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Cracking the DaVinci Code, Part 3

Discovering Mary Magdalene

June 4th, 2006

Needless to say, unless you’re from a “galaxy far far away”, you’re pretty much aware of the DaVinci Code phenomena…

· With nearly fifty million copies sold throughout the world… and with a record box office turnout raking in over… get ready… $463 million dollars worldwide over the past few weeks (Variety), the DaVinci Code has become one of the most popular fiction stories in history.

· Even the sales of the book Holy Blood, Holy Grail, whose authors publicly accused Brown of copying from them, has seen nearly an 800% increase in their own sales. 

· Just head over to Barnes and Noble or Borders and you’ll see that you can’t walk ten feet without bumping into a display case promoting some kind of DaVinci Code related book.

In fact, I was sitting in the café there last week working on my sermon… and just so happened to look over to the Christianity section of books, which was just a few feet away from where I was sitting.

· I was blown away to see how many books they’ve brought in on the various Gnostic Gospels, the Holy Grail, the Sacred Feminine and Goddess Worship… all the different topics related to the DaVinci Code.

· In a way, it seems that any book that promises to reveal secrets about Jesus… secrets long suppressed by the church… secrets that set out to debunk traditional views of Jesus, seem to have an instant audience in our culture today…

· Then mix in a conspiracy theory along with an anti-establishment approach, and you’ve got yourself a best selling book.

· And yet, from what we’ve seen over the past two weeks is that even the DaVinci Code, the granddaddy of all these books, offers little more life-changing insight than a 30-minute episode of Scooby-Doo.
Now remember, according to the DaVinci Code, the Holy Grail was never a cup, it wasn’t a chalice that Jesus passed around the table at the Last Supper… as legend has it… or the cup that caught the blood of Jesus at the Cross.
· Instead, the Holy Grail is, in fact, a “woman who carried with her a secret so powerful, that if revealed, it threatened to devastate the very foundation of Christianity” (DVC p. 239).
· And who is this woman and what was her secret?  It was none other than Mary Magdalene… and her secret was that she and Jesus were married and bore a daughter together named Sarah.

· And so, far from being a cup or chalice that held the blood of Christ, it was Mary Magdalene who held the blood of Christ in the form of a baby in her womb.

Now of course, the book’s expert on all things Holy Grail, Lord Teabing, tells Sophie that the marriage between Jesus and Mary is “a matter of historical record,” and that the famous renaissance painter, Leonardo DaVinci knew it.  

· In fact, Teabing insists that DaVinci’s Last Supper “practically shouts at the viewer that Jesus and Magdalene were a pair” (DVC p.244)

· How did DaVinci communicate that in his Last Supper?  By painting Mary Magdalene as the person sitting to Jesus’ right instead of the Apostle John… and that when you look at the painting, you see that Jesus and Mary have a space between them that forms the shape of a “V”. [see slide]

· By the way, I think we proved two weeks ago, beyond any doubt, why the person to Jesus’ left wasn’t Mary… check out the sermon online if you weren’t there.

· Now, according to Brown, who asserts that “all descriptions of artwork” in the DVC are factual, the “V” shape is a pagan symbol representing the sacred feminine.

But DaVinci was even more cleaver than that. Teabing explains to Sophie, “’If you view Jesus and Magdalene as compositional elements rather than as people, you will see another obvious shape leap out at you.’  Sophie saw it at once.  To say the letter leapt out at her was an understatement.  The letter was suddenly all she could see. Glaring in the center of the painting was the unquestionable outline of an enormous, flawlessly formed letter “M”.” (DVC p.243-5)

· And what does that “M” stand for?  Of course, it stands for Matrimonio or Magdalene proving her intimate relationship with Jesus and the place given to her by Jesus as leader of His Church. [slide]
· Can you believe this?  Are you starting to feel as though you’re watching Sesame Street?

· You see, the Vineyard is sponsored this morning by the letter “V” and the letter “M”.  That’s how ridiculous is this? 

