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INTRODUCTION

When in April 2003, Doubleday published the fourth of Dan Brown’s n
sequel to the bestselling A4 ngels and Demons, titled The Da Vinci Code litt) Ang
the world know the stunning effects this book would have on the hist(;riCaf diq
religious spheres of - the world. This amazing thriller has the record of seljj,, .
thousand copies on its first day on bookstands and shooting to the top o% Six
bestseller chart in the first week of its publication, a position it maintaineq tfh(‘- _
sixty weeks.' The sales record of the code continued to escalate and b |

Or |
: v : early 2
it had sold an alarming forty million copies in over forty differer?l(t langu;? Oeﬁ‘

vel

also signed a multi-million pound contract with Columbia pictures for t
adaptation of the book into a film which starred renowned actor Tom Hanks

one of thezkey characters of the novel: Professor of Religious Symbology, Rober |
Langdon. i

Richard Leigh and Michae] Baigent, had done. The book attacks the Very roots of
Christendom, its doctrines and beliefs, and is still causing a great deal of
confusion for four and half years after its publication. This is because the authoy
gives every impression that what he wrote is no fiction, but plain fact. He actua]|
begins his novel with an opening page titled FACT. Whether his alleged facts ar
true or not, we shall see in the course of this work.

The Da Vinci Code has had a very negative effect on the faithful in Africa and
indeed in the teaching of the universal church. In this work, we set out to make g
evaluation of this novel based on the conception of Christ as held by the Africay
Christian. In order to do this, we shall examine the claims in the novel critically;
recall antecedents that led to its publication; discuss its challenges on th
dogmatic teachings of the church, its effects on current teachings on Christology
and Ecclesiology and then having studied the religious expression of Africans, we

AN X-RAY OF THE DA VINCI CODE
The Da Vinci Code is a complex but interesting story. In it a mysterious murder of

Jacques Sauniere, a master of religious symbology and renowned curator of the

Louvre in Paris brought about investigations by Robert Lan gdon, a Professor oﬂ

Symbology at Harvard University. Langdon was joined by a police
cryptographer, Sophie Neveu, a granddaughter of Sauniere. Sauniere was the
head of a secret religious group called the Priory of Sion which was saddled with
the responsibility of guarding the secret of the true nature and whereabouts of the
Holy Grail. Langdon and Neveu were out to search, following the clues left by
ot
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Saunicre, for the long-sought Grail. Those who mysteriously murdered Sauniere
had used the Opus Dei (a prelature of the Vatican founded by the Spanish priest
Josemaria Escriva)' to lead them to the Grail's hiding. In the coursc of their
adventures, Langdon and Neveu met Sir Leigh Teabing, a wealthy aristocrat and
expert on the Grail, who expiated on the historical background to its mystery.

Jesus was born into the polytheistic Greco-Roman world (which with the
exception of Israel, practiced monotheism). The pagans (from Latin “Paganus”
which means “Country dwellers™) clung to old religions of nature worship. The
Roman Catholic Church according to Dan Brown, had demonized the Pentacle (a
pre-Christian pagan symbol that relates to Nature-worship, existing over 4,000
years before Christ) as part of the Vatican’s effort to eradicate pagan reli gions and
convert people to Christianity. Langdon holds that the original feminine meaning
of the Peptaclc (which symbolized Venus, the goddess of female sexual love and
beauty) is correct, but its demonic interpretation is historically inaccurate.’
Natural sexual union between man and woman (the hallowed act of Hieros
Gamos) through which each becomes spiritually whole, had been recast as a
shamefql act. _The pagan world was matriarchal, exalting the goddess worship,
but 5Christlamty perpetuates patriarchy, a deviation from the Roman way of
life.’Leonardo Da Vinci, a well documented devotee of the ancient ways of the
goddess, had his work in hidden symbolism. His Fresco The Last Supper is one of
the most astonishing tributes to the Sacred Feminine. This “truth” Dan Brown

claims to expose.

The possession of apowerful secret since Christ’s time by a French king Godefroi

de Bouillon is a serious point. Fearing that the secret may disappear after his
death, the king founded the secret brotherhood called the Priory of Sion in
1099AD, which is to pass the secret from one generation to another quietly.
During the years the Priory discovered hidden documents which the Church
would stop at nothing to get.” The Knights Templar (Order of the knights of Christ
and the Temple of Solomon) was formed for this purpose. Pope Innocent 11 in 2
Papal Bull declared the Knights an independent army, subject not even to
religious or political powers. This made them powerful and wealthy. In October

13, 1307, Pope Clement V crushed them as heretics, but the treasure of the
documents he desired to seize slipped away. It was already entrusted to the
Templar’s shadowy architect, the Priory of Sion. These have been moved and re-
hidden several times. The documents are called Sangrael (Holy Grail). It derives
from the French “Sangrael” which evolved to Sangrael and eventually split into

two words “San” “Greal” meaning holy Grail.

This Grail is not the cup Jesus drank from at the Last Supper (as generally
believed) and with which Joseph of Arimathea later caught his blood at the
Crucifixion. It is a metaphor for something else. Brown supports this claim by
depending on fifty titles (books by well-known historians, some contemporary
and others centuries old)." Leonardo Da Vinci, a former Grand Master of the
Priory of Sion, knew the whereabouts of the Grail during his life time. This he
demonstrated in his art especially the painting: The Last Supper on the wall of
Santa Maria delle Grazie in Milan. In the painting there were thirteen cups, not
one chalice. The Holy Grail was a woman not a chalice.” It represents the Sacred
Feminine and the goddess eliminated by the Church. Brown maintains that Mary
Magdalene is the Grail, depicted by legend as the beloved disciple. She wasnota

prostitute, but the early church fitled her so to cover up her (the Church’s)

dangerous secrets namely: she was married to Christ and at Jesus’ crucifixion,
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her whose name was Sarah; there )
d down through the ages. Sir Lci;:f
by quoting the Gnostic p“‘Nﬁ;;.\l
Magdalene. Christ loye
*In those days the “’“ftl

fled to France and gave hir_lh o a doug ;
divine ancestral line of Christ was f““.ﬂn;l: yphie
Teabing explained things 10.1.‘¢1I1115]01\ s : lr ' Mary
of Philip: “And the companion of the Savie !". el
her more than all the disciples and used ln‘ (ss het..
companion in Aramaic literally meant spoust.
(o the Bible, Teabing argues that it did not “}T"l\m ‘h‘y h)llxl ':Fm ht:‘-fwcn,
v for the New Testament? In pet the | &% . as
i :\211:13:;;;:1cl\:li:]\ll\-'ns notat ‘In.'istiun hl.ll‘ wis }Hlp}[?.ﬁd on _his
" 1is goal was 0 bring stability hn.l.wu.l‘l warring
Brown argues further ll\f\i‘lu__‘fm'u.lllc council of
hich dealt with the divimty of Christ among
d by his followersasd prophcl and o anL‘:I‘llll man,
sdally prope wed and voted on by f{u* :
thus turned Jesus inlo d deity

haman world an entity whose

Pertaining
but it is a pro
eighty consic
collated by Emperor €
deathbed, too weak (o protest.
pagan religion and Christianity.
Nicea, convoked by Constantine, W
otherthings, Jesus was viewe

