
��� �  he Da Vinci Code 
There is a popular novel that is sweeping the 
country, written as fiction, but claiming to be 
thoroughly researched and based on fact.  
Sadly, because of this claim, many people 

reading Dan Brown’s novel, The Da Vinci Code,3 will 
believe it without further research.  Many of these readers 
have no knowledge with which to question the “facts” 
outlined within the book.  Many have little or no exposure 
to the Bible, or to the history of the Christian documents or 
Church.  They will simply read the book, and forever 
discount Christianity as a fraud perpetrated on the world 
by a power hungry, woman hating, religious organization. 

Even sadder is the fact that few believing 
Christians have had sufficient exposure to the various 
arguments in defense of orthodox Christianity.  They do 
not know their own history, nor have they been exposed to 
the writings of the earliest Church Fathers.  Beyond simple 
Bible study, they are generally unfamiliar with the 
doctrines of their faith.  They are caught between two 
distinct worldviews, one secular and one biblical, and fail 
to discern the differences.  They study evolutionary 
science in the school systems, and cannot present a 
simple argument in defense of creation by God.  They lose 
their faith easily because of lack of knowledge about what 
they cannot explain.  They too are susceptible to the 
deceptions perpetrated in The Da Vinci Code. 
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Blasphemy is an artistic effect, because blasphemy depends upon a philosophical 
conviction. 1 G.K. Chesterton, Heretics . 
 
Truth of course, must of necessity be stranger than  fiction, for we have made fiction 
to suit ourselves. 2 G.K. Chesterton, Heretics . 

 
The great enemy of the truth is very often not the lie—deliberate, contrived, and 
dishonest—but the myth—persistent, persuasive, and un realistic.  John F. Kennedy, Address , 
Yale University, 1962.  
 
The easiest person to deceive is one’s self.  Edward Bulwer-Lytton. The Disowned , 1828. 

R1 



 
Study  to shew thyself approved unto God, a 
workman that needeth not to be ashamed, 
rightly dividing the word of truth . 2 Tim 2:15 KJV 

 
Pilate asked Jesus the right question, “What is 

truth?” but didn’t hang around for the answer (John 18:38). 
The Da Vinci Facts 

Despite its claims, almost nothing in Dan Brown’s 
novel is fact.  According to Dr. Paul L. Maiers, professor of 
ancient history at Western Michigan University, Brown’s 
book is so filled with “errors, misinterpretations, 
deceptions, distortions, and outright falsehoods”, that it 
“makes one wonder whether Brown’s manuscript ever 
underwent editorial scrutiny or fact-checking”.4  One would 
be hard pressed indeed to discover any statement in the 
book, purporting to be fact, which is actually completely 
true. 

Dan Brown seems to have an ax to grind with 
Christianity in general and the Catholic Church in 
particular.  The supposed “facts” of the novel are based 
largely on two books, Holy Blood, Holy Grail and The 
Templar Revelation, which are demonstrably based on 
faulty historical research, wishful thinking, and spurious 
documents (Les Dossiers Secrets).5  Les Dossiers Secrets 
represents a number of papers found in the French 
National Library, and are considered to have been “‘salted’ 
into the library with pseudonymous by-lines and falsified 
publication dates”.6  Even one of Dan Brown’s major 
sources, The Templar Revelation, believes the documents 
to be questionable, and considers the authors of Holy 
Blood, Holy Grail “‘selective’ in their evidence” and 
“naïve”.7  Dan Brown’s book is full of pseudo-facts based 
on pseudo-historical reference sources and Gnostic 
writings. 

One of the supposed “facts” presented on the 
“Fact” page at the beginning of the novel concerns a 
particular organization, The Priory of Sion, on which much 
of Brown’s novel relies (p. 206).  The Priory of Sion is 
demonstrably based on an organization created by Pierre 
Plantard in 1956.  This organization does not trace back to 
an organization founded in 1099AD as Brown claims (pp. 
1, 157)8.  Plantard created the history of the organization 
and fabricated documents to support his claims.  He and 
his associates planted the Dossiers Secrets in the 
Bibliotheque Nationale in Paris.  “Plantard was compelled 
to swear under oath that the entire business was a 
fabrication.”  The hoax was “exposed in a series of French 
books and a BBC documentary in 1996”.  Plantard was 
found to have a previous criminal record for fraud.  He 
died in obscurity a few years after being exposed.9  One of 
the overriding “facts” of The Da Vinci Code, on which 
much of the novel is based, is exposed as an elaborate 
hoax. 

The amount of the fabrications contained in the 
novel is numerous, too numerous to fully address in this 
short article.  A few of the overriding issues that pervade 
the novel will be addressed in the hope that they will be 
sufficient to convince of the actuality that the rest of the 

premises are also falsely based.  Anyone wishing to 
explore arguments against the remaining premises of the 
novel would do well to acquire The Da Vinci Hoax, 
thoroughly researched, documented, and authored by Carl 
E. Olson and Sandra Miesel.  Other books are available, 
but the arguments of this book are satisfactorily thorough, 
and address in detail all the so-called “facts” of The Da 
Vinci Code. 

According to Olson and Miesel, The Da Vinci 
Code “claims to be historically accurate and based on fact, 
but often is not”.  The Da Vinci Code “repeatedly 
misunderstands or misrepresents people, places, and 
events”.  The Da Vinci Code “promotes a radical feminist, 
neo-gnostic agenda”.  The Da Vinci Code “incorrectly and 
unfairly misrepresents Christianity and traditional Christian 
beliefs about God, Jesus, and the Bible”.  The Da Vinci 
Code “propagates a relativistic, indifferent attitude toward 
truth and religion”.10 

A Jewish author, David Klinghoffer, reporting in 
National Review, December 8, 2003, sees this novel as a 
serious threat to Christian faith.  He is disturbed that 
Christians, particularly Catholic Christians, are so poorly 
educated that they cannot see that this novel is “a total 
falsehood”.11 

In The Da Vinci Code we are told that 
Constantine, at the Council of Nicaea in 325AD, usurped 
true Christianity (pp. 232-235, 407).  Supposedly 
Constantine, at this council, decreed that Jesus was 
divine, and the Bible canon was settled in favor of four 
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gospels and other books over nearly eighty gospels 
available to them (p. 231, 233, 234, 341).  Supposedly, 
these rejected gospels contain the knowledge that Mary 
Magdalene and Jesus were married, and that Mary 
Magdalene was to be the leader of the Christians, not 
Peter or any of the other apostles (pp. 246 – 250).  The 
patriarchic Church, supposedly antagonistic to female 
leadership, suppressed the knowledge of both the 
maleness (Yahwey) and femaleness (Shekinah) of God 
(pp. 238, 239, 446).  The book would have us accept Neo-
gnosticism, the Gnostic Gospels and writings, and return 
the “divine feminine” (goddess worship) to orthodoxy 
(pp.124-125).  Included in the premise that Mary 
Magdalene and Jesus were married is that they had at 
least one child, a daughter named Sarah, that became 
mingled with the seed of the Merovingian monarchy of 
Europe (pp. 254-257).  We are informed the Holy Grail is 
Mary Magdalene as the chalice that held the sacred blood 
of Christ (pp. 162, 238, 243, 244).  Mixed in with all this 
are the protectors of the secret, the Templars and the 
Priory of Sion, waiting for the right moment in history to 
reveal the true history of Jesus and Christianity (pp. 157-
161, 258, 267). 