· In fact, as I look at the Last Supper, I don’t see an “M”, I see a “T” and a “P”, which probably was a secret left by DaVinci that the disciples preferred Twinkies more than bread… Pepsi over Coke. [slide]
· And yet, sadly, 53% of Americans who have read the book say that it has been helpful in their “personal spiritual growth and understanding.”
· Well… what I’d like to do with the rest of our time together this morning is to look at this whole question of who Mary Magdalene really was and whether she and Jesus really were a “pair” as the DaVinci Code claims.
1. Were Jesus and Mary Magdalene a pair?
Dan Brown seems to believe that if you say something frequently and forcefully enough, people will believe it. In the book, Teabing emphatically asserts that “... the marriage of Jesus and Mary Magdalene is part of the historical record… I shan’t bore you with the countless references to Jesus and Magdalene’s union” (DVC, p. 245, 247) 

· In reality, there is not a shred ancient evidence that Jesus was married to Mary Magdalene, and to my knowledge, nobody even suggested it until the book Holy Blood, Holy Grail appeared in the 1980s! 

· You see, the reason Teabing “shan’t bore” them with the “countless” references to Jesus’ marriage is because there aren’t any!

· But, according to the DaVinci Code, doesn’t Jesus kiss Mary Magdalene in the Gospel of Philip?  

· The passage, quoted in book reads: “And the companion of the Savior is Mary Magdalene. Christ loved her more than all the disciples and used to kiss her often on her mouth. The rest of the disciples were offended by it and expressed disapproval. They said to him, “Why do you love her more than all of us?” (DVC, p. 246; quoting from the Gospel of Philip 63.33-64.4)

· Wow... Jesus and Mary kissing?! What’s going on here? 

First of all, this passage was not taken from the New Testament.  Instead, it’s from the Gospel of Philip, which was composed in the 3rd century AD, hundreds of years after Jesus lived. 

· And the purpose of these Gnostic Gospels wasn’t to convey authentic stories of Jesus… they were, instead, stories meant to express Gnostic Theology (I’ll share more about Gnosticism next week).

· In fact, you will hardly find a scholar anywhere in the world – even those sympathetic to Gnosticism – who consider this passage and those like it, to reflect a historical story about Jesus. 

· In this case, the writer is explaining how gnosis or wisdom is passed from between people through a kiss. 

In Gnosticism the kiss is used to pass on spiritual knowledge (gno¯sis) from Jesus. In the Second Apocalypse of James, another Gnostic writing, Jesus passes on secret knowledge to his half-brother James by means of a kiss. 

· “And he kissed my mouth. He took hold of me, saying, ‘My beloved! Behold, I shall reveal to you those (things) that (neither) [the] heavens nor their archons have known.... Behold, I shall reveal to you everything, my beloved.’” (56.14-57.9)

· Through that kiss, Jesus’ brother James receives special status because of the secret knowledge Jesus has passed on to him

· The same is true regarding Mary Magdalene… where the writer of that Gnostic document was elevating Mary’s status as having received special knowledge from Jesus… not by claiming she was married to Jesus.
But even if we were going to go with Brown’s incorrect view that the kiss being spoken of here is, in fact, a real life smooch...  even then he’d be wrong in his interpretation here.
· Just like today, in the NT era, the “kiss” does not always refer to an intimate kiss… but the kiss of fellowship between family and friends.
· In fact, the New Testament tell us five different times to “greet one another with a holy kiss.” (Rom. 16:16; I Cor. 16:20; II Cor. 13:12; I Thess. 5:26; 1 Pet. 5:14). 

· Justin Martyr (AD 150-200) wrote that people exchanged kisses following a time of prayer. Later writers say that Christians exchanged kisses prior to the communion service.

· Elsewhere in the Gospel of Philip, all the disciples are said to kiss one another (Gospel of Philip 59.2-5). 

The Second thing I want to share about that passage is that the fragments we have from the Gospel of Philip here are in terrible shape… forcing others room to fill in large gaps any way they want.  

· Let me show you how the fragment actually reads… and keep in mind that whenever you see brackets, that piece of the fragment is missing, leaving you to fill in the blanks:

· “And the companion of the [Savior] Mary Magdalene [loved] her more than [all] the disciples [and used to] kiss her [often] on her [mouth].” 

· You see, every word you see in brackets here has been filled in different ways by different people based upon their prior assumptions.

Lastly, Brown argues that the word “companion” here is an Aramaic word that means spouse or wife… so that the passage would have to read, “And the wife of the Savior is Mary Magdalene.”
· If Dan Brown had even read the cliff notes on the Gospel of Philip he would have known that this 3rd century text was written in Coptic… not Aramaic.