That he is Son of God was offic
council of Nicea. Constantine
existing bevond the scope of the
powerwas :mc!ml’lc.’ngcuh/c.”
| history of Christ (about his
(s that the Coptic Serolls and
tively speak of Christ’s

who chose the origin
Da Vinei Code purpor
{in 1948 and 1950 respec

Heresies sprang up for those
human {raits). Similarly, 7he
the Dead Sea Scrolls discovere
ministry in human ferms.

CRITIQUE OFTHE DA VINCICLAIMS _ '
From the x-ray, we have made of The Da Vinei Code, certain claims stand out,
These we shall examine critically under the fotlowing headings.

The Non-Divinity Of Christ: The first loophole in 'l_‘unhing‘s narration is his
claim that the divinity of Christ was decided in a vote J00 years after his death,
This is because writings of St. Paul which date as carly 50 - 08 AD." show Poul
acknowledging his worship ol One Lord. Jesus Christ, through whom all things
exist (cf. 1Cor. 8:5-6). He goes further to confirm Jesus’ equality with God in
Philippians 2:6-11. The author of the letter to the Hebrews quotes [rom the Old
Testament passages that show Jesus sharing in God’s glory, such as Psalm
102:25-27 (cf. Heb. 1:1-13). Even Q. John whose gospel dates as fur back as
90AD" does the same. Is it possible then that Christ’s divinity was decided only in
325 AD, when such personalities as St} ohn and his Johannine community and
St. Paul were ulrcn_dy_bclicving it and Paul was teaching it in the cities and towns
he visited in his missionary journeys, more than 250 years before the convening
of the council of Nicaca? (Note that 1 Corinthians and Philippians are among
those letters believed to have been genuinely written by Paul himselt). :

I'he _(_'uum.:n of Nicaea approved the Bible as il is today with the four pospels ('orl
the following reasons: A] yostolic-roots as a ground for truth \\'itlcqpru"lul use and:
" o ) W L] AT 1 y . o ' 5 ‘ ‘ ‘ < .
1o fight false teachings.” Prior to the council, due to the destruction of Sacred:
literature at the persecutions, 1L was imporiant for Christians to i(lvnlil'h ‘ih 8¢
books by naming them. This was to know which were most important ] wortl
L g i Yost important and worth
dying for.” A o. the assertion that there were over 80 pospels (p-313) 18 actu Il .
Iail-iv,_ .lwur;msff even l]'lt.‘ Nag Hammadi library mentioned b r Lot h'd'ulm' )
(p,_u 7)‘L'{\!]f~|5'li,'li“["ll\ documents wiih <L‘[1‘Il"1|{;lill S Al 1\.l | }' I‘Ul-'»h |*~‘i~lh“‘81
A esandonly five of these we
) sewere
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named gospels: Truth, Thomas, Philip, Egyptians and Mary."

The doctrine of the divinity of Christ and the Bible though proclaimed and
compiled by man respectively, were done under the inspiration of the Holy Spirit.
Jesus and Mary Magdalene: The second important claim in the Code is Jesus’
alleged marriage to Mary Magdalene. This marital union of Jesus and Mary was a
potentially political union with the legitimate claim to the throne of King
Solomon, because Mary was from the tribe of Benjamin and of royal blood and
Jesus was of the House of David. Mary did have a daughter for Jesus called Sarah
and through her Christ's royal blood was perpetrated. This family from whom the
Merovingian kings of  France arose still exists today with two family names:
Plantard and Saint-Clair.

Let us begin by asking the question: “From whom was Mary running in order to
save Christ’s unborn child? Was it from the Jews who had him killed and yet did
not touch his mother or herself (Mary Magdalene) at the crucifixion? Was it from
the antagonistic Peter, that is, is it likely that Peter would want to harm Jesus’ \:Vlfe
and unborn child just because he disliked its mother? Was it from the persecutions
which were yet to break out, because if Mary was pregnant at the crucifixion, the
child ought to have been born before the persecution recorded in Acts 8 arose and
therefore she could not have given birth in France? Or was it from the
“misogynist™ Catholic Church which at that time was yet to spring up? Robin
Griffith-Jones (2006) notes in his book The Da Vinci Code and the Secrets of the
Temple, that Dan Brown must have been carried away by some parchments,
doctored and named “Dossiers Secrets” by the Frenchman Pierre Plantard who
founded the “Priory of Sion” in the 1950s” (Brown claimed the Priory of Sion
was an European secret society founded in 1099). He did this to lay rightful claim
as heir to the kings of France

Secondly, the claim that Mary was Jesus’ wife is too far fetched. The author even
stated that the social decorum at that time forbade a Jewish man to be unmarried