One of the major premises of The Da Vinci Code 
is that Jesus was not born of a virgin, but was just a man.  
Jesus was therefore not divine.  To support that claim the 
novel asserts that it was Constantine, needing to 
consolidate his power and kingdom, who had Jesus 
declared divine.  Dan Brown indicates that until that time in 
325AD Jesus was not considered divine (pp. 232, 233).  
However much Dan Brown wishes this to be true, the 
Gospels and the writing of the earliest Church Fathers 
support the position that the earliest church believed in the 
divinity of Jesus. 
The Da Vinci Jesus and the Testimony of the 
Early Church 

The Da Vinci Code states that the belief of the 
Christian church, prior to the Nicaean council of 325AD, 
was that Jesus was just a man, not thought of as God.  In 
the words of one of the characters, Leigh Teabing, “until 
that moment in history, Jesus was viewed by his followers 
as a mortal prophet…a great and powerful man, but a man 
nonetheless.  A mortal” (p. 233).  Ben Witherington writes 
this concerning Teabing’s statement: 

No one at the [Nicaean] council was contending 
that Jesus was a mere mortal or just a prophet, 
as Teabing asserts in the novel (p. 233).  
Rather, the dispute was over whether Christ had 
a divine substance like  the Father’s or whether 
he shared the same divine substance with the 
Father.  The debate was certainly not about 
whether Christ was divine at all, nor was a vote 
taken about such a matter.  The question was, in 
what sense was he divine?12 

The heroine of the book, Sophie Neveu, asks: 
“Jesus’ divinity was the result of a vote?”  To which 
Teabing replies: “A relatively close one at that” (p. 233).  
However, it can be shown that the writings of the Apostolic 
and Anti-Nicaean Fathers from the first century until the 

fourth century were consistent in their belief of the divinity 
of Jesus Christ, and the Nicaean vote wasn’t close at all. 

The Council of Nicaea was called for the purpose 
of settling the Arian controversy.  This was a controversy 
that broke out first in Alexandria with Arius, who tried to 
find a way of explaining the incarnation of God in Christ 
without making Jesus equal to the Father.  Arius believed 
that there were three separate divine beings (Father, Son, 
and Holy Spirit), but only one of them was truly God.  Of 
the 318 bishops that attended the council, only 28 initially 
favored the Arian position.  In the end, all bishops except 
two voted to condemn the Arian position.  Contrary to the 
statement in The Da Vinci Code, the vote was not even 
close.  The Arian controversy would rage yet another 50 
years until it was finally put to rest at the Council of 
Constantinople in 381AD.13  The divinity of Jesus Christ 
can be shown to have been the constant position of the 
Church from the earliest believers.14 

The Gospels and Epistles support the claim that 
Jesus was God in the flesh in numerous places.  The 
Pharisees clearly understood these claims when they 
picked up stones to stone Jesus. 

Then said the Jews unto him, Thou art not yet 
fifty years old, and hast thou seen Abraham?  
Jesus said unto them, Verily, verily, I say unto 
you, Before Abraham was, I am .  Then took 
they up stones to cast at him : but Jesus hid 
himself, and went out of the temple, going 
through the midst of them, and so passed by. 
John 8:57-59 KJV 
I and my Father are one .  Then the Jews took 
up stones again to stone him .  Jesus 
answered them, Many good works have I 
shewed you from my Father; for which of those 
works do ye stone me?  The Jews answered 
him, saying, For a good work we stone thee not; 
but for blasphemy; and because that thou, 
being a man, makest thyself God . John 10:30-33 
KJV 
And without controversy great is the mystery of 
godliness: God was manifest in the flesh , 
justified in the Spirit, seen of angels, preached 
unto the Gentiles, believed on in the world, 
received up into glory. 1 Timothy 3:16 

 
How much clearer can it be?  Either Jesus was lying, or 
He was delusional, or He was a lunatic, or He was God in 
the flesh as He claimed. 

The Church Fathers defended their belief that 
Jesus was God, born of a virgin by the power of the Holy 
Spirit in the very earliest extra-biblical writings.  They not 
only defended the position that Jesus was God, but also 
outlined their belief in the Trinity in these same writings. 

One of the earliest extra-biblical writings affirming 
that Jesus is God was by Ignacius of Antioch  [ca.35AD-
ca.107AD]. Eusebius indicates that he was martyred in 
107AD.15  Others believe that he was martyred in 110AD, 
but not later than 117AD.16  Ignacius was contemporary 
with many of the apostles and Christians of the first 
century.  He was a personal disciple of one or more of the 
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apostles.  He was a friend of Polycarp (a disciple of the 
apostle John).17  He wrote the following to the Ephesians 
clearly stating the position of the early church affirming the 
belief in the divinity of Jesus Christ: 

There is one Physician who is possessed both of 
flesh and spirit; both made and not made; God 
existing in flesh ; true life in death… Jesus 
Christ our Lord. 18 
For our God, Jesus Christ , was… conceived in 
the womb by Mary… by the Holy Ghost.19 
How, then, was He manifested to the world… 
God Himself being manifested in human 
form … 20 

Ignacius brings the issue to the first century, but 
close on his heels is Justin Martyr  [ca.100AD–ca.165AD]. 
Justin was a Gentile, but born in Samaria, near Jacob's 
well.  Before his conversion to Christianity he studied 
philosophy.  Justin wrote apologies for the truth of the 
Christian beliefs.21  In the First Apology Justin indicates 
that Jesus Christ is worshipped, and he exhibits a 
rudimentary understanding of the doctrine of the Trinity. 

Our teacher of these things is Jesus Christ… we 
reasonably worship Him , having learned that 
He is the Son of the true God Himself, and 
holding Him in the second place, and the 
prophetic Spirit in the third … 22 

Isaiah prophesied the virgin birth of the Messiah 
about 700 years before Jesus’ birth. 

Therefore the Lord himself shall give you a 
sign; Behold, a virgin shall conceive, and 
bear a son , and shall call his name Immanuel . 
Isaiah 7:14 KJV 

In the First Apology Justin described this belief in the 
virgin birth and eternal punishment as the belief of the 
early church with the following words: 

And when we say also that the Word… was 
produced without sexual union , and that He, 
Jesus Christ, our Teacher, was crucified and 
died, and rose again, and ascended into 
heaven… and we believe that those who live 
wickedly and do not repent are punished in 
everlasting fire .23 

Justin then wrote clear testimony in the First 
Apology that the early church believed in the deity of 
Jesus Christ in the following statements: 

Therefore these words testify explicitly that He is 
witnessed to by Him who established these 
things, as deserving to be worshipped, as God 
and as Christ .24 
For if you had understood what has been written 
by the prophets, you would not have denied that 
He was God , Son of the only, unbegotten, 
unutterable God.25 
Therefore neither Abraham, nor Isaac, nor 
Jacob, nor any other man, saw the Father and 
ineffable Lord of all, and also of Christ, but [saw] 
Him who was according to His will His Son, 
being God , and the Angel because He 
ministered to His will; whom also it pleased Him 

to be born man by the Virgin ;… and again, 
when He says: 'The Lord says to my Lord , Sit 
at My right hand, till I make Thine enemies Thy 
footstool.'26 
And that Christ being Lord, and God the Son 
of God , and appearing formerly in power as 
Man, and Angel, and in the glory of fire as at the 
bush, so also was manifested at the judgment 
executed on Sodom.27 

