The Da Vinci Code Seminar
Pastor Mike Gunn with Greg and Jen Wright

Intro: 

Thanks for coming to the seminar today. Your presence tells me you are either interested in the gospel or culture, or hopefully both. The Da Vinci Code is an important work whether or not we like the book/movie or not. People are reading the book, watching the movie, and asking questions. I do believe it is imperative of Christians not to boycott these types of works, or even ignore them, but to engage them in a meaningful way that informs our own position, and enables us to articulate the truths of the our risen savior. 

I hope that you continue to grow closer and closer to the knowledge of God’s truth, and bath in the water of His grace as you journey closer to the center of His mission to people that need to hear the truth of God’s word in love.

Words of caution and encouragement

· 1 Peter 3:15
· 2 Timothy 2:22-26
1. The Cultural Relevance of the Code
As always we can approach culture with either a separatist or syncretist point of view. The separatist either boycott movies like this (ie. “Last Temptation of Christ”) or they completely ignore the subject altogether. Both of these tactics hurt the gospel and the individual believer. The very fear that the book promotes through secret organizations such as the “Opus Dei” become a reality when the church reacts in step with the “unfair” accusations. Ignoring obvious problems does absolutely nothing as the AIDS pandemic in South Africa testifies to. The syncretist on the other hand minimizes the gospel by neutering the power of the gospel while trying to hang on to a modicum of Christian truth. Dan brown himself has claimed Christianity as his faith in a few interviews, though he also worships goddesses along with the gods. 

No matter what we feel about the book/movie we cannot continue to ignore its importance in our culture. 17% of Canadians polled indicated that they believed the book to be true, while 13% of Americans believe the same. When believers are taken out of the equation that statistic raises to 31% of non-believers that believe Dan Brown’s story to be true. I believe that this is a great opportunity to first, figure out the truth of their faith and get themselves in the scriptures, and secondly, use this as an opportunity to speak the truth to those that you are ministering to in your neighborhoods, and work spaces. 
Another area that I believe is important to talk about here is why the climate is so ripe in regards to this book/movie. The church has done such a poor job of engaging its culture in the west positively that there is only disdain, distrust and disbelief that remain. We have promulgated a moralistic gospel that is most often used to club people over the head, and have not lived out the gospel in love, service and sacrifice that enables the gospel to enter into the culture with power and relevance. 
2. The Assumptions and Epistemology Behind the Code

I do believe it is important to understand the basic climate and assumptions that we need to distinguish when we are talking about the Da Vinci, especially in the greater argument as to whether or not Christianity has “Borrowed” or ripped off their story from the surrounding pagan mystery religions of the Mesopotamia. 

“The traditional history of Christianity is hopelessly inadequate to the facts. From our research into ancient spirituality it has become obvious that we must fundamentally revise our understanding of Christian origins in the most shocking of ways. Our conclusion, supported by a considerable body of evidence in our book, The Jesus Mysteries, is that Christianity was not a new revelation.  It was a continuation of Paganism by another name. The gospel story of Jesus is not the biography of an historical Messiah.  It is a Jewish reworking of ancient Pagan myths of the dying and resurrecting Godman Osiris-Dionysus, which had been popular for centuries throughout the ancient Mediterranean.”

The above theory is imbedded into the pages of the Da Vinci Code and Angels and Demons by Dan Brown, as well as, many conspiracy theorists found via the internet. The question is why? Basically there are two approaches to understanding “world religions. And I believe it is important to understand these distinctions. First, most studies in regards to religion are done “Comparatively.” Thus we have “Comparative Religion” courses taught in most of our universities, which begin with the assumption that religion is a collection of facts to be studied in comparison to the others. Underlying this methodology is a modernistic scientific methodology that decries pluralism and assumes rational uniformity. Subsequently the study of religion is dominated by an evolutionary idea that religion has evolved and will continue to do so. With that in mind missiologist Leslie Newbigin writes,
“The whole method of inquiry and discussion simply excludes the possibility that it might actually be the case that the one who created and sustains the entire universe of created beings has personally made Himself known at a certain time and place in universal history. Any claim that this actually happened is simply bracketed with other similar claims to be included in a syllabus for the comparative study of religion. In other words it has been silenced by co-option into the modern scientific world-view.”

