.  Long before Constantine’s time, Sunday was the day of worship and was called “the Lord’s day”.  (The DaVinci Code: Fact or Fiction?, 14)  Once again, Brown manipulates a piece of information to give it a meaning that positively reflects his theories.

Brown also credits Constantine with declaring Jesus’ divinity.  This is not true.  Constantine called the Council of Nicaea to create unity in Rome.  He called together 318 bishops to discuss many aspects of the religion.  From this meeting came the Nicene Creed which is recited in churches today.  

“We believe in one Lord, Jesus Christ,

 the only Son of God, 

eternally begotten of the Father, 

God from God, Light from Light,

true God from true God,  

begotten, not made,

of one Being with the Father.”

It is true that the divinity of Jesus was voted upon at the Council of Nicaea.  However, the bishops were not discussing whether or not Jesus was in fact divine.  They were really deciding to make it an official and universal belief.  Also, the vote was not based on a matter of opinion.  The bishops used the Bible (which is our greatest source of information on this topic) and concluded that based on the Scriptures, Jesus could not have been created and was therefore not mortal.  Using the same procedure, they came to the conclusion that Jesus and God were one and the same.  

 Brown claims that the vote taken by the bishops on Christ’s divinity was a “relatively close” one.  (The DaVinci Code, 233)  If the vote was close, the reader might surmise, then the bishops were conflicted on whether or not Jesus was divine.  But the vote was not close at all!  Only two of 318 bishops refused to sign the Nicene Creed.  (The DaVinci Deception, 8)  Clearly, then, the issue was not nearly as central or ambiguous as Brown suggests.  For two and a half centuries before the Council of Nicaea, the nearly universal opinion of the Church was that Christ was divine.  (The DaVinci Deception, 10)  Constantine and the bishops were just reaffirming this as an official tenet of Christian belief.

There is documented evidence that people believed in the divinity of Jesus before the Council.  Two-hundred years before the Council, Ignatius talked of Jesus and God being one.  
“In A.D. 110, he wrote a series of letters to several churches while on his way to martyrdom in Rome.  The centerpiece of his doctrine was his conviction that Christ is God Incarnate.  ‘There is one God who manifests himself through Jesus Christ his son.’  Another source elaborates further: Ignatius speaks of Jesus as ‘Son of Mary and Son of God . . . Jesus Christ our Lord,’ calling Jesus ‘God Incarnate’.  In fact, he refers to him as ‘Christ God’.  Remember he wrote all this a full 200 years before the Council of Nicaea!”  (The DaVinci Deception, 9)
The writings of others such as Polycarp of Smyrna, Justin Martyr, and Irenaeus also allude to Jesus’ divinity.   (The DaVinci Deception, 9-10)  This is substantial evidence that the divinity of Jesus was not just declared by Constantine, as Brown claims it to be.

In Brown’s version, where Jesus is not divine, Constantine had to cover up these writings that describe Jesus as a man.  

“Because Constantine upgraded Jesus’ status almost four centuries after Jesus’ death, thousands of documents already existed chronicling His life as a mortal man.  To rewrite the history books, Constantine knew he would need a bold stroke.” (The DaVinci Code, 234)


It is almost ridiculous to claim that Constantine could rewrite the Bible according to his desires.  Besides the fact that he had no need to do so, there is no way that he could change documents that were widely circulated, and wouldn’t Christians notice the change in doctrine?  It is naïve to think that they wouldn’t.


This was not a problem, though, because Constantine did not change the Scriptures of the Bible.  Neither he nor the bishops present at the Council of Nicaea decided what books were to be used in the Bible.  Constantine did, however, have fifty Bibles made up to be used in the churches across Rome.  Included in these Bibles were the same twenty-seven books that were already in use at that time and are still in use today.  (The DaVinci Deception, 71)  

Not only was Constantine not responsible for selecting which books went into the Bible, there is no evidence that the content of the New Testament was even discussed at the Council of Nicaea.  The writings had taken hold as canonical Scriptures before this time.  There were twenty rulings issued at the Council of Nicaea and all of these are still in existence today.  Not a single one of these rulings even refers to the books that were included, nonetheless, excluded from the Bible.  (The DaVinci Deception, 14-15)


What if, as Brown’s novel suggests, Jesus was just a man and that his divinity and the entire Christian religion are just a conspiracy?  If this is the truth, then Jesus’ apostles must have been in on the secret, seeing as they were those closest to Jesus.  (The DaVinci Deception, 56)  This would imply that all the things said by and actions of the apostles were just attempts to cover up something.  Why would they dedicate their lives to a lie?  Would they be willing to sacrifice their lives for something they knew was not true?  This seems unlikely.  