Contemporaneous with Justin Martyr was 
Irenaeus [120AD–202AD].  Irenaeus was bishop of the 
church at Lyons of modern day France.  Irenaeus had 
heard Polycarp (a disciple of the apostle John) preach, so 
he probably was from Smyrna.28  In Against Heresies 
Irenaeus reveals this firm belief in the divinity of Jesus 
Christ: 

Jesus Christ  Was Not a Mere Man, Begotten 
from Joseph in the Ordinary Course of Nature, 
But Was Very God , Begotten of the Father 
Most High, and Very Man, Born Of the Virgin . 
But, being ignorant of Him who from the Virgin is 
Emmanuel ….He who "was not born either by 
the will of the flesh, or by the will of man," is the 
Son of man, this is Christ, the Son of the living 
God. For I have shown from the Scriptures, that 
no one of the sons of Adam is as to everything, 
and absolutely, called God, or named Lord. But 
that He is Himself in His own right , beyond all 
men who ever lived, God, and Lord, and King 
Eternal, and the Incarnate Word … Now, the 
Scriptures would not have testified these things 
of Him, if, like others, He had been a mere 
man…and that He is the holy Lord, the 
Wonderful, the Counsellor, the Beautiful in 
appearance, and the Mighty God , coming on 
the clouds as the Judge of all men; -all these 
things did the Scriptures prophesy of Him… 
Wherefore also the Lord Himself gave us a 
sign , in the depth below, and in the height 
above, which man did not ask for, because he 
never expected that a virgin could conceive , or 
that it was possible that one remaining a virgin 
could bring forth a son , and that what was 
thus born should be “God with us ,”…29 

Notice that Irenaeus, like Justin Martyr, quotes from Isaiah 
chapter 7 to show that Messiah was to be Immanuel 
(Emmanuel), “God with us”, and would be born of a virgin.  
He then quoted Isaiah chapter 9 to show that Messiah 
would Himself be “the Mighty God”.  This clearly was the 
belief of the early Christians at this time. 

For unto us a child is born, unto us a son is 
given: and the government shall be upon his 
shoulder: and his name shall be called 
Wonderful, Counsellor, The mighty God, The 
everlasting Father, The Prince of Peace . Isaiah 
9:6 KJV 

Overlapping the life of Irenaeus is Clement of 
Alexandria  [150AD-215AD].  Clement was in charge of 
the catechetical school at Alexandria, Egypt.  Origen was 
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one of his pupils.  In his Exhortation to the Heathen 
(Protreptikos) Clement had this to say in defense of the 
deity of Jesus Christ among the early Christians: 

This Word, then, the Christ , the cause of both 
our being at first (for He was in God) and of our 
well-being, this very Word  has now appeared 
as man, He alone being both, both God and 
man-the Author of all blessings to us ; by 
whom we, being taught to live well, are sent on 
our way to life eternal…. in this present world; 
looking for the blessed hope, and appearing of 
the glory of the great God and our Saviour 
Jesus Christ ." 30 

Tertullian [145AD–220AD] said “What indeed has 
Athens to do with Jerusalem” when showing his concern 
over the tendency of some to use Greek philosophy to 
explain Christian doctrine.  Tertullian was an 
uncompromising defender of the faith.31  He wrote this in 
his Treatise on the Soul: 

For God alone is without sin; and the only 
man without sin is Christ, since Christ is also 
God.32 

Origen [ca.185AD–ca.254AD] was head of the 
Christian school at Alexandria, Egypt.  He wrote to defend 
Christian Scripture against heretical ideas such as 
Gnosticism.33  He wrote these words: 

The particular points clearly delivered in the 
teaching of the apostles are as follow: - First, 
That there is one God, who created and 
arranged all things, and who, when nothing 
existed, called all things into being…  Secondly, 
That Jesus Christ Himself, who came (into the 
world), was born of the Father before all 
creatures; that, after He had been the servant of 
the Father in the creation of all things-"For by 
Him were all things made" -He in the last times, 
divesting Himself (of His glory), became a 
man, and was incarnate although God, and 
while made a man remained the God which 
He was; that He assumed a body like to our 
own ….  Then, Thirdly, the apostles related that 
the Holy Spirit was associated in honour and 
dignity with the Father and the Son …. 34 

Gregory Thaumaturgus  [ca.205AD–ca.265AD], 
bishop of Neo-caesarea,35 wrote this regarding the deity of 
Jesus and the Trinity: 

There is one God, the Father of the living Word, 
who is His subsistent Wisdom and Power and 
Eternal Image: perfect Begetter of the perfect 
Begotten, Father of the only-begotten Son. 
There is one Lord, Only of the Only, God of 
God, Image and Likeness of Deity, Efficient 
Word, Wisdom comprehensive of the 
constitution of all things, and Power formative of 
the whole creation, true Son of true Father, 
Invisible of Invisible, and Incorruptible of 
Incorruptible, and Immortal of Immortal and 
Eternal of Eternal. And there is One Holy Spirit , 
having His subsistence from God, and being 

made manifest by the Son, to wit to men: Image 
of the Son, Perfect Image of the Perfect; Life, 
the Cause of the living; Holy Fount; Sanctity, the 
Supplier, or Leader, of Sanctification; in whom is 
manifested God the Father , who is above all 
and in all, and God the Son , who is through all. 
There is a perfect Trinity , in glory and eternity 
and sovereignty, neither divided nor estranged. 
Wherefore there is nothing either created or 
in servitude in the Trinity ; nor anything 
superinduced, as if at some former period it was 
non-existent, and at some later period it was 
introduced. And thus neither was the Son ever 
wanting to the Father, nor the Spirit to the Son; 
but without variation and without change, the 
same Trinity abideth ever .36 

The belief in the deity of Jesus Christ was the 
constant belief of the earliest Christians, including a 
rudimentary understanding of the doctrine of the Trinity.  
To deny the deity of Jesus Christ is to deny the testimony 
of the very earliest Christian documents.  In contrast with 
the written historical records of the earliest Christians is 
the speculative pseudo-historical sources of The Da Vinci 
Code. 
The Da Vinci Sources 

Dan Brown uses two principal sources.  One of 
those sources, Holy Blood, Holy Grail, attempts to 
discredit the four canonical Gospels for the purpose of 
giving credence to the hypothesis on which their book is 
based, that Jesus is not God, He was married, and that 
His bloodline still exists.  An argument Holy Blood, Holy 
Grail uses to discredit the Gospels is that there are many 
discrepancies between the Gospel accounts, but the 
authors give few examples.   

Giving an example of a discrepancy, Holy Blood, 
Holy Grail complains about the circumstances regarding 
Jesus’ birth.  The authors say that in Matthew kings visited 
Jesus, while Luke reports that shepherds visited him.  
They then complain that in Matthew Jesus resides in a 
house visited by kings, while in Luke Jesus is found in a 
stable by shepherds.37  A close reading of the reports of 
these incidents in Matthew and Luke will show no 
discrepancies.  The report in Luke reads as follows: 

And there were in the same country shepherds 
abiding in the field, keeping watch over their 
flock by night.  And, lo, the angel of the Lord 
came upon them, and the glory of the Lord 
shone round about them: and they were sore 
afraid.  And the angel said unto them, Fear not: 
for, behold, I bring you good tidings of great joy, 
which shall be to all people.  For unto you is 
born this day  in the city of David a Saviour, 
which is Christ the Lord.  And this shall be a sign 
unto you; Ye shall find the babe  wrapped in 
swaddling clothes, lying in a manger….  And 
they came with haste, and found Mary, and 
Joseph, and the babe lying in a manger . Luke 
2:8-12,16 KJV 
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It is clear from Luke that the shepherds were on 
the scene on the very same day of Jesus’ birth.  Now let’s 
see how Matthew reports the visit by the three kings, also 
called Magi or wise men. 