(p. 330). The question is: Did the social decorum at that time permit a woman
(married for that matter) to seat among twelve men ata meal as important as the
Passover and leave her head uncovered as seen in the picture of the Last Supper?
Also, we know that Jewish men and women did live in the wilderness, some in a
celibate state as a manifestation of their dedication to God.” Besides, from the
accounts of Jesus’ life and teachings in the Gospels, can we say Jesus was one
who cared much about the social decorum of the time? If Mary Magdalene had
been married to Jesus, she would have been distinguished by reference to a male
connection as in the case of the five other Marys mentioned in the New Testament
(cf. Lk.1:30-31; Jn.11:1; Mt. 27:56; Jn 19:25; Acts 12:12). The allegation also,
that the church branded Mary a prostitute to erase her ties with Jesus, is false. This
error may have arisen from a homily by Pope Gregory the Great in 591 in which
he mistook her for the woman Luke calls the Sinful woman (cf. Lk. 7:36-50 ).”
But this is not a doctrine of the Church. On the contrary, she is mentioned
prominently in the four gospels; most of the Church Fathers praised her and the
Catholic Church celebrates her feast day on 22nd July every year. What greater
honor can one be accorded than these? The novel also tells of Sophie Neveu
seeing the hint of 2 bosom in the effeminate looking figure in the Last Supper.
This is not true. The only hint of a bosom is in the viewer’s mind. What Langdon
described as “Scotoma” (p.243), is actually at work again. The authors of the
book Holy Blood, Holy Grail propose that Leonardo Da Vinci believed in the
heretical notion that Jesus had a twin brother. This was the belief that Thomas,
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20), was the twin brother of Jesus. Leonard, _
ks. The Last Supper depicts two Viftually Sltray.
ld“‘“ica?] |

called the twin (cf. (.!11.2]
this in several of his wor
Christs.”
Gnostic gospels and their evidence of these claimg
tt of the text quoted by Teabing is broken ¢y, frs:au
' “age, |
he...Mary Magdalene... her 'gl
.to kiss her often on her... |

Now looking at the
first of all note that the key pa

It reads thus: .
And the companion of t

more than...the g{isciplcs.
Philip 63:33-36"

Ifthis is the present condition of the text, it would be a great act of presumptiq,, X
or as seen in the x-ray of the Codo ‘,

interject the words put there by the auth f .
lanation, the word the author of Philip useq for 3

Besides, contrary to Teabing’s exp i
“Companion” is a word borrowed from the Coptic language (Greek) which j; |

“Koinonos” and means “Companion”. This is not the ordinary Greek word f,,

wife which is “Gyne”, but for sister in a spiritual sense.” By and large the Gnostj,

gospels cannot help us understand Christ, for they present a different view of Gog,
Christ, salvation, revelation and spirituality. We therefore state once more that
Mary Magdalene was never married to Jesus. In fact, she was not even of roya|

descent.

SOMEANTECEDENTS TO THE DAVINCI CODE
Itis a belief among some philosophers that every effect must have a cause. To this

effect, we seek to have a look at what really might have inspired or infl d ]
Brown into writing his famous novel: The Da Vinci Codg begimmgu\eﬁ?}el SE;E :

remote or immediate cause of opposition to Christ.

The first opposition to Christ came with no fault of His from Kin i
being prophesied as a king who will come to liberate the world (N%alt_{g:%% {01211115
Herod hearing about His birth sought to kill Him, but Christ was able to ésca :
W;Jﬂ] the help of the message that came from God to the Magi and to his parexfti
gug ra}1 away with him to Egypt. When he claims to be before Abraham, hjs
= ‘:a x:wsdwlgmed to stone him on the grounds that he claimed to be God \&:hile
wezhall an . ew hm} onI}_r as aman who is not yet 50 years (Jn.8:57-5 9). Now
e f:?)?q trg’; g}rlgx;sgss ic;lzg; égr‘rs)e God bly hilmself and by the Church has -been 5 -
: very clearly in The Da Vinci Code whij

some extent : : Ivati R s
e }1; f:te cradle of Dan Brown’s motivating factor, that is, to opposehﬂgg

Man is ruled by his ideas. The wri

b : . The wrltqrs_of the Da Vinci H, i

diz? 31(361'?:;1; }iz {;1 ?Sc;g-gra«ihnona}l‘Chnstlan_ and appears to ﬁg; ;g?iggeobserved that |
; historical, traditional anstlan beliefs, but has ¢, Sven deep

years ago, we lived in a world of gods and goddesses Today we
- we |

SOIEJY of Gods where W ‘ ha b
e s omen In most cult ave
e ures ! n sty p y
spiritual power, ™ thus, the Code draws its inspi;atioﬁe froSLll d of their
1%

spirituality. -
; . M the goddegs
As a matter -
ker hgfs galj:t,h ?tandBrjown was not a Christian in the tradisio
; ghtio destroy faith in Jesus Christ and the t'eazl‘_‘l,“al Sense of 1 .
lng auth . A '
Ority of
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the Church. Ashomolowo Matthew, founder and senior pastor of Kingsway
International Christian Center (K1CC), in Newswatch, June 26, 2006, p.25,
observed that Dan Brown was influenced by a group of people v\fhp around 5D
400-500, rose in the Church to oppose the Trinity and the Divinity of Christ.
According to him, “They argued that Christ could not have been Lord, and he
could not have been God and that he was an ordinary man”. No wor;der thep that
Carl E. Olson and Sandra Miesel (2004), clearly stated: “More than just fiction or
an entertaining book, the chart-toping novel was purposefully written to
challenge what people believe about God, Jesus Christ, the Bible, Mary
Magdalene, religion, history and the nature of truth itself”.” He sought to redefine
and mutilate Catholicism and by this sought its destruction from the roots.

Reading through the novel, there are three major books that seemed to have really
pushed Dan Brown into writing this ‘thriller’: The Templar Revelation, H oly
Blood, Holy Grail and the Gnostics gospels especially those of Philip, Mary
Magdalene and Thomas. While the Gnostics gospels depicted Mary’s closeness
to Jesus and claimed that she was the Apostle of the Apostles and above all was
married to Jesus Christ, the Holy Blood, Holy Grail and The Templar Revelation
commonly held that Jesus was not so much the Sonof God as a devoted son of the
goddess and they denied his death on the cross and his resurrection from the dead,
thus establishing that historical, creedal Christianity is a lie, an elaborate ruse
born out of the thirst for power and a violent desire to suppress the truth about
Jesus: that he was amere mortal oramarried man with lofty political goals or the
high priest of an Egyptian mystery religion.”

About the Holy Grail, Robin Griffith- Jones tells us that it developed from being
seen as a shallow dish that held the Eucharistic host to a precious stone decoratqd
with gold that gives life to the dying and later to the Chalice of the Last Supper in
which the blood of Christ was collected.” The authors of The Da Vinci Hoax,
borrowed from P.M Matarasso’s Quest of the Holy Grail to say that ™ ...the Grail
itself is the symbol of God’s grace. At once the dish of the Last Supper, the vessel
which received the effusion of Christ’s blood. ..are the mysteries of the Eucharist
unveiled”” Taking a leaf from there, Dan Brown implored the Last Supper
painting of Leonardo Da Vinci.