If the disciples were in on the secret and decided to declare that a man was the son of God, Jesus would be an unlikely candidate.  (The DaVinci Deception, 87)  People at the time were looking for a Messiah who would save them all.  They were expecting a powerful warrior ready with armor on and sword drawn, willing to fight away all adversaries.  Jesus obviously was not this picturesque Messiah.  The disciples could have been a lot more convincing with someone else as their figurehead.  In addition, to endorse a man as one and the same with God would be seen as breaking the First Commandment (Thou shalt have no other Gods before me).  If they did not actually think that Jesus and God were the same person, then they never would have made these claims and gone against the rules of their religion.  (The DaVinci Deception, 87)

In spite of all these reasons supporting Jesus’ divinity, some like Dan Brown still contend that he was married and had a daughter.  If the evidence for this is not found in the New Testament or even the Gnostic Gospels, then where is it?  According to Brown, it is hidden in the works of Leonardo DaVinci.  


As Brown’s story goes, the Church tried to cover up Jesus’ marriage to Mary Magdalene.  A French king named Godefroi de Bouillon apparently knew this secret which had been passed down through his family since Jesus’ time.  He feared that when he died this secret would be lost forever, so he created the secret society, The Priory of Sion, to keep the secret by passing it down through the generations.  The Priory eventually learned of a cache of hidden documents buried beneath the temple in Jerusalem that confirmed Godefroi’s secret that the Church was eager to find and confiscate.  The Priory created the Knights Templar to retrieve the documents in order to protect the secret from the Church.  

The collection of documents and the secret they protect became known by the name Sangreal.  Over time the word Sangreal has acquired a more modern name – The Holy Grail.  “Legend tells us the Holy Grail is a chalice – a cup.  But the Grail’s description as a chalice is actually an allegory to protect the true nature of the Holy Grail.  That is to say, the legend uses the chalice as a metaphor for something far more important.  The Grail is literally the ancient symbol for womanhood and the Holy Grail represents the sacred feminine and the goddess.”  (The DaVinci Code, 238) Therefore the secret that the Priory of Sion protected was that the Holy Grail was merely a metaphor for the sacred feminine.  It turns out that it also referred to an actual person – Mary Magdalene – and her secret was her marriage to Jesus.  

Leonardo DaVinci, one of the greatest painters of the Italian Renaissance, was allegedly one of the leaders of the Priory of Sion.  This would mean, of course, that he was in on the secret.  Brown in his novel contends that Leonardo DaVinci hints at the truth through his artwork and that this is proof that Jesus was married to Mary Magdalene.

This is apparently most obvious in the painting The Last Supper.  As one of the most legendary paintings of all time, many might find it hard to believe that DaVinci had included any kind of secret that could have escaped so many inquiring eyes.  But, according to Brown, our preconceived notions of this painting are stronger than our mind and they actually block out what our eyes are taking in.

The Last Supper is a painting of Jesus Christ and his twelve disciples, six on His left and six on His right.  In the seat of honor, to the right of Jesus, is what most have always believed to be the disciple John.  But in The DaVinci Code readers are led to believe that the person sitting next to Jesus is not John; he, apparently, is not even present in the painting.  The guest of honor is, instead, Mary Magdalene.  And this, supposedly, means that Jesus and Mary Magdalene must have been married.  

The main problem with this theory, however, is that the person painted in The Last Supper cannot be Mary Magdalene and must be John.  It is obvious that the person in the painting is very feminine looking, with flowing red hair and gently crossed hands.  However, this depiction of John is consistent with DaVinci’s other illustrations of him.  