Now when Jesus was born in Bethlehem of 
Judaea in the days of Herod the king , behold, 
there came wise men from the east  to 
Jerusalem, Saying, Where is he that is born King 
of the Jews? for we have seen his star in the 
east, and are come to worship him.  When 
Herod the king had heard these things, he was 
troubled, and all Jerusalem with him.  And when 
he had gathered all the chief priests and scribes 
of the people together, he demanded of them 
where Christ should be born.  And they said unto 
him, In Bethlehem of Judaea: for thus it is written 
by the prophet…  Then Herod, when he had 
privily called the wise men, inquired of them 
diligently what time the star appeared .  And 
he sent them to Bethlehem, and said, Go and 
search diligently for the young child ; and 
when ye have found him, bring me word again, 
that I may come and worship him also.  When 
they had heard the king, they departed; and, lo, 
the star, which they saw in the east, went before 
them, till it came and stood over where the 
young child was ….  And when they were 
come into the house, they saw the young 
child with Mary his mother , and fell down, and 
worshipped him: and when they had opened 
their treasures, they presented unto him gifts; 
gold, and frankincense, and myrrh….  And when 
they were departed, behold, the angel of the 
Lord appeareth to Joseph in a dream, saying, 
Arise, and take the young child  and his mother, 
and flee into Egypt, and be thou there until I 
bring thee word: for Herod will seek the young 
child  to destroy him.  When he arose, he took 
the young child  and his mother by night, and 
departed into Egypt:…  Then Herod, when he 
saw that he was mocked of the wise men, was 
exceeding wroth, and sent forth, and slew all 
the children  that were in Bethlehem, and in all 
the coasts thereof, from two years old and 
under, according to the time which he had 
diligently inquired of the wise men . Matthew 2:1-
5, 7-9, 11, 13, 14, 16 

In Luke we see the shepherds worshipping a babe 
in a manger, but Matthew reports wise men worshipping a 
young child in a house.  It is clear that these events are 
two different events separated by time.  The shepherds 
arrive on the day of Jesus’ birth and see a “babe”, while 
the wise men probably arrive a year later when Jesus is a 
“young child”.  Herod inquired of the Magi concerning the 
time that the star first appeared, and then killed children in 
and around Bethlehem two years old and under.  Herod 
certainly understood that Jesus’ birth had been up to two 
years prior to the Magi’s visit.  The small size of first 
century Bethlehem would make the slaughter of children 

historically insignificant, and therefore not recorded by 
secular historians of the day.  It is equally clear that the 
authors of Holy Blood, Holy Grail were influenced by what 
they thought the Bible said, rather than what it actually did 
say.  The traditional Christmas manger scenes incorrectly 
depict these two events as one.  The Holy Blood, Holy 
Grail authors were deceived by their own biases. 

Next, the Holy Blood, Holy Grail authors question 
the genealogies of Jesus in the Gospels of Matthew and 
Luke.38  The genealogies are not the same.  Gleason L. 
Archer indicates that Matthew gives the legal genealogy of 
Jesus as Joseph’s adopted son.39  We can see this 
distinction in Matthew 1:16: 

And Jacob begat Joseph the husband of 
Mary, of whom was born Jesus , who is called 
Christ. Matthew 1:16 KJV 

This entire genealogy uses “begat” to indicate progeny 
until we come to Jesus where this formula is omitted for 
Jesus, who is indicated as being “of Mary”.  This is 
reinforced by the words “of whom” following Mary which 
are in the feminine genitive. 

The genealogy found in Luke is considered to be 
Jesus’ actual genealogy through Mary.  This reasoning is 
implied by Luke 3:23 where we see the words “Jesus... 
being (as was supposed) the son of Joseph”.40 

And Jesus himself began to be about thirty years 
of age, being (as was supposed) the son of 
Joseph, which was the son of Heli , Luke 3:23 

Heli was actually Joseph’s father-in-law; his real 
father was Jacob as reported by Matthew.41  Both of these 
genealogies reinforce the idea of virgin birth. 

Rather than being “flagrantly at odds with one 
another” as the authors of Holy Blood, Holy Grail state, 
these Gospels compliment each other and provide fresh 
detail.  In fact, the authors go on to say that there “is no 
possible means whereby the two conflicting narratives can 
both be correct, and that there is no means whereby they 
can be reconciled.”  As their best shot, the authors 
presented “proof” that the Gospels conflict with each other 
by offering two narratives, one of birth and one of 
genealogy, that are easily reconciled.  Could it be that the 
authors see only what they desire to see?  What then can 
we say about their further research? 

Even the authors of Dan Brown’s other principal 
source, The Templar Revelation state that the Holy Blood, 
Holy Grail authors, “clearly built their theory on the claims 
made in the Dossiers Secrets, but in our opinion they have 
been somewhat selective in choosing just which of these 
claims to cite as evidence”.42  In the introduction to the 
paperback addition of Holy Blood, Holy Grail, Henry 
Lincoln tries to defend his book from numerous criticisms, 
both scholarly and non-scholarly, received concerning the 
first edition.  Lincoln tries to justify use of questionable 
sources, but admits, “Much of what we were exploring lay 
in spheres which, from a professional historian’s 
standpoint, were academically suspect.”  As an argument 
for justification of his methods, he complains that the seer 
Nostradamus has not been given the attention he 
deserves in the history of the 16th century.43  In response, 
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we should ask Mr. Lincoln why we should consider 
Nostradamus relevant to the scope of history of that or any 
other century?  Other than trivia, is the modern seer Jean 
Dixon relevant to twentieth century history? 

In addition to reliance on pseudo-historical books 
as primary sources, Dan Brown attacks the credibility of 
the canonical Gospels in our modern Bible. 
The Da Vinci Gospels 

The Da Vinci Code claims that more than eighty 
gospels were considered for inclusion in the canon of the 
New Testament, but only four were accepted (p. 231).  
The Templar Revelation claims that number to be “over 
fifty other books with more or less equal claim to be 
considered authentic”.44  The number in The Da Vinci 
Code is inflated and the “equal claim” is incorrect.  The so-
called Gnostic gospels are not gospels at all in the same 
sense as the four canonical Gospels, as they do not give 
any historical narrative of Jesus’ life and deeds.45  
According to The Da Vinci Code the eighty gospels 
include those found in the Dead Sea Scrolls and those 
found at Nag Hammadi, in addition to the accepted 
Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John (p. 234).  First of all, no 
gospels were discovered among the Dead Sea Scrolls, 
unless a supposed fragment of Mark can be verified, but 
the scrap does not have much left to give a definitive 
verification.46  The reference made by Brown to the Dead 
Sea Scrolls is clearly in error, as they contain primarily Old 
Testament material and other documents of the Qumran 
Essene community. 

