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Controversy Surrounding the DaVinci Code
The DaVinci Code is a fast paced thriller that brings to light a bold claim. This claim has been the cause of the book’s fame and many critiques.  The claim asserts that Jesus Christ was a mortal man who was as human as anyone else. He had human doubts and needs; human problems and flaws; and most importantly, he had human relationships – a family. Mary Magdalene, a prominent female follower, perhaps even Jesus’ head apostle, is believed to have given birth to the child of Christ. Jesus is portrayed as being celibate in the Bible. The possibility of this being false has significant implications for Christianity. This claim is also often referred to as the “Holy Grail Theory”, because the ‘holy grail’ from biblical texts is speculated to be a metaphor for the child of Jesus and Marry Magdalene-the container that holds the blood of Christ.
Daniel Brown, author of the DaVinci Code, is of the opinion that the portrayal of Mary as a prostitute, along with the omission of her relationship to Christ, is a result of the early church’s attempts to slander Mary as well as dehumanize Jesus in order to make him appear superior to human beings.  Brown includes further conspiracy in his story however, by claiming that this slandering was not just a means of promoting male superiority in the current society, but an attempt to demonize the sacred feminine.  In original Jewish faith, God never had a gender.  Such a limitation has been imposed by Christianity.  Women at one point had a share of the divine. This has been lost in Christianity. Carl E. Olson and Sandra Miesel concluded that “The major theme of Brown’s novel is the pressing need to recover the ‘sacred feminine’ and a revitalized worship of a goddess or goddesses. Brown states, in responding on his website to the question about his novel being "empowering to women," that, “Two thousand years ago, we lived in a world of Gods and Goddesses. Today, we live in a world solely of Gods. Women in most cultures have been stripped of their spiritual power. The novel touches on questions of how and why this shift occurred…and on what lessons we might learn from it regarding our future.”” (“Cracking the Anti-Catholic Code”) 
*While the DaVinci Code may be somewhat of an embellishment of the original grail theory, there are enough historical clues to eliminate most reasonable doubt that the core theme of the Davinci Code is true.  The extreme controversy is primarily a result of resistance from right-wing Christians that are too cowardly to give the idea a chance.  That isn’t to say that skeptics and critics are incorrect in their journalistic bashings of the Davinci Code’s historical accuracy.  However, the theme of the holy grail itself is no less true than anything one will find in the bible. +In the end, the holy grail theory presented in the Davinci Code is more likely to be true than the traditional biblical stories of Christ for the following reasons: First, neither theory has irrevocable proof of its claims; second, there are many historic and biblical anomalies that support the grail theory; and lastly, the Bible was written by man – there was sufficient motivation to fabricate and omit texts for social and political agendas.
One could argue that believing either claim is a leap of faith. This is true to an extent. However, there is much to suggest that the grail theory is a significantly shorter leap than the fantastic and unbelievable story of Christ.
Neither side has any proof.  Devout Christians have a tendency towards using the Bible as evidence against the DaVinci Code. An anonymous member from a Christian organization wrote this: “. . . Jesus Christ was not married.  This myth about Christ has been around for centuries.  A recent popular book, the DaVinci Code, speaks of Christ being married to Mary Magdalene.  This myth / lie is absolutely false and has no basis theologically, historically, or Biblically.  If Jesus had been married, the Bible would have told us so.” (“Is there any truth to the DaVinci Code?”)  
A claim that the “. . . Bible would have told us so” is obviously ludicrous.  This is the very reason there is so much controversy. The Davinci Code brings into question the validity of the Bible.  However, because the Bible was written by man, it can not be used as a source of evidence.  Information can be gleaned from historical accounts within the Bible, but whether or not that information is true lies open to debate.  The power behind the DaVinci Code’s claims resides not in a proof, but a probability.  If neither the traditional biblical texts nor the grail theory can be proven true, we are then forced to look at the likelihood of truth in one or the other.
There are numerous historic and biblical anomalies that support the grail theory. Obviously there must be certain texts within the Bible, as well as ancient historical texts that bring the traditional accounts into question.  If such anomalies did not exist, the grail theory would have no origin. It certainly isn’t a mere product of scholarly imagination.
One such anomaly is the portrayal of Mary Magdalene as a prostitute. Kenneth Woodward writes: “Scholars have known for decades, if not longer, that Mary Magdalene was not a prostitute, and that she had been erroneously conflated in early Christian tradition with the penitent woman in Luke. . .” (Woodward, 51) However, such a portrayal of Mary, though assumed to be an error due to confusion of the different prominent women at the time, many sharing the name Mary, could have just as easily been propaganda. Regardless, it proves the fact that the Bible is not an inerrant source of information, and therefore cannot be solely relied upon.  This touches upon another theme of the DaVinci Code in which Brown states that “History is always written by the winners. When two cultures clash, the loser is obliterated, and the winner writes the history books—books which glorify their own cause and disparage the conquered foe. As Napoleon once said, ‘What is history, but a fable agreed upon?’” (“SparkNote on The DaVinci Code”) Certainly the Bible is no exception to the law of historical Darwinism.