To this Thomas Kuhn (An unbelieving former professor of Philosophy of Science and Linguistics at MIT in Cambridge Massachusetts) adds, “No part of the aim of normal science is to call forth new sorts of phenomena; indeed those that will not fit the box are often not seen at all…Instead normal scientific research is directed to the articulation of those phenomena and theories that the paradigm already supplies.”
 He goes on to say that any attempt to introduce new theories into the already established paradigms is often met with intolerance. With this as the starting point for most of western epistemology, it is easy to see why we would have so much trouble with the suggestion from men like Freke and Gandy. In reality a plethora of similar claims is the fact that scholarship cannot even tell which story came from whom, and whether or not the stories these men and women claim are even interpreted correctly.  
“The Frazerian construct of a general ‘Oriental’ vegetation god who periodically dies and rises from the dead has been discredited by more recent scholarship. There is no evidence for a resurrection of Attis; even Osiris remains with the dead; and if Persephone returns to the world every year, a joyous event for gods and men, the initiates do not follow her. There is a dimension of death in all of the mystery initiations, but the concept of rebirth or resurrection of either gods or mystai (sic)is anything but explicit.” 
       
    

 Ancient Mystery Cults. Walter Burkert. Harvard:1987.

The following lengthy quote is taken from The Encyclopedia of Religion [Macmillian: 1987; article is by Jonathan Z. Smith, Professor at University of Chicago, and general editor of the Harper-Collins Dictionary of Religion]. The entry under "Dying and Rising Gods" is as such; 

"The category of dying and rising gods, once a major topic of scholarly investigation, must now be understood to have been largely a misnomer based on imaginative reconstructions and exceedingly late or highly ambiguous texts. 

"Definition. As applied in the scholarly literature, 'dying and rising gods' is a generic appellation for a group of male deities found in agrarian Mediterranean societies who serve as the focus of myths and rituals that allegedly narrate and annually represent their death and resurrection. 

" Beyond this sufficient criterion, dying and rising deities were often held by scholars to have a number of cultic associations, sometimes thought to form a "pattern." They were young male figures of fertility; the drama of their lives was often associated with mother or virgin goddesses; in some areas, they were related to the institution of sacred kingship, often expressed through rituals of sacred marriage; there were dramatic reenactments of their life, death, and putative resurrection, often accompanied by a ritual identification of either the society or given individuals with their fate. 

"The category of dying and rising gods, as well as the pattern of its mythic and ritual associations, received its earliest full formulation in the influential work of James G. Frazer The Golden Bough, especially in its two central volumes, The Dying God and Adonis, Attis, Osiris. Frazer offered two interpretations, one euhemerist, the other naturist. In the former, which focused on the figure of the dying god, it was held that a (sacred) king would be slain when his fertility waned. This practice, it was suggested, would be later mythologized, giving rise to a dying god. The naturist explanation, which covered the full cycle of dying and rising, held the deities to be personifications of the seasonal cycle of vegetation. The two interpretations were linked by the notion that death followed upon a loss of fertility, with a period of sterility being followed by one of rejuvenation, either in the transfer of the kingship to a successor or by the rebirth or resurrection of the deity. 

"There are empirical problems with the euhemerist theory. The evidence for sacral regicide is limited and ambiguous; where it appears to occur, there are no instances of a dying god figure. The naturist explanation is flawed at the level of theory. Modern scholarship has largely rejected, for good reasons, an interpretation of deities as projections of natural phenomena. 

"Nevertheless, the figure of the dying and rising deity has continued to be employed, largely as a preoccupation of biblical scholarship, among those working on ancient Near Eastern sacred kingship in relation to the Hebrew Bible and among those concerned with the Hellenistic mystery cults in relation to the New Testament. 