The truth of the matter is that “By the middle of the 
second century there were only five or six [gospels] still 
being considered, and by the late second century the early 
Church recognized the Gospels of Matthew, Mark, Luke, 
and John as the four inspired by the Holy Spirit and meant 
for the canon of the New Testament…. ‘long before 
Constantine became emperor, and before the church had 
the slightest prospect of power’.”  Irenaeus, writing in the 
late second century, mentions Matthew, Mark, Luke, and 
John.  Irenaeus thus gives further credence that the 
number of recognized Gospels “was set at four at least 
150 years prior to Constantine and the Council of 
Nicaea.”47  The canon process proceeded over the first 
few centuries, and was essentially complete before the 
Nicaean Council of 325AD.48 

The choice of the books of the New Testament 
canon was relatively easy because as Geisler and Nix 
state: 

As a result, the first hundred years of the 
existence of the twenty-seven books of the New 
Testament reveal that virtually every one of them 
was quoted as authoritative and recognized as 
canonical by men who were themselves the 
younger contemporaries of the Apostolic Age.49 

In The Da Vinci Code, Teabing says that 
Constantine “collated” the Bible we have today and 
“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” (p. 234).  Witherington says this about the 
supposed suppression: 

Brown and the scholars he relies on have very 
effectively portrayed the Gnostics as underdogs 
who were discriminated against and didn’t get a 
fair hearing.  However, it is not true that the 
Gnostic documents were suppressed prior to the 
formation of the canon, nor can it be said they 
weren’t given a fair hearing.  They were 
available for a very long period of time – well 
over a century.  In fact we know that the Gnostic 
documents were widely copied and read by 
many Christians in Rome, Asia Minor, Africa and 
elsewhere.  These documents were not 
suppressed; they simply weren’t recognized as 
having the same worth or authority as the 
canonical documents.  Once the canon began to 
crystallize and close, Constantine took some 
action against the nonauthoritative books, which 
had long been known and read.50 

Brown’s expert, Teabing, says to the heroine, 
Sophie, “The Bible is a product of man, my dear.  Not of 
God… and it has evolved through countless translations, 
additions, and revisions.  History has never had a 
definitive version of the book” (p. 231).  The first century 
Jewish historian, Josephus, counters that the Old 
Testament documents were unaltered over time. 

… for during so many ages as have already 
passed, no one has been so bold as either to 
add any thing to them, to take any thing from 
them, or to make any change in them; but it is 
become natural to all Jews immediately, and 
from their very birth, to esteem these books to 
contain Divine doctrines, and to persist in them, 
and, if occasion be willingly to die for them.51 

The Dead Sea Scrolls also testify that the modern Old 
Testament remains unchanged from before the time of 
Christ.52  Bible scholars counter Brown’s statement, and 
state that the New Testament we have today is virtually 
unchanged since it was first written.  Frederic G. Kenyon, 
in his, The Bible and Modern Scholarship wrote: 

It cannot be too strongly asserted that in 
substance the text of the Bible is certain: 
Especially is this the case with the New 
Testament.  The number of manuscripts of the 
New Testament, of early translations from it, and 
of quotations from it in the oldest writers of the 
Church, is so large that it is practically certain 
that the true reading of every doubtful passage 
is preserved in some one or other of these 
ancient authorities.  This can be said of no 
other ancient book of the world .53 

Teabing and Brown are flagrantly wrong. 
The twenty-seven books now found in the New 

Testament were all written during the first century AD.54  
The book of Revelation was probably the last one written, 
most likely not later than 96AD.  The range of dates for its 
composition is between 68 and 96AD.55  The earliest 
gospel may have been Mark, most likely written as early 
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as 40AD.56  However, Irenaeus indicates that Matthew 
preceded Mark “while Peter and Paul were preaching at 
Rome”.57  Acts was written certainly before the fall of 
Jerusalem, since that event is not mentioned, and neither 
does it record the death of either Peter or Paul.  The 
deaths of Peter and Paul and the fall of Jerusalem 
occurred before 70AD.  The most likely date for the 
composition of Acts is 62AD.58  Luke was written before 
Acts, since the first verses of Acts mention an earlier 
account of the life of Jesus Christ.  Therefore, Luke would 
have been written not later than the mid 60’sAD, probably 
60AD.59  All of the books of the canon were in the hands of 
eyewitnesses to the events of Jesus’ life and death before 
the end of the first century, most before 70AD.60  Because 
of the eyewitnesses, any false statement would have been 
immediately noticed and rejected.  An apostle, or close 
companion of an apostle wrote each of the books 
accepted in the canon.  Luke was a companion of Paul, 
while Mark was associated with Peter.61  In contrast, none 
of the non-authoritative books were written before the 
middle of the second century, and none of them within the 
lifetimes of the eyewitnesses to the gospel events.  The 
books written closest to the events are the books least 
likely to have been influenced by legendary material.  In 
fact, while the four accepted gospels are consistent in their 
history, the Gnostic documents contain much material of a 
legendary nature.  Geisler and Nix indicate that of the 
various non-authoritative books, “None of them enjoyed 
any more than a temporary or local recognition.”62 

The Da Vinci Code believes that certain 
documents discovered in the Egyptian desert near Nag 
Hammadi in 1945 are the lost gospels that were 
suppressed in favor of the four Gospels we have today in 
our modern Bibles.  These documents have been dated to 
the fourth century, and “reflect a combination of Gnostic 
and Christian elements.”63  Teabing says that the Nag 
Hammadi documents represent the earliest Christian 
documents (pp. 245, 246).  We have already seen that this 
cannot be. 

As we have seen, all of the accepted canonical 
books are of the first century.  In contrast, none of the Nag 
Hammadi documents were originally composed before the 
middle of the second century, well out of range of 
eyewitness testimony.64  Dr. Bart Ehrman of the University 
of North Carolina (Lost Christianities), “dates none of the 
gnostic gospels before the ‘early 2nd century’.  Many are 
dated in the third, fourth, and fifth centuries.”65 

It is the Gnostic documents that Brown turns to for 
support of the supposed amorous relationship of Jesus 
and Mary Magdalene. 

 
The Da Vinci Wedding 

The Gnostic documents are used by Brown to 
“prove” that Jesus and Mary Magdalene were married.  In 
fact, the only support for the marriage of Jesus and Mary 
is a fragmentary verse in the Gnostic Gospel of Philip 
composed not earlier than the late second or early third 
century.66  Brown uses the following verse in the Gospel of 
Philip to prove his claim that Jesus and Mary were married 

(p. 246): 
 
And the companion of the [Saviour] 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?” 
The Gospel of Philip 

According to Teabing, “As any Aramaic scholar 
will tell you, the word companion in those days, literally 
meant spouse” (p. 246).  Unfortunately for Brown, his 
character, Teabing, is wrong on two accounts.  First, the 
Gospel of Philip was found written in Coptic, not 
Aramaic.67  Second, the Coptic text borrows the Greek 
word koinonos translated “companion” that can be “used 
to describe a wide range of relationships, denoting a 
marriage partner (Mt 2:14), a companion in faith (Philem 
17), a co-worker in proclaiming the gospel (2 Cor 8:23), 
and a business associate (Lk 5:10)…. The best 
interpretation of the word as used in the Gospel of Philip is 
a spiritual companion or consort.”68 