The painting of the Last Supper by Leonardo Da Vinci showed among the apostle,

a seeming image of a woman whom Dan Brown interpreted to be Mary
Magdalene. It might interest you to know that Dan Brown got the title of his book
by combining the painter’s name with his painting which he believed to be coded.
Some of the appeals of Brown’s novel are said to be undoubtedly due to its use of
the renaissance genius and its striking claims about the meaning and content of
his painting. More so, Dan Brown is said to have explained that he was first
exposed to this fact by an unnamed instructor while attending an unidentified art
school in Spain. Accordingly, his instructor told the class that although there is not
a chalice depicted in the painting, the Holy Grail can still be found seated next to
Jesus, that is, Mary Magdalene.” Added to this painting are the paintings of the
Mona Lisa and the Virgin of the Rocks.

All these put together, informed Dan Brown'’s novel which was nothing but an
appeal to individualism and the exaltation of the experiential which means a
renouncement of doctrine, dogma and rules and habours the notion that truth
cannot be known.”




THE CHALLENGES OF THE CODE ON DOGMATIC TEACHINGg OF .
4 IF

CHURCH . an truths revealed by God (directly ang '

By dogmatic teachings ‘e (IZT;]curch for belief, as revealed by God, either ?hrga‘m,

which are presented by the ( Mg steriom (Eopser Counci]) gl
scision of the extraordinary Magi _ il) or thy,
fﬁ!tﬁ& ‘c]lg:}lf;ﬁg general Magisterium of the Church (Episcopacy). It ig room‘&%‘;‘]

: ition - fides divina and fides .
ivi the Church’s tradition - fic athoy,
;I;ng::\t;it}:l)ﬁgrf?\eotfollowing teachings and doctrines amongst of the Chyrc}, ¢.¢

L fac
challenges from the Da Vinci Code: The Trinity, The Motherhood of G
(Theotokos) and Dogmatic

Constitution on Divine revelation (Dei Verbum),
. : i fers to the three gjy;.
tate) coined by Tertullian, re ne three diy;,
(Trm;ea th)e same in essence and equal in dignity gnfj
majesty. These persons are God the Father, God the Son and c?ofqt;l-:aeul;mlio\}y Spirit
The Divine word, Jesus, must of necessity be united to the gqr hO H abggsle ang
the Holy Spirit must have his habitation and abode tho 4 tg ; g u:ily
necessary that the Divine Triad be summed up and gathered in A Can-t'\;veﬁ Sat |
unity it means the sovereign God of the universe. Lallljrenhc Bonrmic J
reflected on the equality of the three persons of the Trinity when he w s Sis
the Catholic faith, to venerate one God in Trinity and Tm'mé lcrll Thet)é’o :1191 _
confusing the persons; not dividing the Essence... The Father 1s Go e s
God. The Holy Spirit is God. And yet there are not three Gods but one Go Y™ |
|
The Holy Spirit proceeds from the Father and the Son. Deny divinity of the son

i ly Spirit as a vague manifestation of divine power
gefvucfr)kar';? ¥l$: %ﬁ&c%fthggotgerg is one incglivisib!e_ Godhead; the self-same
dominion is wielded fully by Father, Son and Holy Spirit. Jesus and the Father are
one (Jn.20:30). To deny the divinity of Jesus (the secpqd person of the Trqnty_) is
tantamount to destroying the truthfulness of the Trinity in generaﬂ. Christ is a
God-made-man and not God-inspired-man as depicted by Brown: J_esus Chnst
was a historical figure of staggering influence, perhaps the most enigmatic and |
inspirational leader the world has ever seen.”” This denies him consubstantlahty
with the Father (Homoousios).

The Trinity: The Trinity
persons of Godhead. They a

Motherhood of God (Theotokos): Viewing Brown’s work from the ambient of
church history, we will see Nestorianism resurfacing. If Jesus’ divinity is
downplayed, the dogma of Theotokos, Mary being the Mother of God will be
endangered. She will simply be Christ Bearer (Christotokos) or Mother of the
man Jesus. No wonder Da Vinci painted a bizarre scene - an awkwardly posed |
Blessed Virgin Mary sitting with Baby Jesus... Instead of the usual Jesys’ |
blessing John the Baptist, Da Vinci reversed the case in The Madonna Of The |
Rocks.” However, Theotokos is biblically based as demonstrated by Jn. 14:8-9- |'
Lk.1:32, 35, Jn.10:35 and Jn.10:30, just fo mention a few. Regarding those who |
do not accept Theotokos, Cyril of Alexandria issued out twelye anathemas: The |
first states: “If anyone does not acknowledge that Emmanue] s j truth God, and |
the holy Virgin is in consequence Theotokos, for she brought forth after th h nh |
the Word of God who has become flesh, let him be anathema * Jesus is th f = |
that is, Word and Reason. Even some philosophers agreed that the [ €Logos, |
i ; g 3 g0s 1s the |
artificer of the universe, for instance Zeno and Cleanthes, Supposing ;.

Da Vinci Code is correct, then the truth of the Eucharist willbe put i ug ot s,
believe and worship it acknowledging Christ’s real presence thereqase?‘tlon- We
God.” If the divine nature of Christ is denied, then his flesh coy)q n NCarnate
either in salvation history as in Holy Communion. Ot give life
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Dogmatic Constitution on Divine Revelation: This deals with the
manifestation of God’s redemptive love to man through His Word... The divine
revelation is carried out through Christ the Word made flesh by the power of the
Holy Spirit. By this divine revelation, the invisible God (Col.1:15; 1Tim.1:17)
from the fullness of His love, addresses men and women as His friends and moves
among them (Ex. 33:11). Jesus therefore is the mediator and sum total of
rcvc‘lminn (2Cor.1:20; 3:16-4:6; Heb.1:1-2). This revelation is traceable to the
Patrlarcl_'ls. Moses and the prophets. The entire Old Testament is a preparation for
the coming Messiah, the Son of God himself, beginning with it the idea of the
Proto-Evangelium (Gen. 3:15). If Jesus is simply a mortal, then the Old
Testament expectation of the Messiah (Christ) and its fulfillment in the New
Testament are hogwash.