(The DaVinci Deception, 42)  Why, then, in the other cases is it understood that John just looks feminine but in this situation it must really be Mary Magdalene?  That is obviously not logical.  If the John in The Last Supper is similar to the portrayal of John in other pieces of art, then most likely it really is John in The Last Supper.  Also, if this were not John, he would be missing from the picture.  (The DaVinci Code: Fact or Fiction?, 26)  John is one of the most important disciples in the story of the life of Jesus; he clearly could not just be missing from one of the most important events in the life of Jesus.


One other piece of “evidence” that Brown claims can be found in The Last Supper is the absence of a chalice that Jesus used to share the wine with his disciples.  Instead, there are thirteen stemless glass cups on the table, one for each person.  Since many believe that the Holy Grail is the chalice that Jesus used at the Last Supper, Brown finds it odd that such an important object is missing from the table.  “A bit strange, don’t you think, considering that both the Bible and our standard Grail legend celebrate this moment as the definitive arrival of the Holy Grail.  Oddly, DaVinci appears to have forgotten to paint the Cup of Christ.”  (The DaVinci Code, 236)  This, he believes, is because the Holy Grail is already present in the painting (because in Brown’s version the Holy Grail is Mary Magdalene).  This, too, is a weak piece of evidence.  The real reason that the actual chalice, the Holy Grail, is not present in DaVinci’s painting of the Last Supper is because the painting does not depict Jesus breaking the bread and sharing the wine.  This painting captures the moment when Jesus reveals to the disciples that “One of you will betray me”.  (John 13:21)  It depicts the surprise of this moment and nothing more.  (The DaVinci Deception, 42)  Therefore, if the chalice were present in the painting, it would be misplaced because it is not part of this scene.  (Dismantling the DaVinci Code, 6)


While Dan Brown definitely creates an exciting novel with a wild chase, under closer surveillance very few of the ideas presented in the book have historical merit.  The reader is originally given the impression that Brown has done his research and included more than enough details to make the story both informative and riveting.  It is apparent now, however, that this is just one more instance where Brown tries to mislead his audience.  

“So, why bother with such a close reading of a worthless novel?  The answer is simple: The DaVinci Code takes esoterica mainstream.  It may well do for Gnosticism what The Mists of Avalon did for paganism – gain it popular acceptance.  After all, how many lay readers will see the blazing inaccuracies put forward as buried truths?  What’s more, in making phony claims of scholarship, Brown’s book infects readers with a virulent hostility toward Catholicism.”  (Dismantling the DaVinci Code, 6)

Many will take Brown’s story at face value because they do not know any better.  However, it is now obvious that Brown’s arguments can easily be undermined with the truth.


To reiterate the obvious, the concept that Constantine proclaimed Jesus’ divinity and also created the Bible is completely unfounded.  The universal opinion of Jesus, long before the Council of Nicaea, was that He was divine and one with God.  The Bible that was created by Constantine was merely a collection of the twenty-seven books that were already in use worldwide.  The contents of the New Testament were not even discussed at the Council of Nicaea.  The idea that Jesus and Mary Magdalene were married has been disproved on many levels.  First, the Gnostic Gospels, one of Brown’s biggest sources of information, are not as credible as the books of the New Testament because they were written at least two centuries after Jesus’ crucifixion.  Nowhere in the Gnostic Gospels does it specifically say that Jesus and Mary Magdalene were married.  Nowhere in the New Testament (the legitimate and eyewitness account of history) is Jesus’ marriage mentioned.  DaVinci’s painting, which allegedly includes Mary Magdalene, in fact does not.  Instead, St. John is depicted as a youth delicately, not femininely, as was consistent with DaVinci’s other illustrations of him.  

Clearly, then, readers should only take Dan Brown’s The DaVinci Code for what it is – a novel.  If an accurate and credible story of the history of Jesus Christ and Christianity is desired, then this novel is not the right place to look.  Instead, the real story can be found in a book that dates back to the time of Christ – the New Testament.