· But again, even if Brown were right, which he isn’t, the Aramaic equivalent would refer more to a “friend” than anything else.

· But again, the Gospel of Philip was written in Coptic… and, do you know what the actual Coptic word used here for companion really means?  It means “friend” or… yes… “Companion”!

2. Could Jesus have been married?
The main “evidence” The DaVinci Code gives for Jesus as a married man is its assertion that it would have been unthinkable for a Jewish man of Jesus’ Day to remain single. 

· The Harvard Ph.D., Robert Langdon, asserts that “the social decorum during that time virtually forbid a Jewish man to be unmarried.” (DVC, p. 245).

· That’s like saying “Most British prime ministers are men; therefore Margaret Thatcher is a man.” Doesn’t make sense, right? 

· Although Jewish men of Jesus’ day were usually married, there were many exceptions. The Essenes of the Dead Sea Scroll community at Qumran remained single. 

· Other archeological discoveries made near the Dead Sea have shown that there were both married and unmarried men and women in the adult community.
· John the Baptist, the forerunner or the Messiah, was single. In fact the two most prominent non-Christian Jewish writers from the New Testament era, Josephus and Philo, both refer to celibate Jews during this time. 
Jesus said in the New Testament that the Son of Man had no place to lay his head (Matt. 8:20; Luke 9:58). If he had a wife, he would have provided a home for her if she weren’t amongst those who traveled with him.  

· If she did travel with him then certainly she would have mentioned her.  

· For example, while on the Cross of Calvary, Jesus commended his mother to the care of John, but he does not assign any care for a wife – even though Mary Magdalene was present! (John 6:25-27). 
· Browns' story also argues Jesus really must have been married because as a Rabbi he would have no other choice but to get married.

· But Jesus was not a rabbi in any formal sense... and certainly never described himself as one.  If he was called a rabbi, it was only because of the religious authority he carried. 

So what about a child?  Could Jesus have been married and birthed a child whose descendents could still be walking around today?

· First of all, Jesus didn’t have a child… because while there is evidence pointing to his being unmarried, there isn’t a shred of biblical, historical, or archeological evidence that suggests he was married.

· And yet, Teabing goes on… “A child of Jesus would undermine the critical notion of Christ’s divinity and therefore the Christian Church” (DVC, 254). 

· But this is completely off the mark. The Bible teaches that God created sex both as a means of procreation and as a wonderful expression of love between a husband and wife (Gen. 2:24). 

· Because Jesus was fully human, as well as fully divine, marriage simply would have been an expression of his human nature… and having children would have been a natural outcome of that.  

· No one is denying it b/c it would undermine our faith… we deny it because history denies it.

Once again, Dan Brown shows how little he knows about Gnosticism.  You see, the idea that sex is evil or defiling, even within marriage, is a Gnostic idea, not a Christian one… 

· And so, if we were to find some sort of bona fide archeological evidence to support the idea that Jesus was married, which I truly don’t believe will ever happen, it would not change our faith one iota.

· The reason Jesus was said to be single is simply b/c it is the only position that is consistent with Scripture and history.

It is certainly true that some later church leaders viewed the celibate life as a higher calling, but this was not the teaching of Jesus or the apostles. Jesus himself affirmed the institution of marriage and the “one flesh” sexual union of husband and wife (Mark 10:7-8). 

· But even for Paul… while he extols the single life as a means to unencumbered ministry for the Lord, he also affirms marriage as a high calling (1 Cor. 7). 

· We know that Peter and other apostles were married, as were Jesus’ brothers who were leaders in the church.

· In fact, Paul writes in 1 Corinthians 9:5, “Do we not have the right to be accompanied by a believing wife, as do the other apostles and the brothers of the Lord and Cephas?” 

· If Jesus were married, Paul would have certainly included Jesus in this passage.  

· In fact, none of the disciples would have thought it strange or inappropriate for Jesus to have been married… there would have been nothing to keep them from writing about Jesus’ wife if he were married.  

· But again, not a single source, whether Christian or non-Christian, has ever mentioned Jesus being married.

Beyond that… Jesus had a mission to accomplish and He understood this at a very early age. Do you remember His response to His parents when they lost Him in the temple? 