The Church dogmatically holds that Sacred Scriptures are divinely inspired and
inerrant. Inspiration means the divine origin of the Scripture, that s, it is God who
influenced the authors of the Old and New Testament books of the Bible.
Inerrancy refers to the truth that the Scripture is free from errors theologically and
doctrinaily, because there may be chronological and scientific errors in it.
However the reality is that the Bible is a book of faith. God is truth, infallible and
He inspired the authors. Thus the Bible is inerrant. But we must bear in mind that
the authors were human beings with limitations and that they wrote in human
Janguage. If the Da Vinci Code were to be right, then inspiration and inerrancy of
Sacred Scripture become a scandal to Christians.

Internal evidence as regards the inspiration and inerrancy to the Scripture is found
in1s.40:8; 55:10-11; Jer.1:19; Hab.2:2-3; 2Tim.3:14-17;2Pet.1:19-21; Heb._4:12-
13, etc. In some Jewish writings, the Israelites had believed in the inspiration of
Moses, the prophets, authors of wisdom literature and the priests, as servants of
Yahweh. The Old Testament is quoted in the new Testament about 350 fimes. This
shows that Jesus and the apostles shared the belief of Judaism in the divine origin
of the scripture.” Regarding extra biblical Sacred Scripture, Vatican I {1869-
1870} maintained that the church accepts the scriptures not because they are
approved by her authority... butbecause God is the author through the inspiration
ofthe Holy Spirit. More of these evidences are found in Chapter 3, Nos. 11, 12 and
13 of the Dogmatic Constitution on Divine Revelation of Vatican II. Similarly,
Popes Leo XIII in his Providentissimus Deus (1893), Decree on the Pontifical
Biblical Commission (February 13, 1905), Benedict XV’s Spiritus Paraclitus
(1920), and Pius XI's Divino Afflante Spiritu (1943) have contributed
immensely toward this direction.

THE CHALLENGES OF THE CODE ON CONTEMPORARY

CHRISTOLOGYAND ECCLESIOLOGY

We have seen the challenges of the code on the dogmatic teachings of the church,
with particular reference to the Trinity, Motherhood of God (Theotokos) and
Divine Revelation. We shall now examine its challenges on contemporary

Christology and Ecclesiology.

Christology: We have given a critique of the claims in the code, but let us imagine
what this book The Da Vinci Code would do the conception on the doctrine of
Christ held by the present day Christian. If Christ were not the Son of God, then
indeed all hope is lost for the average Christian whose most popularly quoted
verse in the Bible especially in Nigeria is “For God so loved the world that He
gave his only begotten son, that whosoever believes in Him may not perish, but
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have eternal life.” (Jn.3:16). The Code ridicules and challenge, ‘
ave € 1l ¥ ]

¢ |

s which is the belief in the Word of Gog ‘ |

i "hristianit \»hml‘_n B R s Why :
fo_undatlg Ifli'oﬂ?l?e beainn)i’na. This word was incarnated by the power ¢ the Moy
\Sv;ilr]i??vas t?:m'of a xﬁrgin and died for the sins of all men and womey, [ hr.\k lhb, ;

: ave Ti ‘Nere ¢ l {

d ascended into Heaven, lr_nm W h:. re He shay . Ay

lat_ercllle rolsle froml;l: eatd &aedear?d of time. These are the articles of faith mn‘l.‘l‘ "y
to judge all peoples ey

the creed.

-n he could not have existed with Goy .

st w rtal prophet, then he could not have o oy g

llafc'llllrrisi;:-atshzr?ifoulﬂ bg no need of a virgin birth and he ;‘I‘“M definitel, lh"-_i

h:%:e rise;‘from the dead. Therefore, the New 1 e;['a?\] CEI % llhl ;5‘\(?. t;\\. - ""“'rule.!?

. i he world in which these DEUEIS have plyy 4

and indeed the whole history of t d have done well to tell uy w48
f a W g ave C one we o [L“ LN w h

i fthis is true, the author would he _ X wd At

E:Jo%m]g}llz:;ilc doctrine of the Church that Christ had wanted Mary ‘\L‘Litlale‘h‘

to canygyon would have been. Remember that no other prophet in the uihm

founded a church.

Ecclesiology: The Code also strikes at the roots of every thing ;h.l_f uﬂull.nh'nhc.‘r
start with it discredits the validity and honesty of the € atholic € WS It meqpy
the Church is built on lies and is only a tool for politics and ..,-L_-;,‘;I Xplottation,
say in Teabing's words, that “we worship the gods of our fathers 15 o say ¢
Church is a collection of people on a wild goose chase in the hope 0f a togl!

human life, and social Justice should be re-evaluated.

paradise”. If the words of the Code are to be swallowed, then the church Wl ha
dishonesty is not worth a dime as regards morals and soctal matters She woy
therefore best keep her mouth shut when such issues arise [t would meao thy
church’s position on such issues as sexual morality, contraception, the dignity ¢
1

The church’s insistence on celibacy for her plugz.t 1 also questioned. Imagine

number of young virile men who were fooled into tighting their passions
suppressing their libido just because they were taught that their Master did |

Little wonder some unable to control their sexual appetite, vielded to their o _:-;:;;
and caused a great deal of scandal. The Church would theretore have o permit he
priests to get married. Who knows perhaps the Church's position on sam ey
marriages would also be ignored. After all, she has not been t2lling humanin, he
truth from the beginning. The Code therefore challenges the or 2ing of e
Church, her hierarchical structure with the Supreme Pontift as visih - haad

believed to be the Vicar of the Son of God (Vicarius Filii Del) har -
administration and her norms, rites and practices, which are all by !t

that Jesus Christ was true God and true man who was tempted in syery way |
we have, butdid not sin. (cf. Heb. 4:15). ' -

THI_B DAVINCICODEAND AFRICAN CHRISTOLOGY
Having seen most claims of The Da Vinci Code in attem
of Chrl_st al]d_to discredit the Church and bearing in mind th - -
discussion, it is of great importance that we consider the ',,mdl,_c E{Jf c of ou
beliefs and their Interpretation of the person of Jesus C hrist :ris s o) the Africag
g}éz ?gogsc; c ode.hOn ﬂr}? ngte we begin with the Africans re‘l.:t-i;ﬁ;l?; Py,
0 see how i i tp with hi
ik, i1s has help his understanding of the per?amp{;;-’ j}; :l:

pting to deny the diy milﬁ




CANAND TRADITIONALRELIGIOUS EXPRESSION
rjl;lgfl\Ad‘;iltlilin his book Introduction To African Religion stated that }fxfrlc§n§rhm'ies
notoriously religious and that they carry their religion wherever ttey %ﬁ.ers !
explains how committed an African s or would be when it corr_]efs. ond( i
faith and beliefs. Looking at that we call to mind the African belie md_ ctJ S% ol
and deitics, sacred places and shrines, ancestral spirits (spirit me éa f?'rrr; 44
power and roles of (chief) priests in the community, etc; derived oethnic
religious system of the non-Christian African identified with the varéo}:lsﬂuence
cultures of pre-colonial Africa as they interacted with one another and 1

. 41
one another to different degrees.