In the Gospel of Philip quote above, the word 
“mouth” is obscured, so we cannot be sure that the verse 
reads that Mary was kissed on her mouth.  In fact, the 
passage is fragmentary, and the bracketed words 
throughout are nothing more than conjecture by scholars.  
Therefore, the meaning of the verse is uncertain.69 

Dan Brown’s claim that Jesus and Mary 
Magdalene were married is based on the premise of his 
primary source material, Holy Blood, Holy Grail, The 
Templar Revelation, and the Nag Hammadi Gnostic 
documents.  Brown also uses Leonardo Da Vinci’s 
painting of The Last Supper as “proof” that Jesus and 
Mary Magdalene were married.  This evidence is 
imaginary and unsupported by respected art critics and 
historians that it is Mary, not John, that sits next to Jesus 
at the table.70  The “V” space separating them supposedly 
is a code that represents the missing chalice and the 
divine feminine (pp. 162, 237-239, 244).  Brown makes 
much about the missing chalice despite admitting that 
cups are found for each participant on the table (pp. 235, 
236).  Also, there is no logical explanation for the missing 
disciple John.71  Brown also makes much about the 
imaginary female breasts on the figure next to Jesus (p. 
243).72 

Contrary to Brown’s argument, it is not true that 
Jewish men were required to be married (p. 245).  Paul 
was not married.  Even the claim by some, that Rabbis 
were required to marry, may be countered by the fact that 
Jesus was not a Rabbi in the legal sense.73  Celibacy 
among Jewish men was rare, but not forbidden.  In fact, 
the Essenes, a Jewish sect, were “known for their 
emphasis on celibacy.”74  Even Gnosticism itself was 
strongly ascetic and therefore would have discouraged 
marriage.75 

Brown’s premises, based on Gnostic beliefs and 
pseudo-historical sources, are wrong.  What can we say 
about Gnostics beliefs? 
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The Da Vinci Belief 
The Gnostics believed that the material realm is 

evil, and that an evil creator created it.  They believe that it 
is our goal to find certain lost secret knowledge so that we 
can find our way back to the true God from whom we 
became separated.76   

Some Gnostics believe that God is both male and 
female.77  Contrary to Brown’s belief that the “Shekinah” 
represents the femaleness of God, it actually refers to “the 
indwelling presence of God, from the root Shakah, ‘to 
dwell’.”78 

The Jesus “of the gnostic writings is a phantom, a 
spirit who sometimes inhabits a body and sometimes does 
not, and who talks in a way that few could understand.”79  
Gnostic beliefs are difficult to define since many are 
contradictory, and differ from group to group.80 

The form of Gnosticism in The Da Vinci Code is 
based on the premise that secret spiritual truths were 
revealed to a select elite few of Jesus’ disciples and Mary 
Magdalene.  Salvation depended on possessing this 
secret knowledge.  The search for knowledge is of primary 
importance.  When the seeker finds the secret knowledge, 
it opens his mind to the light that dwells within his self.  
Thus the seeker is saved.  Therefore, salvation is obtained 
by looking into ones’ self, to find that spark of divine within 
that belongs to God.  To the Gnostic, our spiritual problem 
is lack of knowledge (gnosis), not sin.81  The Bible says 
that our problem is sin, and our redemption is through 
Jesus Christ (Romans 3:23-26).  The Bible also says that 
it is lack of knowledge that keeps us from discovering 
truths contained in the Word of God (Romans 10:14, 
Hosea 4:6).  It is knowledge of God’s Word that we must 
seek, not some secret gnosis (knowledge) within 
ourselves. 

My people are destroyed for lack of 
knowledge … Hosea 4:6 KJV 

Gnostic documents were not the earliest Christian 
documents.  They do not stand the test of eyewitness 
testimony.  According to Erwin W. Lutzer: 

Far from being the authentic version of 
Christianity, Gnosticism was a parasite that 
attempted to tie its platonic ideas to the fledgling 
but popular Christian movement… The 
contemporary notion that the Gnostics were the 
early underdogs of Christianity but were co-
opted by a power-hungry church simply is not 
true… Christianity is a historical religion, rooted 
in certain verifiable facts.  Gnosticism is a theory 
of ideas—conflicting ideas, I might add—that are 
not grounded in space/time events.82 

Right Thinking 
This short article cannot possibly cover all the 

deceptions in Brown’s book.  But please understand that 
there is nearly nothing in that book that is truth.  The errors 
perpetrated are indeed numerous.  If the reader wants a 
more thorough treatment of the deceptions, The Da Vinci 
Hoax is highly recommended.  A smaller book that 
addresses most of the issues, The Da Vinci Code, Fact or 
Fiction?, by Hank Hanegraaff and Paul L. Maier, is also 

highly recommended. 
We don’t need to look inward to find God.  The 

Bible tells us to look to Jesus, the author and finisher of 
our faith (Hebrews 12:2).  We also do not need to fear the 
attacks on our faith, but we are told to study (2 Timothy 
2:15).  That’s why we go to church.  That’s why we have 
pastors and teachers.  We need to fully avail ourselves of 
the resources of our own church.  We cannot know 
enough about our beliefs.  Each reading of the Bible is a 
new experience.  We must learn to defend our faith.  
Jesus warns us not to be “luke-warm” Christians in these 
last days (Revelation 3:15, 15). 

These are dangerous times.  The dangers are 
increasing as fewer read the Bible or attend church.  
Eventually a time is coming (and for some, is already 
here) when people, because of their hardened hearts, and 
lack of knowledge, will prefer to believe the lie than bow 
their knee to their Lord and Savior, Jesus Christ.  In fact, 
the Bible says that, because they do not love saving truth, 
they will be unable to believe the truth because God will 
prevent their belief with a “strong delusion” (2 
Thessalonians 2:9-12). 

If you have been confused by The Da Vinci Code, 
or other books?  Then speak to your pastor.  He’s there to 
help.  If you prefer, you may contact us at the address, 
phone number, and Email listed at the end of this 
publication.  Also, read one of the books that are 
recommended.  Except for a few on the fringe, be assured 
that the vast majority of Bible scholars and historians do 
not accept the deceptions described in Brown’s book. 

Turn to Jesus Christ and the canonical Gospels 
for your truth.  The Holy Spirit will guide you into all truth if 
you let him.  Believe in the Lord Jesus, that He died for 
you, and rose from the dead, and you will be saved 
(Romans 10:9). AWAWAWAW 