"Broader Categories. Despite the shock this fact may deal to modern Western religious sensibilities, it is a commonplace within the history of religions that immortality is not a prime characteristic of divinity: gods die. Nor is the concomitant of omnipresence a widespread requisite: gods disappear. The putative category of dying and rising deities thus takes its place within the larger category of dying gods and the even larger category of disappearing deities. Some of these divine figures simply disappear; some disappear only to return again in the near or distant future; some disappear and reappear with monotonous frequency. All the deities that have been identified as belonging to the class of dying and rising deities can be subsumed under the two larger classes of disappearing deities or dying deities. In the first case, the deities return but have not died; in the second case, the gods die but do not return. There is no unambiguous instance in the history of religions of a dying and rising deity."

Eminent New Testament scholar N.T. Wright adds to this by clearly stating what much of New Testament scholarship has unearthed, that Paul was fiercely Jewish, and was if anything influenced by second temple Judaism rather than pagan mysticism. There is no doubt he was aware of the Greek and Roman philosophers (As seen in his usage in Acts 17), but he often used these ideas to communicate the message, not create it. To this Wright says,

“There should be no question of Paul in these passages or elsewhere moving away from the Jewish Monotheism we know in biblical and postbiblical sources and into either paganism, which would allow further ‘gods’ to be added to a pantheon, or dualism, in which the good god would be opposed by a bad god, the redeemer (perhaps) over against the creator.”

A second, and important way to see religion is that it is man-made, yet there is one story in the midst of them all that completes all the stories and deep desires of humanity. To this C. S. Lewis writes,
“Now as myth transcends thought, incarnation transcends myth. The heart of Christianity is a myth which is also fact (Emphasis mine). The old myth of the Dying God, without ceasing to be myth, comes down from the heaven of legend and imagination to earth of history. It happens-at a particular date, in a particular place, followed by definable historical consequences. We pass from a Balder or Osiris, dying nobody knows when or where, to a historical Person crucified under Pontius Pilate. By becoming fact is does not cease to be myth: that is the miracle.”

3. From Fiction to Fact
“The Da Vinci Code's Opus Dei--a powerful, ultraconservative Roman Catholic faction riddled with sadomasochistic ritual, one of whose members commits serial murder in pursuit of a church-threatening secret--is obviously not reflective of the real-life organization (although author Dan Brown's website states the portrayal was "based on numerous books written about Opus Dei as well as on my own personal interviews"). Yet in casting the group as his heavy, Brown was as shrewd as someone setting up an innocent man for a crime. You don't choose the head of the Rotary. You single out the secretive guy at the end of the block with the off-putting tics, who perhaps has a couple of incidents in his past that will hinder an effective defense. That's not Heil, but it's not a bad sketch of the organization to which she belongs.”

Two interesting aspects re: the gospel of Judas and the gospel of Mary. They both have Gnostic overtones, and they both do nothing more than defend Mary and Judas as important disciples where as in scripture you see men like John the Baptist “Decreases” and even when the two brothers John and James try to ask who will be seated with Him, Jesus answers them by saying it is not His to give, but, they needed to be a servant and not worry about their rank (see Mark 10:35ff).
A. Was Jesus Married?

B. Who is Mary Magdalene?
Factual inaccuracies (Taken from http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Angels_and_Demons) 
This list is not exhaustive
In the beginning of the book, Brown claims that "references to all works of art, tombs, tunnels, and architecture in Rome are entirely factual (as are their exact locations). They can still be seen today. The brotherhood of the Illuminati is also factual."

Despite Brown specifying the limits of his novel's factual accuracy, some readers have objected to other areas of information being misleading, in part based on the public comments made by the author and also due to the style of writing (for example, characters making expositions on their areas of expertise). Brown, having previously stated that his books were so research intensive they took a couple of years to write, has stated in a recent court case that he was "not much of a detail person".

The acknowledgement of organizations including CERN in the writing of the book gives the impression of the facts being supplied or reviewed by those organizations. CERN felt it appropriate to provide some scientific corrections to the book.[3] For example, it is scientifically impossible to use antimatter as a fuel source, much less to make a bomb.

