Da Vinci Code Q & A
Q-What is The Da Vinci Code?

It is a mystery novel that is set in the present day, but one which makes many claims about the history of Christianity.  
Briefly, the plot involves Robert Langdon, Professor of Religious Symbology at Harvard.  Professor Langdon is lecturing in Paris when he is called in by the police to help solve the bizarre murder of the curator (Jacques Saunière) of the Lueve, the world’s most prestigious art museum.  This sets Professor Langdon off on an adventure where he has to solve various puzzles and mysteries, involving the artwork of Leanardo Da Vinci and, most importantly, the history of Christianity.  During his adventure, he becomes involved with the curator’s granddaughter (who happens to be a cryptologist for the Paris police), Sophie Neveu, and an eccentric British historian and millionaire, Sir Leigh Teabing.  

Langdon and Nevue are pursued by the French police, who think they are involved in the murder of the curator, and more insidiously, by members of a Catholic organization known as Opus Dei.  Opus Dei, which is a real organization, is depicted as a murderous cultic group bent on suppressing the truth of the origins of Christianity.  The police and Opus Dei pursue Langdon and Nevue through France and then to England, where there is a climactic revelation of the secret of the grail and our heroes are safely out of danger.  
Q-What claims does the novel make about Christian history?

1.  The Gospels in our Bible are not the earliest or the best.  Other gospels that were suppressed by the Church tell the real story about Jesus.
2.  The Emperor Constantine converted to Christianity for political reasons.  He forced the church – which had always considered Jesus to be just a good man -- at the Council of Nicea to make Jesus divine.  
3.  Also at the Council at Nicea, Constantine picked the books that were included in the gospels and had the rest suppressed.  

4.  Jesus was not only just a man, but he was married to Mary Magdalene and had children.

5.  The Holy Grail was not a legend about the cup that Christ used at the Last Supper, but about Mary Magdalene, the supposed mother of Jesus’ bloodline.  

6.  The “truth” about Jesus and Mary Magdalene was first protected by the Knights Templar and a secret society known as the Priory of Sion.  

7.  The church has engaged in murder and deceit to cover up the truth about Jesus. 

8.  Leonardo Da Vinci was a member of Priory of Sion and his artwork, including the Last Supper, contained hidden clues revealing the truth about the Holy Grail and Jesus.  

Q-Why should we be concerned?  After all, it is only a novel.

●  The fact is that people are taking the portrayal of Christianity in TDC as true (personal examples, reference to reviews on Amazon.com).  A poll conducted in England found that 60% of people who read the book believed that Jesus had children with Mary Magdalene.  Almost 20% believe that the respectable Catholic group Opus Dei is a murderous cult.  
●  The nature of the book.  Because the book is a kind of historical fiction, people are more likely to believe the background historical information as true.  People who read the book easily see that the central plot with Tom Hanks as the hero and a French woman in distress, is fiction.  But many people have accepted and will accept the background history presented in the TDC as true.  
-Saving Private Ryan example (people understand that D-Day, the invasion, the weapons, the enemy, and the paratroopers were all historical, but they also understand that Tom Hank’s character and his mission are fictive).
● Dan Brown himself has encouraged people to do this.  

1.  
The Prologue says “All descriptions of artwork, architecture, 
documents, and secret rituals in this novel are accurate.”
2.  
In public appearances he has stressed that he believes the history portrayed in TDC is true.

3.  
On his website, he says that he believes that the theories behind the history are true.   

●  Ignorance of the audience.  We must recognize that most people do not know much about the history of Christianity.  This is unfortunately true even for many Christians.  We know too little about ancient history and especially about the history of early Christianity.  There is a large vacuum out there that is being filled up by the representations in this book

Q-The book refers to Gnosticism and the writings of Gnostic Christianity.  What can you tell us about Gnosticism?