 
______________________________ 
1 Gilbert.K. Chesterton, HERETICS, Salem, NH: Ayer Company Publishers, Inc., 
1905, 1992, p. 20. 
2 Chesterton, HERETICS, Salem, p. 60. 
3 Dan Brown, THE DA VINCI CODE, New York, NY: Doubleday, 2003. 
4 Hank Hanegraaff, Paul L. Maier, THE DA VINCI CODE: FACT OR FICTION, 
Wheaton, IL: Tyndale House Publishers, Inc., 2004, p. 28. 
5 Carl E. Olson, Sandra Miesel, THE DA VINCI HOAX, Exposing the Errors in the 
Da Vinci Code, San Francisco, CA: Ignacius Press, pp.227, 228. 
6 Olson, Miesel, THE DA VINCI HOAX, Exposing the Errors in the Da Vinci Code, p. 
228. 
7 Lynn Picknett, Clive Prince, THE TEMPLAR REVELATION, Secret Guardians of 
the True Identity of Christ, New York, NY: Touchstone, 1997, pp. 44, 47, 50, 51. 
Olson, Miesel, THE DA VINCI HOAX, Exposing the Errors in the Da Vinci Code, p. 
228. 
8 The page numbers in parenthesis in the article body represent page numbers 
from: Brown, THE DA VINCI CODE, Miesel, THE DA VINCI HOAX, Exposing the 
Errors in the Da Vinci Code, pp. 236-239. Hank Hanegraaff, Paul L. Maier, THE DA 
VINCI CODE: FACT OR FICTION, Wheaton, IL: Tyndale House Publishers, Inc., 
2004, p. 12. Dan Burstein, SECRETS OF THE CODE, The Unauthorized Guide to 
the Mysteries Behind The Da Vinci Code, New York, NY: CDS Books, 2004, pp. 
299, 355. 
9 Olson, Miesel, THE DA VINCI HOAX, Exposing the Errors in the Da Vinci Code, 
pp. 236-239. Hanegraaff, Maier, THE DA VINCI CODE: FACT OR FICTION, p. 12. 
Burstein, SECRETS OF THE CODE, The Unauthorized Guide to the Mysteries 
Behind The Da Vinci Code, pp. 299, 353, 354. 
10 Olson, Miesel, THE DA VINCI HOAX, Exposing the Errors in the Da Vinci Code, 
pp. 33-38. 
11 NATIONAL REVIEW, “Religious Fiction”, December 8, 2003. Cited in footnotes: 
Olson, Miesel, THE DA VINCI HOAX, Exposing the Errors in the Da Vinci Code, p. 
32. Republished in: Burstein, SECRETS OF THE CODE, The Unauthorized Guide 
to the Mysteries Behind The Da Vinci Code, p. 296. 
12 Ben Witherington III, THE GOSPEL CODE, Downers Grove, IL: InterVarsity 

��������	�
��������������������� �
������������������ � �������������������������



Press, 2004, p. 64. 
13 Roger E. Olson, THE STORY OF CHRISTIAN THEOLOGY, Downers Grove, IL: 
InterVarsity Press, 1999, pp. 139, 142-144, 147, 151-153, 156, 157. Burstein, 
SECRETS OF THE CODE, The Unauthorized Guide to the Mysteries Behind The 
Da Vinci Code, p. 276. 
14 Burstein, SECRETS OF THE CODE, The Unauthorized Guide to the Mysteries 
Behind The Da Vinci Code, p. 160. 
15 Eusebius Pamphilus, EUSEBIUS’ ECCLESIASTICAL HISTORY, Grand Rapids, 
MI: Baker Book House, 14th printing June 1990, p. 475. 
16 J.B. Lightfoot and J.R. Harmer (Trans.), Michael W. Holmes (editor), THE 
APOSTOLIC FATHERS, Grand Rapids, MI: Baker Book House, (1st edition, 1891 
London: Macmillan), 2nd edition, 1989, 1998, p. 82. David W. Bercot (editor), A 
DICTIONARY OF EARLY CHRISTIAN BELIEFS, Peabody, MA: Hendrickson 
Publishers, Inc., 1998, p. xvii. 
17 Bercot (editor), A DICTIONARY OF EARLY CHRISTIAN BELIEFS, pp. xvii, xix. 
18 Ignacius, LETTER TO THE EPHESIANS, (from Ante-Nicene Fathers, Volume 1, 
PC Study Bible formatted electronic database Copyright © 2003 by Biblesoft, Inc. 
All rights reserved.), Chapter 7. 
19 Ignacius, LETTER TO THE EPHESIANS, (from Ante-Nicene Fathers, Volume 1.), 
Chapter 18. 
20 Ignacius, LETTER TO THE EPHESIANS, (from Ante-Nicene Fathers, Volume 1.), 
Chapter 19. 
21 Translators notes, JUSTIN MARTYR, (from Ante-Nicene Fathers, Volume 1.). 
22 Justin Martyr, FIRST APOLOGY, (from Ante-Nicene Fathers, Volume 1.), 
Chapter 13. 
23 Justin Martyr, FIRST APOLOGY, (from Ante-Nicene Fathers, Volume 1.), 
Chapter 21. 
24 Justin Martyr, FIRST APOLOGY, (from Ante-Nicene Fathers, Volume 1.), 
Chapter 63. 
25 Justin Martyr, FIRST APOLOGY, (from Ante-Nicene Fathers, Volume 1.), 
Chapter 126. 
26 Justin Martyr, FIRST APOLOGY, (from Ante-Nicene Fathers, Volume 1.), 
Chapter 127. 
27 Justin Martyr, FIRST APOLOGY, (from Ante-Nicene Fathers, Volume 1.), 
Chapter 128. 
28 Bercot (editor), A DICTIONARY OF EARLY CHRISTIAN BELIEFS, pp. xvii, xix. 
29 Irenaeus, AGAINST HERESIES, (from Ante-Nicene Fathers, Volume 1.), Book 3, 
Chapter 19, 1-3. 
30 Clement of Alexandria, EXHORTATION TO THE HEATHEN (PROTREPTIKOS) 
(from Ante-Nicene Fathers, Volume 2.), Chapter 1. 
31 Roger E. Olson, THE STORY OF CHRISTIAN THEOLOGY, Downers Grove, IL: 
InterVarsity Press, 1999, p. 54. 
32 Tertullian, A TREATISE ON THE SOUL, (from Ante-Nicene Fathers, Volume 3, 
PC Study Bible formatted electronic database Copyright © 2003 by Biblesoft, Inc. 
All rights reserved.), Chapter 41. 
33 Olson, THE STORY OF CHRISTIAN THEOLOGY, p. 101. 
34 Origen, ON FIRST PRINICIPLES (DE PRINCIPIIS), (from Ante-Nicene Fathers, 
Volume 4.), Preface. 
35 Bercot (editor), A DICTIONARY OF EARLY CHRISTIAN BELIEFS, pp. 323, 324. 
36 Gregory Thaumaturgus, A DECLARATION OF FAITH, (from Ante-Nicene 
Fathers, Volume 6.) 
37 Michael Baigent, Richard Leigh, Henry Lincoln, HOLY BLOOD, HOLY GRAIL, 
New York, NY: Dell Publishing, 1982, 1983, p. 317. 
38 Baigent, Leigh, Lincoln, HOLY BLOOD, HOLY GRAIL, p. 317. 
39 Gleason L. Archer, ENCYCLOPEDIA OF BIBLE DIFFICULTIES, Grand Rapids, 
MI: Regency Reference Library, Zondervan Publishing House, 1982, p. 316. 
40 Archer, ENCYCLOPEDIA OF BIBLE DIFFICULTIES, p. 316. 
41 Archer, ENCYCLOPEDIA OF BIBLE DIFFICULTIES, p. 316. 
42 Picknett, Prince, THE TEMPLAR REVELATION, Secret Guardians of the True 
Identity of Christ, p. 50. 
43 Baigent, Leigh, Lincoln, HOLY BLOOD, HOLY GRAIL, p. 19. 
44 Picknett, Prince, THE TEMPLAR REVELATION, Secret Guardians of the True 
Identity of Christ, p. 237. 
45 Olson, Miesel, THE DA VINCI HOAX, Exposing the Errors in the Da Vinci Code, 
pp. 63, 66. Burstein, SECRETS OF THE CODE, The Unauthorized Guide to the 
Mysteries Behind The Da Vinci Code, p. 98. 
46 See: Carsten Peter Thiede, Matthew D’Ancona, EYEWITNESS TO JESUS, 
Amazing New Manuscript Evidence About the Origin of the Gospels, New York, NY: 
Doubleday, 1996, pp. 30-46. 
47 Olson, Miesel, THE DA VINCI HOAX, Exposing the Errors in the Da Vinci Code, 
pp. 64-66. 
48 Burstein, SECRETS OF THE CODE, The Unauthorized Guide to the Mysteries 
Behind The Da Vinci Code, p. 160. 

