
The success of The Da Vinci Code, Dan Brown’s top-selling book, has 
been a modern media phenomenon even before the launch of the block-
buster film due out later this month. 
It has sold around 40 million copies since it was published in 2003 and the 
overwhelming success of the book has stimulated new growth not just in 
publishing but in interest in ‘religious conspiracy’. For example, an article 
in a recent edition of the Sunday Times highlighted a book called ‘The 
Jesus Dynasty’ and the Guardian recently described a flurry of books 
about the Mary-myth that forms part of Dan Brown’s fiction. 
I find it fascinating the various reactions in the Christian world regarding 
these books, and in particular, the strong backlash in some quarters about 
‘The Da Vinci Code’. Personally, I enjoyed reading the book for what it 
was - a fast-paced piece of fictional nonsense that draws on religious 
myths that have been around for years. However, with the book’s profile 
being raised yet again with the forthcoming film, I do have a major con-
cern: will Dan Brown’s novel become a popular reference for supposed 
‘facts’ about Jesus and the circumstances of his earthly ministry? 
I believe the church’s role will not be to boycott or demonstrate against 
the movie - after all it is only fiction! Instead it should use the opportunity 
to speak out and communicate the Jesus of history that is presented in 
the Bible.  The media doesn’t provide many strong vehicles to naturally 
discuss the real Christ.  
Some of the major questions raised by The Da Vinci Code are: 

• Can we trust the four gospels? 

• What about ‘other gospels?’ 

• Was Jesus married? 

To help answer these questions, I hope these three articles are useful. Of 
course, you are welcome to contact me if you would like me to point you 
in the direction of further resources. Also, these and other articles are 
also available on www.hughgriffiths.com where you can also add your own 
comments and responses. 
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"The Bible is a product of man, my dear. Not of God. The Bible did not fall magically from the clouds. Man created 
it as a historical record of tumultuous times, and it has evolved through countless translations, additions, and revi-
sions. History has never had a definitive version of the book." 
Leigh Teabing (from The Da Vinci Code) 
One of the 'facts' presented by the Da Vinci Code is that the canonical books of Matthew, Mark, Luke and 
John were only four of many 'gospels' which recorded the life of Jesus Christ. In the novel, the character 
Leigh Teabing is a presented as a historian and specialist who says that 'almost everything our fathers 
taught us about Christ is false?' and that originally 'more than 80' gospels were considered for inclusion in 
the Bible. He claims that the gospels the church have accepted as accurate were in fact a clever selection of 
texts that presented a Jesus in a way that didn't reflect the truth. 
So, one of the first questions raised is 'Can we rely on the Gospels as we have them in Scripture? Here are 
some of the basic factual reasons why we can trust the four Gospels: 

• They were eye-witness accounts 
All four gospels were written in the first century A.D either by close followers of Christ or by 
immediate associates of the first apostles. Matthew and John were of course two of Jesus' original 
twelve disciples. Mark recorded Peter's biography and testimony and Luke was not only a disciple 
but also a careful historian who recorded in great detail the life of the early church. 

• The accuracy of the four gospels 
Both history and archaeology have both served to confirm the reliability of the Gospels. The 
events, people or places mentioned can be checked against other external sources of information 
(Tacitus, Jospehus and others) and have been shown to be correct. Clearly they were not written 
explicitly as historical records, but unlike many other early documents they do stand close scrutiny 
as being accurate. 

• The consistency of the four gospels 
Although each is written in a distinctive style and has its own emphases, the four gospels present a 
complemetary and non-contradictory picture of Jesus. Not only is there agreement on the bio-
graphical detail included, the Christian message or theology that underpins each of the books is also 
consistent. 

• The substantial manuscript evidence 
Unlike most other documents of similar age, we have a wealth of primary manuscripts from which 
our New Testament can be confirmed. In 'Evidence that Demands a Verdict', Josh McDowell notes 
that we have close to 25,000 manuscript copies of portions of the New Testament and counting 
Greek copies alone we have 5,656 partial and complete documents that date back as far as the 
second century. This is in stark contrast to other early writings - for example the Iliad of Homer 
has only around 600 manuscripts to support it and the earliest complete text is from the thirteenth 
century. 

The witness of the early church 
Very early in its history the church identified Matthew, Mark, Luke and John as 'canonical' or as properly 
belonging to the New Testament. Even before the end of the second century there was substantial agree-
ment that these books should be recognised as being accurate and inspired by God. Some of the criteria 
used were that the book had to have historical authenticity, it should have been written close to the time 
of Jesus and written by an apostle or close associate. In addition, it needed to be widely accepted by the 
church and consistent with orthodox or established belief. 
Certainly much more could be said about any of these, but these five points provide a basic outline of some 
of the evidence for the reliability of the gospels and undermine the claims made in The Da Vinci Code. Dan 
Brown’s view of history is completely fictional in more than one way. 
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“More than eighty gospels were considered for the New Testament, and yet only a relative few were chosen for 
inclusion—Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John among them…. The Bible, as we know it today, was collated by the 
pagan Roman emperor Constantine the Great ….[who] omitted those gospels that spoke of Christ’s human traits 
and embellished those gospels that made Him godlike.” 
Leigh Teabing in The Da Vinci Code 
One of the major assumptions written into The Da Vinci Code is that the four gospels in the bible cannot 
be relied upon as accurate eyewitness accounts about Jesus. Instead, the historian portrayed in the novel 
claims that Matthew, Mark, Luke and John were selected from dozens of 'gospels' circulating in the early 
church to present an idealistic view of Christ that was far from the truth. The idea expressed in the book is 
that the emperor Constantine chose from competing 'Christianities' and used Matthew, Mark, Luke and 
John to support his preferred version of events. 
Although we have already established that the four gospels can be trusted, it is also helpful to consider 
these other 'gospels'. The Da Vinci Code and the recently restored 'Gospel of Judas' document have both 
reawakened interest in non-biblical works supposedly providing the real Jesus story. For example, instead 
of looking to the Bible, Teabing the fictional historian suggests that the Nag Hammadi texts are the earliest 
Christian records and that documents such as the Gospel of Philip provide the truth about Christ. 
How should we respond? What is the truth about these 'other gospels'?  