Can be hard to pin down as easily as formal religions.  Much like today’s New Age movement, there were some common traits that they shared, but in many ways they were a mishmash of Greek philosophy, elements of pagan religions, combined with Christian beliefs or Jewish beliefs or just about anything that they came into contact with.  
There are disputes over just where Gnosticism came from.  But wherever it came from, it really did not exist until around the mid-second century, or about 130-140 AD.  It is not until then that we start to read about Gnostic Christians challenging the orthodox Church.  The focus of Gnostic Christianity was on knowledge, or gnosis in the Greek.  It was by acquiring hidden, divine knowledge, that one obtains salvation.  This hidden knowledge was secretly revealed by Jesus to a chosen few, and then passed down secretly from worthy disciple to worthy disciple.  The public teachings of the church were a sham, it was this secret teaching that was the true means to salvation.  

Another central feature of Gnosticism was its dualism.  This means that they believed that the material world was entirely corrupt and evil.  The spiritual world, the invisible, was entirely good and perfect.  Of course, in Christianity and in Judaism, there is good in the material world because God made it.  God called it good.  This had certain implications for the Gnostics, such as denying that Jesus was really human or that there will be a resurrection of the body.  

Another important result of this dualism is the rejection of the Jewish elements of Christianity, including the Old Testament.   Gnostics did not even believe that God created the universe.  The universe, you see, is made out of matter.  And since matter is evil, the universe is evil.  And therefore it could not have been created by God.  Instead, the Gnostics believed that a lesser being, the demiurge, created the universe against God’s will.  The purpose of religion was to impart sufficient secret knowledge about this reality so that the spirit can be liberated from the body and its corrupting influences.  
But remember, there were no Gnostics in the first century, when Jesus lived and Christianity began to spread throughout the Roman empire.  
Q-Let’s cut to the chase.  TDC claims that there were 80 other gospels, found in the Dead Sea Scrolls and Nag Hammadi Library, that portray Jesus as a simple human being?  It implies that they were better, unaltered sources telling us about Jesus.
First, the Dead Sea Scrolls were a remarkable find of over 800 ancient manuscripts that occurred between 1947 and1956 in Israel.  But contrary to what TDC reports, they have nothing to do with Christianity.  No gospel, no Christian document, no mention to Jesus, is present anywhere in the Dead Sea Scrolls.  Almost all of the documents in the Dead Sea Scrolls were written before Jesus was even born.   They in fact likely belonged to a Jewish sect known as the Essenes.   They had no connection with Christianity and no connection with Gnosticism.  
Second, the Nag Hammadi Library was another remarkable find of ancient documents that occurred in Egypt in 1945.  It is a collection of about 50 Gnostic and Gnostic Christian documents.  The documents were written in Coptic, an ancient form of Egyptian.  All of the documents were written after the books in our Bible and were influenced by Gnosticism.  Of the 50 or so documents in the NHL, only four or five are called Gospels.  And most of those are what we called “Sayings Sources.”  That is they have very little narrative and instead just list various supposed sayings of Jesus.   
There are few other so-called “gospels” that were circulated, but were not in the Nag Hammadi Library.   But none of them were any earlier than the middle of the second century.  Some of these were Gnostic and others were just Christian embellishments.

Gospel of Peter (160 AD) (not Gnostic)

Gospel of the Ebionites (160 AD) (Jewish Christian work)

Gospel of the Egyptians (150 AD) (rejected marriage)


Gospel of the Hebrews (150 AD) (Jewish-Christian, appearance to James)


Gospel of Judas (170 AD) (Gnostic) 

Infancy Gospels (170 AD) (James and Thomas)


Marcion’s Gospels (heavily edited Luke) (140 AD) (proto-Gnostic) 

Gospel of Mary (180 AD) (Gnostic) 
The irony of the charge in TDC is that the Gnostic documents do not portray Jesus as a simple human.  They portray Jesus as spiritual and as divine as possible.  The Gnostics rejected humanity and the material world and avoided portraying Jesus in that way as much as possible.  It is in the Canonical Gospels that one finds the portrayal of Jesus as a human being.  One who eats, sleeps, cries, gets angry, is born, has parents, feels pain, and, ultimately, dies a tragic death.  It is Jesus’ full incarnation as a human being that is what enables Jesus’ sacrifice to be effective.  Jesus’ humanity is stressed by the gospels and early Christians, not denied.  
Q-What about the charge that Constantine, using the Council of Nicea, forced the church to accept the canonical gospels and ignored all the rest?