In most African traditional societies (th_eologies) the idea of a Supre}?eltehgfg:gng
distinctly apparent, whether he is conceived as creator or be};getéef, :;me Geing 18
he is a part of man’s proximate experience. Generally, the U}? B i

conceived as the creator of the universe and the owner of all that there ]13 o !
in his relation with man, A. Shorter (1977) af’ﬁryqed that the Supreme e;f frred to
alone. but with three or more other levels of spiritual beings whlqh a;e T e oret
as modes. mediators, divinities, etc. While the n}odes are conceive dasas wpic
manifestations of the Supreme Being the mediators are cfor;lcewe O
beines who are nevertheless associated with the activity 0 the supt - lesse;‘
and the divinities as subordinate beings, whose activity 1s to a greater bose
extent independent of the Supreme Being. The African in his religious expr

relates to these different orders of being both in his life experience and in formal
worship.”

The Supreme Being the African believes is directly present.in human experience
and is girectly app%oached in simple form of worship wh}c}lata.kes the form of
direct invocation of the creator and of simple offering to him™" like of first fruits
oblation after the food gathering expedition (New yam festival of the Igbo In
Nigeria). Shorter exemplified this belief in the Supreme Being b}:, quoting this
exultation of the pygny theism in Zaire as they call him “Kmvoum™, and it says,
“In the beginning was Kmvoum, today is Kmovoum, tomoIrow will be
Kmvoum...”". The mediators are the ancestral spirits, the good spirits who
sought and won the favor of the Supreme Being during their life time and whose
friendship with the living today is pledged of future blessings and they are
addressed by some or most African cultures as great elders, the great mediators.
since the African believed that the Supreme Being was the ultimate source of all
blessings; rain, good harvest, plentiful meat, children, victory in war peace and
harmony etc, he saw his experience of and communication w1tE the Supreme
Being as channeled almost exclusively through spirit mediators™. However, 1n
some cultures (Kimbu Nuer) as according to Shorter, the ancestors and the spirit
are the Supreme Being as well as God. They are separate being having a mystical
unity. The Yoruba of Nigeria has it on the other hand, that the relation between the

divinities with the Djﬁvinity can be intimate and sometimes tensed, but are still
worshipped together.

Places of worship are believed to be sacred and are highly regarded as such. This
is because they are places where God’s name was invoked and sacrifices were
offered for one favour or another. Priests were believed to speak God’s messag
and so were also considered as prophets, as men always consulted them to kno

the mind of God (the gods). This clearly shows that even before Christianity, a
observed by M. Mununguri (1998), “...the African already knew God. He kney
his closeness to him but as unknown, for he was ignorant of his intimate secrets. |

M D\ &9




immanent, near and far at the Same t;
s transcendent yet imm "Chri e
::?sséllgsg::sz‘to him was revealed in and by the person of Chrigt.

g
SON OF CHRIST
| EPTION OF THE PERS |
AFRICSN ?e(zg(ﬁed The Da Vinci Code tries to remove everything divin,
u a{refe}r . nthe crsoﬁ Christ, claiming that C}_mst was only a morta may g
l(_iodd); 3231 life gs a prophet while he was married t? li\ldary Magd?len e is?;hﬁ
1{\{5: t il% a negative way the Christian conception of t etﬁt?rsfgl 1f(r:'hmt ang h‘.“
fljiﬂtf ;s the Son of God and as God in himself. C::l:mtre:;']):3 (t:lc;at ol?s ! r?d : :/Ci?tﬁ% hl}i
iti iefs in the Supreme Being, modes, | ities ¢ '
t(r:zlald};oar;atlhl;ecl;ggsl;gt differfnt from the one that his ancgstlocrs }éahd _cohme to kn;\z
as trI:e creator of the world and the owner of all that there Ilqs’ tO;eallr]Slz a5 com, .
fulfill the faith his ancestors had in God they adolrpfd withou y knowing g
and to bring to fulfillment the A frican longing for life.

Recognizing this, M. Mununguri (1998), tells us that in orsdglifstfi f%:};r%ss hig
adherence to the Son of the God of his ances.torstzl:]nd ;c%r Ei::g;eeslddres%es C?1 ri;?les
T T : ity, the -
in bringing life into the African community, rican a e

' t family, living mediator, gy,
celestial host, proto-ancestor, eldest of'the grea
master initiatorl? etc. These titles, according to him express a new cl(::fsigrrllt)ess 1O the
God of his ancestors through the event of his becoming man (Incarna :

ge religions invites people to make up their own demes-, C{:lrl E. Olsgn_
?;d}éxdﬁgiz?ésgel (2004) obsF:ervl;d that The Da Vinci Code “. ..invites them tgi
invent their own history, to replace the gospel of Jesus glgms'g with a scripture thy
cater to contemporary preoccupation like feminism. . asltiries to suggest thefi
ordination of women into the priesthood which even in the African society is Mo
common. Even though it was a deliberate attempt to discredit the Christ ima 3
understood by the African and the role of the_Chu_rch in the life of tk}e African, he iy
convinced that no matter how complex society Is, there are certain roles tl_]at are:i
meant for men and for men alone. Thus t_he African undqrstandm g of Christ a5 a
proto-ancestor corresponds better to the idea that the African have about the role
played by those who have preceded us in the relationship with the Lord of lifg
The African’s ancestor, as already seen, plays a determinative role in the life of the
tribe, the clan and the extended family. They are presumed to receive life from|
God and to transmit it to the living terrestrials and that is what C hrist has come to|
do (Jh1:1-3, 17:5)“ Christ is the ancestor per excellence because he fulfijls a]| the

becomes our brother ancestor in fullness. B

ancestorship acquires a transcendental quality sin
family, clan and racial limitations in away th