Some inventions, such as a mistranslation of "Novus Ordo Seclorum" (which means "A New Order for the Ages," not "A New Secular Order") and a flawed depiction of the Council of Nicaea, may have given readers misleading impressions of historical events. In some cases, the book may have encouraged their belief in conspiracy theories that are unsupported by evidence.

· According to Brown, Galileo founded the Illuminati in order to spread scientific knowledge that the Church attempted to suppress. In reality, there is no evidence to suggest that Galileo was associated with any of the incarnations of the Illuminati (the most famous, the Bavarian Illuminati, was founded more than a century after his death).

· Brown asserts that British Prime Minister Winston Churchill was a Roman Catholic, when in fact he was a non-practicing Anglican.

· The book states that Christians came to know about 'god-eating' from the Aztecs. However, Christianity is at least 1900 years old, and Christians and Aztecs did not come into contact until 1519. There are early Christian and Roman references to the Communion.

· The Hassassin reminisces about the Crusaders attacking his people, "defiling their temples and gods." Actually, the Hassassins were Muslims, hence monotheists. (Page 14 of the paperback edition)

· The design of the Great Seal, which was actually created in 1782 is credited to Henry Wallace, who lived a century and a half too late for it.

· In examining the body of the previous Pope, the Swiss Guard simply slides back the marble top of the tomb and checks the Pope's tongue. In fact, Popes are buried in three nested coffins, which would have made this task somewhat more difficult.

· Dan Brown claims that "Bernini's city-wide cross of obelisks marked the fortress in perfect Illuminati fashion; the cross’s central arm passed directly through the center of the castle’s bridge, dividing it into two equal halves." In fact, neither of the two arms of the cross go through the Castel Sant'Angelo. The Altars, in fact, are not even situated in the shape of a cross.

· Brown writes that CERN owns a hyper-sonic space craft based on a "Boeing X-33". Boeing didn't design the X-33. It was designed by Lockheed Martin for NASA at its Skunk Works facility and was cancelled without ever having been built.

· Brown writes that the "All-Seeing Eye" is insignificant to the US, although the "all seeing eye of God" is mentioned several times in the Bible. The pyramid it is situated on (in the one-dollar bill) does have meaning: it is constructed of 13 layers and has 1776(MDCCLXXVI) in Roman numerals imprinted on the bottom.

· Brown states that the new Pope must be chosen from the College of Cardinals. Strictly speaking, the only requirements for being Pope are to be male, Catholic, and not a heretic or in a schism. While it is rare for a non-Cardinal to be raised, it has occurred a few times in the past (most recently with Pope Urban VI in 1379.)

4. The Bible and the “Other” Gospels

· Are there 80 other gospels?

· Is the bible “A product of man?”
5. Power Bases and Fear

� “The Jesus Mysteries Was the 'Original Jesus' a Pagan God?” article by Timothy Freke and Peter Gandy (Authors of the book of the same title) from � HYPERLINK "http://www.bibleinterp.com/commentary/gandy_011701.htm" ��http://www.bibleinterp.com/commentary/gandy_011701.htm� 


� Leslie Newbigin, Foolishness to the Greeks: The Gospel and Western Culture (Eerdman’s, 1986) 15. In regards to this topic I would suggest also, Science Faith and Society by Michael Polanyi,  The Structure of Scientific Revolutions by Thomas S. Kuhn and The Everlasting Man by G.K. Chesterton


� Thomas Kuhn, 24


� Both references have been excerpted from � HYPERLINK "http://www.christian-thinktank.com/copycatwho1.html" ��http://www.christian-thinktank.com/copycatwho1.html� ; For further research on the internet, I recommend � HYPERLINK "http://www.jesus.com.au" ��www.jesus.com.au�, which is where the above quotes ultimately originate from.


� N.T. Wright, Challenge of Jesus: Rediscovering Who Jesus Was and Is (IVP, 1999), 107


� C.S. Lewis, God in the Dock(Eerdman’s, 1970) 66-67


� Time Magazine, Apr. 24, 2006 (Cover Story)