· Jesus said, "I must be about My Father's business." 
· Jesus new He had a mission to fulfill, one that would end in His death, resurrection, and ascension.
· And, on top of that, the truth is, Jesus was already betrothed… you and to me.  The Bible teaches that we… that the church is the very Bride of Christ.
3. Who was Mary Magdalene?
One of the few facts The DaVinci Code actually gets right is that Mary Magdalene was not a prostitute. 

· Truth is, the identification of Mary as a prostitute resulted from confusion within the church concerning at least four different women in the Gospels: 

· Mary Magdalene, one of Jesus’ female disciples; 

· Mary of Bethany, sister of Martha and Lazarus, who was both a disciple of Jesus and one of the women who anointed his feet; 

· An unnamed woman with a sinful reputation who also anointed Jesus’ feet (Luke 7:36-50); 

· Another unnamed woman accused of committing adultery and brought before Jesus in an attempt to trap him (John 7:53-8:11). 

· Because of the confusion concerning these different women and events, Pope Gregory the Great preached a sermon in 591 declaring all four of them to be one-and-the-same. 

· The unfortunate result of this confusion is that Mary Magdalene came to be viewed in the church as a repentant prostitute. 

But… if Mary Magdalene wasn’t a prostitute, who was she? Unfortunately, there’s not a whole lot we really do know about her…

· Her name was Miriam and she came from a small fishing town on the Northwest corner of the Sea of Galilee called Magdela… where she must encountered Jesus one day while preaching to the multitudes.

· She was also one of the women disciples who supported Jesus during his ministry in Galilee (Luke 8:1-3; cf. Mark 15:41); 

· Jesus had cast out seven demons from her earlier in his ministry (Luke 8:2); 

· She was present with other women at the climactic events in Jesus’ ministry: his crucifixion, his burial, and at the discovery of his empty tomb; 

· In an important episode in John’s Gospel, Mary encounters Jesus alone at the empty tomb, and serves as the first witness to the resurrected Lord (John 20:1-2, 10-18). 

· At the very least this suggests that she was one of the most prominent of Jesus’ followers. 
4. Did the early Church demote Mary?
The DaVinci Code claims that although Jesus intended to make Mary his successor, Peter and the early church sought to discredit her by making her out to be a prostitute. 

· In fact, the truth is not nearly so scandalous or sensationalistic. As noted above, Mary’s inaccurate characterization as a prostitute arose from confusion in the church concerning various women and events. 

· There is no historical evidence for more sinister motives to discredit her leadership. In fact, orthodox leaders in the church spoke highly of Mary and her prominence rose in the church through the centuries. 

· She became a saint; a feast day was established in her honor (July 22), and an entire mass was dedicated to her. All this hardly constitutes a smear campaign!

Also… if, as The DaVinci Code claims, “the Church outlawed speaking of the shunned Mary Magdalene” (p. 261) and radically altered the Bible to suit its own political agenda (p. 231), why does Mary play such a prominent role in the Gospels? 

· Not only is she named first in lists of women followers, but, as I shared a few minutes ago, she figures prominently as the first witness to the resurrection. 

· If the church wanted to destroy her reputation, it could have done a much better job of it! 

· There is no evidence that the church demoted Mary from a position of authority or that Jesus intended her to have a more prominent role than the New Testament attributes to her.
But even beyond that… Dan Brown’s argument that Jesus commissions Mary to be His successor, not Peter, has another flaw.  That is, Jesus didn’t actually choose any ONE person as His successor… not Peter, not Mary, not any ONE person.  
· Peter said himself, “But you are a chosen people, a royal priesthood, a holy nation, a people belonging to God, that you may declare the praises of Him who called you out of darkness into his wonderful light.” 1 Peter 2:9.  
· You see, Jesus wasn’t looking for a replacement since he wasn’t disappearing from the church.  We read in Ephesians that Jesus remained not only as the chief cornerstone of the church (2:19) but also the very head of the church (ch.5).
5. Was the early church anti-women? 
Of course in The DaVinci Code, the plot to discredit Mary is part of the church’s larger campaign against women and the pure religion of the “sacred feminine.” 

· In fact, the DaVinci Code says that pagan religions such as those of Rome gave greater honor to women than Christianity did because they had goddesses as well as gods. 

· Dan Brown writes on his website, danbrown.com, that “Two thousand years ago, we lived in a world with gods and goddesses. Today we live in a world solely of gods.  Women in most cultures have been stripped of their spiritual power.”