• This is not a new error 
The idea of 'secret truth' about Jesus that challenges the canon of Scripture is not new. Right from 
the first few centuries of the church, gnostics claimed that salvation came not through Christ's 
death and resurrection but through special knowledge. Many of their writings, including the Gospel 
of Judas, were composed to spread their errors. Instead of providing eyewitness accounts, these 
'gospels' were gathered or composed to support their unorthodox ideas. 

• They do not provide trustworthy accounts 
Even from an academic perspective, these additional writings cannot be trusted. Many date from 
the third and fourth centuries and so do not provide contemporary or eyewitness accounts. For 
example, The Gospel of Philip is one of the oldest and has been dated to the century after the four 
biblical gospels were written. Even the Nag Hammadi texts are many generations removed from 
Jesus' time and are probably 200-300 years later than Matthew, Mark, Luke or John. Their material 
is inconsistent and contradictory, often offering a fanciful, speculative or simply strange viewpoint. 
This is in sharp contrast to the one gospel provided consistently across the canonical books. 

• They were not used by the early church 
For the first 300 years no church writer used or referred to these non-biblical books, Instead it 
appears that the four canonical gospels were widely and exclusively accepted so that even by A.D. 
150 they were listed as Scripture. Even heretical groups such as the Ebionites or those following 
Marcion acknowledged the four rather than a wider body of writings. 

• They were formally rejected by the early church 
Not only were these writings not used, they were also deliberately considered and rejected by the 
church as a whole. They did not stand scrutiny and were never considered as serious contenders 
for truth or Scripture. From the early list of Bible books prepared in the second century (the Mura-
torian canon) through the many subsequent debates and councils from the fourth century onwards, 
all of them exclusively affirmed the four books now in our Bible and rejected the others. 

Even if the academic disciplines had not already dismissed the reliability of 'other gospels' through research, 
history and textual criticism, we could still be confident that our Bible can be trusted. Many centuries be-
fore our contemporary scholars and writers wrestled with these extra-biblical documents, Christian lead-
ers and teachers had already exercised godly wisdom and judgement to condemn them. Their clear deci-
sions taken through prayer and the guidance of the Holy Spirit allowed us to receive the New Testament 
as we now have it. 
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"Unfortunately for the early editors, one particularly troubling earthly theme kept recurring in the gospel. Mary Mag-
dalene.” He paused. “More specifically, her marriage to Jesus Christ.” “It’s a matter of historical record,” Teabing 
said, “and Da Vinci was certainly aware of that fact.” 
Leigh Teabing in the Da Vinci Code 
Until recently this was an unusual question but one of the story elements in The Da Vinci Code is the claim 
that Jesus was married to Mary Magdalene and had a child together. However, it is now a more important 
issue to be able to respond to, particularly since a recent online survey carried out by the religious website 
beliefnet reported that more than a quarter of respondents believed this was true. 
Here are some of the key points worth knowing in order to simply answer this question: 

The Bible has no evidence to indicate Jesus married 
Scripture does not explicitly tell us whether Jesus was married or not. It doesn't directly confirm 
his singleness and neither does it give any indication he had a wife. However, there are several 
major observations from which we can conclude that he was unmarried: 

• The NT does refer to Jesus' relatives, but only to his father, mother and siblings - a wife is 
never mentioned. 

• Women associated with Jesus as his disciples and supporters were named specifically (see 
Lk.8:2-3) and his friendships with them with Mary and others reported openly. It is there-
fore almost certain then that the gospels would have also mentioned his wife had Jesus 
been married. 

• Jesus' appeal to renounce marriage for the kingdom in Matthew 19:10-12 seems to be 
rooted in his own decision to be single. This would be consistent with Christ's special 
calling, especially since Paul too remained unmarried in order to fulfil his ministry. 

• If Jesus had a wife it is likely that Scripture would have recorded it, as it did with the apos-
tles (1 Cor.9:5) 

Non-biblical literature has no evidence Jesus was married 
Contrary to the implications in the Da Vinci Code, there are no 'other gospels' or non-biblical 
manuscripts that provide any evidence that Jesus was married. Even the Gospel of Mary that pur-
ports to provide special insight into her life gives no indication of a marital relationship with Jesus. 
The Gospel of Philip does refer to Jesus kissing Mary but even if you were to accept that this 
highly spurious document was true, there is nothing to even suggest he was married to her. 

Quite simply there is no evidence either in or outside of the Bible that Jesus was married. In addition, the 
strong indications in Scripture point toward his singleness. Dan Brown's suggestion that Mary is simply a 
plot device intended to make a provocative and exciting read. 
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