49 Norman L. Geisler, William E. Nix, A GENERAL INTRODUCTION TO THE 
BIBLE, Chicago, IL: Moody Press, 1968, 1986, p. 291. 
50 Witherington, THE GOSPEL CODE, pp. 65, 66. 
51 Flavius Josephus, AGAINST APION, (from The Works of Josephus, translated by William 
Whiston, PC Study Bible formatted electronic database Copyright © 2003 by Biblesoft, Inc. All rights reserved.), Book One. 
52 Josh McDowell, EVIDENCE THAT DEMANDS A VERDICT, San Bernardino, CA: 
Here’s Life Publishers, Revised edition, 1972, 1979, pp. 52, 53. 
53 McDowell, EVIDENCE THAT DEMANDS A VERDICT, p. 45. 
54 Geisler, Nix, A GENERAL INTRODUCTION TO THE BIBLE, p. 213. 
55 Revelation Of John, (from International Standard Bible Encyclopaedia, Electronic 
Database Copyright (c)1996 by Biblesoft). 
56 Mark, Gospel Of, (from International Standard Bible Encyclopaedia). 
57 Olson, Miesel, THE DA VINCI HOAX, Exposing the Errors in the Da Vinci Code, 
p. 65. Irenaeus, AGAINST HERESIES, (from Ante-Nicene Fathers, Volume 1.), 
Book 3, chapter 1, part 1. 
58 Mark, Gospel Of, (from International Standard Bible Encyclopaedia). 
59 Mark, Gospel Of, (from International Standard Bible Encyclopaedia). 
60 Geisler, William Nix, A GENERAL INTRODUCTION TO THE BIBLE, p. 213. 
61 Geisler, Nix, A GENERAL INTRODUCTION TO THE BIBLE, pp. 212, 213. 
62 Geisler, Nix, A GENERAL INTRODUCTION TO THE BIBLE, p. 317. 
63 Witherington, THE GOSPEL CODE, p. 32. 
64 Olson, Miesel, THE DA VINCI HOAX, Exposing the Errors in the Da Vinci Code, 
pp. 62, 64. 
65 Cited in: Witherington, THE GOSPEL CODE, p. 64. 
66 Olson, Miesel, THE DA VINCI HOAX, Exposing the Errors in the Da Vinci Code, 
pp. 92, 93. Hanegraaff, Maier, THE DA VINCI CODE: FACT OR FICTION, p. 19. 
67 See: THE GOSPEL OF PHILIP, at www.earlychristianwritings.com/gospelphilip.
html. The Nag Hamaddi Gospel of Philip was written in Coptic, but probably copied 
from the Greek as was the Coptic custom. Witherington, THE GOSPEL CODE, p. 
33. Hanegraaff, Maier, THE DA VINCI CODE: FACT OR FICTION, p. 19. Olson, 
Miesel, THE DA VINCI HOAX, Exposing the Errors in the Da Vinci Code, pp. 32, 
36, 84. Burstein, SECRETS OF THE CODE, The Unauthorized Guide to the 
Mysteries Behind The Da Vinci Code, p. 336. 
68 Olson, Miesel, THE DA VINCI HOAX, Exposing the Errors in the Da Vinci Code, 
pp. 93, 94. See also: Witherington, THE GOSPEL CODE, pp. 36, 37. As an allegory 
of Christ’s love for the Church, similar to the allegory stype of Song of Solomon, 
see: Burstein, SECRETS OF THE CODE, The Unauthorized Guide to the Mysteries 
Behind The Da Vinci Code, p. 31. 
69 Witherington, THE GOSPEL CODE, pp. 24, 36. Burstein, SECRETS OF THE 
CODE, The Unauthorized Guide to the Mysteries Behind The Da Vinci Code, p. 
109. 
70 Olson, Miesel, THE DA VINCI HOAX, Exposing the Errors in the Da Vinci Code, 
pp. 265, 266. Burstein, SECRETS OF THE CODE, The Unauthorized Guide to the 
Mysteries Behind The Da Vinci Code, pp. 212, 228-231, 346. 
71 Olson, Miesel, THE DA VINCI HOAX, Exposing the Errors in the Da Vinci Code, 
p. 265. Hanegraaff, Maier, THE DA VINCI CODE: FACT OR FICTION, p. 26. 
72 Olson, Miesel, THE DA VINCI HOAX, Exposing the Errors in the Da Vinci Code, 
p. 270. 
73 Olson, Miesel, THE DA VINCI HOAX, Exposing the Errors in the Da Vinci Code, 
p. 96. 
74 Olson, Miesel, THE DA VINCI HOAX, Exposing the Errors in the Da Vinci Code, 
pp. 97, 98. 
75 Witherington, THE GOSPEL CODE, Downers Grove, IL: InterVarsity Press, 
2004, p. 33. 
76 Olson, Miesel, THE DA VINCI HOAX, Exposing the Errors in the Da Vinci Code, 
p. 49. 
77 Olson, Miesel, THE DA VINCI HOAX, Exposing the Errors in the Da Vinci Code, 
pp. 50, 51. 
78 Olson, Miesel, THE DA VINCI HOAX, Exposing the Errors in the Da Vinci Code, 
p. 293. 
79 Olson, Miesel, THE DA VINCI HOAX, Exposing the Errors in the Da Vinci Code, 
p. 69. 
80 Olson, Miesel, THE DA VINCI HOAX, Exposing the Errors in the Da Vinci Code, 
p. 48, including footnotes 7 and 8. 
81 Witherington, THE GOSPEL CODE, Downers Grove, IL: InterVarsity Press, 
2004, pp. 33, 34. Olson, Miesel, THE DA VINCI HOAX, Exposing the Errors in the 
Da Vinci Code, p. 71. 
82 Erwin W. Lutzer, THE DA VINCI DECEPTION, Tyndale House Publishers, Inc., 
2004, p. 30. 

��������	�
��������������������� �
������������������ � ��������� �����������������







�������	
����
����	�������	
����
����	�������	
����
����	�������	
����
����	  is a quarterly publication distributed free of charge via mail to those who request it. 
Topics will have a primary focus on the Defense of Scripture, including Creation (Genesis), Humanism, and Prophecy (Revelation).  Other 

topics of interest may be presented.  Questions, comments, and suggestions are encouraged.   
Copyright © 2004 Robert W. Tozier.  All rights reserved.  Permission is given to photocopy and  freely distribute this material for the glory of 

God as long as it is not done for commercial purposes. 

E-Mail: CreatRev@hawaii.rr.com ; Mail: Robert & Mary Tozier, 92-222 Hoalii Place, Kapolei, HI 96707.  Tel: 808-672-7229  -  ALOHA! AWAWAWAW 