· But the reality is that in its early centuries, in spite of the fact that there was pagan goddess worship, women were not treated well.  In fact, countless were forced into temple prostitution and even sacrificed.

Truth is, women came into the church in huge numbers… rejecting the pagan gods and goddesses in order to embrace Jesus Christ and to be part of His community.

· Now I will ay that historically, the Church CAN be faulted for devaluing and even subjugating women… but not as part of any conspiracy theory.  Just know… that WON’T happen in this church.  

· My deepest desire is to see our women released into every area of ministry, given the same respect and authority as any man. 

Do you remember a passage in John 4 where Jesus was having a conversation with a Samaritan woman at the well?  Do you remember why the disciples were so frustrated with Jesus when they met up with him?

· John 4:27 says, “Just then his disciples came back. They were shocked to find him talking to a woman, but none of them had the nerve to ask, "What do you want with her?" or "Why are you talking to her?"
· The disciples weren’t upset that she was a Samaritan… although I’m sure they didn’t like him talking to one.  They were upset that Jesus was having a real conversation with a woman… that just wasn’t done. 

· But the truth is, the New Testament gives far greater status and dignity to women than the society of its day. 

· For example, in the story of Mary and Martha (this is Mary of Bethany, not Mary Magdalene), Jesus praised Mary for taking the role of a disciple, as she sat at his feet learning from him (Luke 10:38-42). 

· This is shocking in a Jewish context where a rabbi would never have a female disciple. 

I read last week from Luke 8 where we find a number of female disciples accompanying Jesus and the twelve disciples… a practice that would have clearly been counter-cultural in first century Judaism (Luke 8:1-3). 

· Even more, if the Gospel writers intended to downplay the importance of women, why would they portray women as the ones who remained faithful to Jesus even at the cross (after the male disciples deserted him!)?

· And why would they portray them as the first witnesses to the resurrection? In a Jewish culture where women were not considered reliable enough to testify in court, the Gospel writers portray them as the foundational witnesses to the Resurrection.

· In the book of Acts and the New Testament Epistles, women assume prominent roles as prophets (Acts 21:9), house church leaders (Lydia: Acts 16:13-15), and teachers (Priscilla: Acts 18:26). 

· Paul speaks of various women as his co-workers (Rom. 16:3; Phil. 4:2-3). 

But moving from the defensive to the offensive for a minute… it’s interesting how Dan Brown, who loves to see himself as championing women in this book, makes one of his central characters named Sophie (which means wisdom) into someone so obviously lacking wisdom!  

· In every respect, in nearly every scene, she is portrayed like a naïve child who is dependent in every sense on Langdon and Teabing to discover the truth.

· Let me just show you some statements pulled from just five pages of the DaVinci Code…

· “Sophie nodded, her eyes riveted on Langdon;”  “Sophie looked uncertain;” “Sophie glanced up with a surprised look of recognition;” “Sophie already looked troubled;” “Sophie looked confused;” “Sophie looked uneasy;” “Sophie looked skeptical.”

· Langdon, our PhD male Harvard professor says in the book, “Replication.  Repeating a symbol, is the simplest way to strengthen its meaning.”

· Well, Langdon’s creator, Dan Brown, obviously wants to strengthen our view of Sophie as a helpless woman who could never have discovered her destiny if it hadn’t been for her more highly educated male rescuer.

You know, one of the reasons this book has become so popular is because people are searching for truth, meaning, and purpose.  Ecclesiastes 3:11 says that God has set “eternity in the hearts of men.”  

· That means we will always be restless until we are at peace with God.   It may be a suspenseful fiction novel… but the truth is, we don’t need DaVinci’s Code… we need DaBible’s God.  

· When life gets stressful and the world closes in a bit, we need a real God who can understand.  

When no one else knows how we feel, we need the love of a real God who has proven Himself faithful over and over again.  

· Jesus loved Mary Magdalene… in every respect, He saved her life.  

· But He didn’t come into this world to marry… He came into this world as God’s sinless sacrifice… to pay the debt that we couldn’t pay ourselves.  

· Jesus said in John 10, “I came that you might have life… and that you might have it abundantly.”  Let’s worship Him.

� If I were to read between the lines here, my guess is that the writer was that Jesus was addressing Mary Magdalene as his “spiritual sister.” In fact, in another Gnostic document called, Dialogue of the Savior (132.26), this is just what Jesus called her.








