Was Jesus Married- Did He Have Children?

The DaVinci Code and Holy Blood, Holy Grail raises a number of questions.  They would have you believe:

1. that Jesus was married (openly or secretly) to Mary Magdalene and that a child (Sarah) was the result of this union,

2. that the early church hid or erased all of this evidence in accepted scripture to meet their own goals,

3. that it would have been improper for Christ to have remained single-that failure to marry would have been viewed as against the old testament teaching. His parents, being good Jews, would have certainly arranged for His marriage after this 16th birthday. 

4. that the non-accepted text (Book of Thomas, Book of Judas, Gospel of Philip, Gospel of Mary, etc) clearly contain evidence of His union

5. some of these text use the term “companion” which they interpret as meaning “wife”, and 

6. the Holy Grail, said to be the cup of Christ and containing some of his spilled blood, was actually found in Mary who was the vessel carrying Christ’s offspring (His blood),

7. and that mother and child moved to Europe where they spawned a royal lineage of kings and other notables.

Why Scripture and Historical Facts Reveal the Truth-There Was No Marriage or Offspring

1. The Gospel is not silent as to Christ’s family and his relationship with them.  It clearly mentions His mother, half brothers/sisters, father, aunts and maybe even cousins, most by name.  It is not logical for a close family member like a wife to have been excluded from all Biblical records.

2. It was not unusual for men and women who had devoted themselves to spiritual matters to abstain from marriage.  Classic examples include: Jeremiah, Elijah, John the Baptist, Paul).  It was well into the 2nd century that the strongly encouraged practice of Jewish Rabbi’s needing to be married began. Jesus certainly did not fit the mold of any ordinary Jewish religious leader.  He discipled women, ate with publicans, touched the invalid.  We should not expect him to fit any mold, especially one not relevant for his time period. 

3. Paul clearly teaches that non-marriage was the preferable state of a Christian.  It freed one to devote himself to the Gospel.  It is for this reason that Catholicism and the priesthood have preached both celibacy as well as non-marriage (following the example of Christ).

4. While some of the 12 apostles were married, scripture reveals that many of the apostles were not married, also following the example of Christ. 

5. There is no Biblical proof (canon or non-accepted text) that Mary of Magdala (Mary Magdalene) had anything more than a close relationship with Christ.  It was one of student-Teacher.  The fact that Christ had such relationships with a number of women is remarkable for the day, but nothing indicates this went beyond this bound.

6. We should not insist that Mary Magdalene was a former prostitute and therefore a more likely sexual partner with Christ (in or outside of marriage).  She has been given such character not by the Biblical record, but rather those who have chosen to wrongly interpret specific accounts of Jesus’ interactions with various women (one with seven demons, woman with the alabaster jar of ointment, etc). The Bible is silent on her past with the exception of her exorcism.  

7. At the crucifixion, Jesus ensures for the welfare of His mother by entrusting her to John.  Normal practice would have been for his family (especially brothers) to have assumed responsibility for any wife.  While Mary is mentioned as being in attendance, it is His mother he safeguards, with no mention of a wife needing assistance.
8. The non-recognized Gnostic books, named mostly after the apostles (and written by others in their name) are touted by Brown as a clear record of Christ’s marriage or union with Mary.  Nothing could be further from the truth. For example in the:
a. Gospel of Thomas (late 1st century)- Mary is barely mentioned with no reference to any married state with Christ,

b. Gospel of Peter (2nd century)-mentioned only as a female disciple

c. Dialogue of the Savior (2nd century)-listed as a follower of Christ with no special spiritual insight

d. Sophia of Jesus Christ-2nd century)-as a follower of Christ but with no sign of any special relationship

e. The Pistis Sophia(3rd century)-Mary is listed as one of the more enlightened disciples, but still no mention of any marriage or union

f. Gospel of Mary (2nd century)-Mary is described as having a deep spiritual understanding, maybe even more so than some of the apostles and as a favorite of Christ. Even so, no reporting of any marriage, union or relationship beyond that of a student-Teacher.

g. Gospel of Philip (2nd or 3rd century)-Mary is named as a “companion” of Christ.  Brown and others have incorrectly translated this word from his original language.  In its original text it would have the meaning of one who was a close friend.  It could not be correctly translated to mean spouse or sexual partner. This same book has a partial sentence fragment describing the close friendship Jesus had with Mary and that he “kissed” her, often causing a stir among some of the male disciples.  If Jesus had been married, the disciples would have known this and a kiss of any kind would not have been a point of debate. Most likely, the simple act of kissing any woman (probably on the cheek) common even today among many cultures and especially early Christians would have noteworthy not from a sexual point of view but from the cultural point of view of having a female disciple.  The new testament phrase, “greet one another with a Christian kiss” is a prime example of this common greeting. 

9. Paul and Peter’s discussion in I Corinthians 9, clearly states that it was (and would) be acceptable for wives to be associated with their husbands and Christian service.  Therefore, there is no reason why early church leaders would have removed text from the recognized gospel concerning Christ. On the contrary, it would have safeguarded such text.

10. Brown’s use of DaVinci’s picture of the Last Supper to imply that it is Mary seated next to Christ in the seat of honor, distorts commonly accepted painting styles of the day.  The apostle John, recorded as being in close proximity to Christ at this event and being one of the younger if not youngest disciples, was often painted in a somewhat effeminate style to differentiate him from the others.  This was not just something DaVinci did but numerous other renaissance painters.  If Mary had been in the picture, the total head count of disciples would have been 13 not 12 as painted.

11. There is no evidence of a child “Sarah” or a pregnant Mary moving to Europe after the crucifixion and establishing a “royal” blood line using text from any of the accepted books nor the Gnostic writings. 

12. Lastly, it would have been improper for Christ to have been engaged, married or have any sexual union with Mary or any other woman.  The Bible is clear, especially in Revelation, that Christ represents the bridegroom and that it is the Church who is his soon to be bride.  
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