Other inconsistencies abound concerning the relationship between Mary and Jesus.  It is necessary to consider the old customs of the Jewish peoples. Dan Burstein states that: “. . . most of the rabbis in Jewish culture in those days were married, and Jesus is called “rabboni” by Mary Magdalene and many of his followers in the New Testament. If he was a Jewish rabbi, wouldn’t the expectation be that he would be married?  Weren’t Peter and several of the other apostles explicitly referred to as married?  Why would Jesus have practiced celibacy when Biblical language is so full of the injunctions to be “fruitful” and “to go forth and multiply”?” (Burstein, 8)

Along those same lines is the consideration of whether or not Jesus having been married could actually be considered contrary to his image of divinity. “The Epistle to the Hebrews (4:15) says that Jesus was like us in all things except sin.  Is it sinful to engage in sexual relations within marriage?” (McBrien, 59)  According to the Bible it isn’t.  Therefore why is there a discrepancy?  Perhaps it was not marriage that was the early church’s objection, but the empowering of women?  If a woman was able to marry the Messiah, did that not place women in a position of considerable respect?
 Aside from many other vague suggestions of Mary’s prominent favor with Jesus, a far more direct bit of evidence comes from the “Lost Gospel of Philip” which states that “. . . the companion of the [Savior is] Mary Magdalene. (But Christ loved] her more than [all] the disciples, and used to kiss her [often] on her [mouth]. The rest of [the disciples were offended] . . . They said to him, “Why do you love her more than all of us?”” (Pagels, 90)  It seems fairly obvious why Jesus loved her more than the others.  After all, in that day and age “companion” literally meant spouse.  Such a direct piece of evidence can leave little doubt of Jesus’ relationship with Mary. Yet still historians are forced to admit that this text could have been metaphorical in nature like many of the other texts within the Bible. Elaine Pagels concluded that “. . . he told her things that he didn’t tell the others and that he had a special love for her. Whether it was a sexual relationship, I don’t see the evidence in the sources I know. . . many scholars think the sexual language there suggests a mystical union, not literal.” (Pagels, 90)

Yet still there is the question of the anointment. Mary Magdalene anointed Jesus not long before his crucifixion. To quote Jesus: “She has anointed me in preparation for burial” (Mark I4:8b).  Margaret Starbird attempts to explain this ritual act of almost certain sexual connotation: “The anointing of Jesus in the Gospels is an enactment of rites from the prevailing fertility cult of the ancient Middle East.  In pouring her precious unguent of nard over the head of Jesus, the woman whom tradition has identified with “the Magdalene” (“the Great”!) performed an act identical to the marriage rite of the hieros gamos – the rite of the anointing of the chosen Bridegroom/King by the royal representative of the Great Goddess!” (Starbird, 67)
Therein lays the Pagan ties to the sacred feminine, along with many other suggested Pagan rituals Christ supposedly performed. Daniel Brown latched on to these bits of extraneous information to form the basis of his novel.  In any case, that act of anointment, the excerpt from the Gospel of Philip, and the fact that Jesus would have had no reason to practice celibacy, builds a strong case for the union between Mary and Jesus.
The Bible was written by man – there was sufficient motivation to fabricate and omit texts for social and political agendas.
An anonymous member of a Christian research organization states in denial: “Yes, the early church attempted to destroy many “gospels” about Jesus, but they did so because they were almost universally recognized as heretical, not to cover anything up. Even these “gospels” only give hints of a relationship between Jesus and Mary Magdalene.” (“Is there any truth to the DaVinci Code?”)  
However, the fact that the stories of the Bible were subject to the whims of man proves their great potential for falsehood and bias. 

Elaine Pagels considers the motivation for textual manipulation of the Bible: “I think as the orthodox tradition progressed and became more popular, some of its leaders felt they had to sort out what really were the right teachings of Jesus and what weren’t. . .  Some bishops for example, were trying to say, well, let’s choose the fundamental teachings on which we all agree. And then, let’s look at all this other material, the mystical material, and just say this is irrelevant.  We don’t need it – it’s misleading, it leads people to set up their own groups, which we don’t want because we’re bishops, after all.” (Pagels, 102)
Such a situation certainly seems feasible. After all, threat of persecution by the Roman state was a major concern at the time. A great need for unity was present.  It certainly wasn’t the time to be advocating feminism among the desperate people.  A patriarchal system of moral rules as well as a superior unifying figure that was not only male, but above the weakness of sexual desire, was surely more effective than the full story of the Gospel.  In any case, all evidence considered; the stance presented by Daniel Brown in the DaVinci Code is certainly more believable than the inconsistent and disorganized story of Christ.
In light of these many strong claims, can there be any doubt as to which side of the story is truth?  Surely there can; but not without a great deal of uncertainty.  But to digress for a moment, supposing that the holy grail story is truth, can one really say it destroys the Christian religion? Granted, it does destroy the traditional story of Christ; but does it destroy his teachings?  Does it destroy the message that is Christianity?  Jesus having given great respect to women and having had a wife does not violate his own moral teachings.  It does bring into question the validity of Jesus’ status as “son of god”.  However, in the end such concerns are trivial and pointless.  What does matter is that the principles of Christianity are sound. They promote the general welfare of other human beings, and provide a semblance of order that many would benefit from following. One needn’t believe that Jesus is the son of God in order to believe that human kindness and kinship are the product of some higher benevolent force. In the end, should not the goal of a human being simply be to cherish the life he has and attempt to use that life to not only experience happiness but leave some positive effect in the wake of his passing?  Doing so would not contradict Christianity or any other sane religion. By simply living our lives in the best way we can manage, we worship whatever god or force that put us on this earth.  If that force is worthy of man’s respect, it would surely ask no more of us. The wonder of life is not a problem to be solved or a god to be worshiped, but a reality to be loved and experienced.  With that in mind, one should recognize that probability leans strongly in favor of the “Holy Grail Theory”, but the implications should have no negative effect on human society or the faith in a greater goodness. The Universe is not indifferent. Human compassion had to come from somewhere. . .
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