Y being linked with Adam, Christs

ce he is able to transcend,
atour ancestors cannot




—

nd kings are highly revered in the African community. To demonstrate
this reality in rglm_ion mE'lhc person of Christ, Schricter quoted lhfi bBlantclll Pifvagﬁg
(hat addresses Jesus as “Chicf of human beings, may YO[i[ body an U(:hcgrefore
10 be heirs of your power, you the living God...Amen." This means, hi sclfié
that for the African, Christ is not only a chief but Cl}lefofchlefs who in him e
the living God who assume the nature of man to bring to the African the mgrs %
of eternal life, taking the role of a prophet (Mt 5:17-18) and afterwards 94521'1;\8
himself as an eternal sacrifice, taking the role of apriest (MK 1 5:37; Mt 27:4 )- Sf
a prophet, he is for the African a diviner, seer, revealer of secrets posses;l.()lgstge
the spirit or just the man of God and as priest he is the medium th}'Ol}gh w lclfthe
live giving power of God comes to men because he conforms within himse h
life force which he mediates to his people. “He is himself the messenger, the
message and the medium of communication. He communicates himself to the
African in himself and by himself and the Africans call him ‘Mu_onbe,z;} (in
Swahili) or ‘Molobeli’ (in Lingala) which means ‘intercessor and mediator .

Chiefs a

Finally, to express the greatness of Christ by the African, Mununguri tells us that
all these names drawn from African anthropology and sociology will always be
limited in their ability to express the person of Christ, the Incarnate Word, but
attached to an aspect of the salvific activity of Christ, they translate the experience
that the African has had of God in and what he expects since He has res_olved to
reveal Himself definitely in his Incarnate Son for “...truly the risen Chrlst opens
for the African a perspective of a full life, a life without end, something to which
the African aspired from the beginning.. »* for he is God, the God of his

ancestors.

EVALUATION

From the discussion above, we have seen from the x-ray, that the Code openly
attacked the divinity of Christ and claimed that he was married to Mary
Magdalene. It condemned the Church’s position as a vehicle of truth and claimed
that right from history the Church has been anti-feminist. We have also seen that
The Da Vinci Code would have been written out of some personal motive for
economic reasons, to preach feminism, and above all, to ridicule the Christ of God
and his Church by misinterpreting certain facts about the Bible and the Holy Grail
with an influence from Leonardo Da Vinci’s paintings especially of the Last
Supper. Again we have seen that the Code posed a lot of challenges to the
dogmatic teachings of the Church (about The Trinity, The Motherhood of God -
Theotokos-, and Divine Revelation — God’s revelation as recorded in the Sacred
Scripture) and to contemporary Christology and Ecclesiology to the extent that
some people are beginning to cast doubt on the gospel message and on the Church
as the vehicle of truth where the Good News has become bad news. And lastly we
have looked at the African and his religious expression as it affects his
understanding of the person of Christ so as to afford a background to the

evaluation proper.

Now, even though we have presented some basic problems raised by The Da Vinci
Code and have tried to offer some critical evaluation of them, we wish to offer
some basic ones based on the understanding that we have of African Christology.

To establish that Christ was not God, Dan Brown first claimed that Christ was
married to Mary Magdalene and had a child. His claim was on the fact that every
human person is androgynous™ with which Christ would not be complete if he
was not married. Monsignor Aniagwu, the Parish Priest of St. Leo’s Catholic




A ; ch, 26 June, 2006 -
it s reported in Newswatch, 26 ; , Teact |
Church Ike_ala Laﬁﬁf.oi}-vic\lv of Jesus’ mission of saving the world to Wh?élhttl thig |
claim from the pe t of African traditional priestho, ri*{t ;-{

This applies to an aspect : .
<hose not to marry. 1 his applie oEAfHean Mol |
not strictly. We know in the African commun y ema"dthattﬁé

. i ery kind of sexual relation so that he wil| },
ns‘- A 51;?11\“:103(1:{513:: Iglglt:?ag:ifge If this is true for the African traditionafapriean :'i
and worthy t ' : b : |
how much more for Christ the Supreme High Priest v:hot ?v?lsé ;[;;1) ;ffeT the Sypr® ,ﬂé
Sacrifice? Christ’s celibate life was not a thing to contes o not it wag gt

gvident. |
till from that point of view, is complety),
superfluous to the African Christian. This is because, for the African, Christ g -

= i but the God of his ancestors who has chosep i
onlv a Priest and an Ancestor, e irist. By this o A feicat will Hottole. attz |

reveal Himself through His Son Jesu

anv idea of a married God since right from the onset, as we have seen, at least frop, |
our research, the African has never conceived any divinities who were wives , |
' en the Divinity and the divinitjeg

the Supreme Being. More s, the unity betwe | th
partiallP;‘ suggests the unity between the three persons of the Trinity (God the

Father. God the Son, and God the Holy Spirit) as they are adored and worshippeg
together one God for ever and ever.

To say that Christ was not God,

|

From the African conception of the ancestor as one who lived and established a ]1
Id have agreed with Dan Brown thatit |

biological or spiritual community, one wou .
is possible that Christ would have been married. But alas, this is not so, the
Church rather is the Bride of Christ. The African Christian clearly understands

this that is why he or she calls Christ not just an ancestor, but a Proto-Ancestor.

It is good to note that Brown advocacy of feminism was a deliberate attack on the

celibate priesthood of the Church and on the Church’s refusal to ordain women
into the priesthood. The issue of the celibate priesthood has already been dealt
with when we were dealing with the Jesus’ marriage controversy as we argued
from the point of view of his mission. On the issue of the ordination of women, the
authors of The Da Vinci Hoax in their critique of The Da Vinci Code afﬁrmed’that
there is a unique difference between the male and the female sexes. They sa

while the male sex symbolizes God in His transcendence, the female se?c
symbolizes creation. Thig makes it clear that not every role pe;formed by a man
that a woman does. Judging from the African conception of Christ as a priest and
the roles he has to play, it has never been heard, at least from our . h -

woman was made a priest or even a member of the elders’ b tha‘ga
women completely have no place in the pri y oumpl, Wit i
However they share in the cl:::-nunon tr(? %ﬁes?:ll gy .the Catholic Church.
bantiom. priesthood of Christ by virtue of their

Finally, as we share the view of Carl E. O]

nally, [ . Olson and S : TANRT

deII)UTS offthe mysteries (Whom Dan Brown compa?ggrﬁor%lﬁ:?l’ unlike the

ne uhqus igures of an imaginary past, the Divine Bein wh 'S who were

worshipped as Lord was a real person on earth...”* So ngpit 0‘?1: he Christian
. 3 e e |

Da Vinci Code depicted Christianity as a deliberate sham, Christian fact that The |

followers of li et : |
hungry nslu?deigls- ag;:i i’P?fStlthH,.al}d Church leaders as e S as mindless |
tke ik sas s, the African Christians and Christians i Plive, power- |
Is serious because the Code has only succeeded in Chasingge&eral Will never 11
€Wind_ |




AR AL

‘i‘\_\\ A ‘,h\‘\\ L 'H\h"‘ h\\\l‘ 8 b oEue PG Myt ""'i| \" ||' “i i l;' | | T i '.‘,
W Beiin t\“. WHaE, Wi Wi A htli\ Y| IR i | o sagieqel g Jo
WML W BRI BURRESL a t\\u O T T TR L (R O (5 R 1
%‘\}\.i}‘-\'l“: \“\‘ IR R LB \\ W s“\‘“’i\ W '.’-‘ 4 i- T [ “l:'““h i .””“r”]i ‘H' it
Witk ey A e asid ek oo b 1m ',\‘,m T ]""“1 aft b agtle Wi e
Ay A PG TN 1,‘\ iy ‘\ Bedi b : \y.. 1t ui,;hl, wled RIS il fppiil e
faimd e n-,L~ A ek prieag \t P | fiebinee Iil'li‘-" byt ! e
LR AMRARLIGS P the v ety FAM e o HMHIIH LTI RIR dl it fh
PRI e L e e \--.\hmmm.,,\,|

\

|1=-= At g Do e bbbt
PO B e H'--.‘-tl"-l"fl['l

PR T T et b i Pty Gt
Nyt b el svip gt

He onided e g Bt tie becd fed By b b
P e Al |\\\‘\ At Il @ '.Ii.l"l‘ byl f five
PV ANS et e \ih\\\ A Aadie A.m-ul-u fabiy Y Mi;m.; I i‘.l-lihhil .mt[ e
T R (T TR N L TR \"‘!H (hes v gt i Dk posbickedt

v HE e A arie v g s b bR il L b D) st 1
_ R N T I RA L

MM
i et e A RO L (O TR L TR TR Foged vt vl e
MAEE IR N W WAk w M bothoaein e ‘Il'iiwll--- abis e Lobhnldn

Aot LR Bl T T T T (SR AL TERLRE il
SO TS E A s e Bl AT Fibtugiie. bl i bhis
TS T e 1 S Y (T I
-.._hnHM il ‘n- -:h-d-t-n IH-!I'-'N’ I "“3*
T ioud B syt el wvst Bysn sk
ll!-‘;«’ll” il]f‘““'-'

W\ i |
At i
M alis g
R CLILI A I A TERUAR T SRS W e
e Fan i e b bk s ey Bl
R R LR TR I T SR T e b
Vit ettty |‘\\ii\‘h"4h Vot e ke vl TS R TR IR |

IR LR AR BRI IR

Frivars b dhe P Vil

ENDNOTES
L T Pt s { -‘j'.'-}l.’.'

e it et N Ny ol §5 8
"\\i\ll.l\hl-nn' l.'uuln-l'n bl 'l"‘lllll 'H

\ \

LR T

) WAL b g B oy vl Dby vl Il
{ Rocantieh bk Vb 0 bocd b sl st thiy S rely af the lewmpile,
(Michisan W L chehiunes tabe U g p 52
i 1Y Mo voEBRY A A Ut ol Lo s, 2004) p. B
\ Wk o
W ""I.\l "- i y
* Hwd 1
N Wb g PN
W 1 3 (S
W I p
1L it p Wy
Fhc I Vi i lr‘:d i e | Ly [ BRI ih“-.‘

l,\ I“ (IR MR 1
AN RE LS

L adop e

L Mad p 10

15 Wdop 10

o, Il oto!

170 Roanilihedones: Op ik p 1S

1N, Uadop los N

10, L. Roeks Op Uit p. 38

SO Ol and N Miesel Gp Lt 82

MM Batsent and R, Leigh: Holy Blood loh
RN

Gratl, (New York il 1982) p.

63!




D.L. Bock: Op. Cit. p. 21.

Ibid. p. 23. -

CIL Sslon and S. Miesel: Op. Cit. p. 23.

Ibid. p. 24.

Ibid. p. 18.2

Ibid. p. 112. .

R. Gr?ﬂith-]ones: Op. Cit. p. 61-63. ;

C.E. Oslon and S. Miesel: Op. Cit. p. 178.

Ibid. p. 263.

Ibid. p. 41. .

M. Eliade: Encyc!og[e}dm
. 1987) p. 389-390. . .

I(-:I?hgtin)sgn: Documents of Christian Church, (New York: Oxford U“'Versity

.32, ) ; .
E‘e(sjglgwﬁ’ SJ: Theology of the Trinity, (Wisconsin: Clergy Books S€rvice,
1969) p. 43.

D. Brown: Op. Cit, p. 313,

Ibid. p. 191.

H. Bettenson: Op. Cit. p. 46.

Ibid. p. 31. 1

J.P. Lang, OFM: Dictionary of the Liturgy, (New York: Catholic Books
Publishing Co; 1989) p. 17. . . -
J.L. Mckenzie: Dictionary of the Bible, (Bangalore: Asian Trading Corporatlon,
2002) p. 390, .

A. Shorter: African Christign T, heology: Adaptation or Incarnation, (New York:
Orbis Books, 1977) p. 1.

Ibid. p. 97-93. )

M. Mununguri: 7e Closeness of the God of Our Ancestors: An A [frican
Approach to Incarnation, (Kenya: Pauline Publication, 1998) p. 12

Ibid. p. 9.

A. Shorter: Op. Cit. p. 102.

Ibid. p. 101.

M. Mununguri: Op. Cit. p. 58.

Ibid. p.10-171.

C.E. Oslon and S. Miese]: Op. Cit. p. 15.

of Religion, Vol. 4, (New York: Macmillan Publig,hing

: un

%{1 Schlrézter: Faces of Jesus in Africa, New York: Orbis Books, 2002) p. 67.
1d. p. 104.

M. Mununguri: Op. Cit. p. 70,

R.J. Schrieter: Op. Cit. p. 86.

Ibid. p. 52.

Ibid. p. 72.

A.D itz: : i

o ershowitz: The Case frpy Israel, (New Jersey: John Wiley and Sons, Ing; 2003)

M. Eliade: Vol.1- Op. Cit.p. 412.