The Council of Nicea had nothing to do with picking which books the Church would use.  The Christian Gospels were widely and exclusively accepted as scripture 100 years before Constantine was born.  
Q-So how was our New Testament gathered together?

It was not the result of one council, one man, or one institution picking the books it liked best.  Rather, the canon was selected by dozens, even hundreds of churches and Christian leaders voicing their assessment of which books belonged in the New Testament. 

Remember that the Christians already had the example of the Old Testament, which they also accepted as scripture.  It was inevitable, given the prolific writing activities of the early Christians, that a new canon would be adopted.  
There were four criteria that the early churches used to select the new documents they considered authoritative. 

1.  Apostolic Influence
The churches chose letters and writings associated with an apostle, someone who new Jesus, had seen him resurrected, and was commissioned by him to spread the word.  
The Gospels of Matthew and John were associated with disciples of Jesus.  The Gospel of Mark was associated with Peter’s translator and evangelist companion, John Mark.  The Gospel of Luke was considered to be Paul’s Gospel, since it was written by a companion of the Apostle Paul.  The letters too were associated with the apostles whose names they bear.  
This criteria alone probably kept out some otherwise orthodox letters cherished by the early Church, such as the letter of 1 Clement and the Shepard of Hermas.  


2.  Orthodoxy
As you can tell from our conversation earlier, the heretics caught onto the first criteria pretty quick and started naming their gospels and letters after apostles.   So, obviously just the name was not enough.  The content mattered.  The churches stressed that what they were teaching was what was passed on to them from the apostles.  Not in secret, as the Gnostics claimed, but what was publicly preached by the apostles, their students and descendants, and the Christian churches back to Jesus himself.  

3.  Antiquity
This was another criteria that guarded against heretics imitating apostolic authority.  New gospels or letters were rejected.   Only those that had had been around for a long time would be considered.  This guarded against the Gnostic claims that they were revealing “secret” knowledge that had been passed down secretly from the apostles.  

4.  Consensus


No one church or leader could declare what was authoritative for Christians.  Only those books and letters that were widely accepted through the Christian churches was accepted into the New Testament.  This was an additional safeguard against false gospels or unorthodox writings working their way into the New Testament.  

We can actually read the ancient Christians who were debating and discussing, which books would be accepted as authoritative.  

Timing of Development of NT Canon


Paul’s Letters 

Paul’s letters were gathered together in a collection and relied on by Christian writers within the first century.


Four Gospels



Cited from the beginning of the second century


Justin Martyr (“Memoirs of the Apostles”, indicating acceptance of 




more than one Gospel associated with the Apostles)


Tatian (Diatessaron, combining four canonical Gospel) (170 AD)

Iranaeus (Four Gospels as Four Corners of Earth, acceptance of four 



gospels, much like Diatessaron) (175 AD)


Muratorian Canon (170 AD)
List of books, thought to be a response to Marcion:  Four Gospels, Acts, 13 Paul’s epistles, Jude, 2 of John’s letter, Apocalypse of John (Revelation).

Marcion 
(140 AD)



A proto-gnostic heretic 



Articulated the first canon, but did a lot of his own editing to do it.




Chopped up version of the Gospel of Luke 




Chopped up version of 10 of Paul’s letters
Marcion rejected the Old Testament, believing that the “God” of the Hebrews was a lesser god who made the evil material world.  He also detested sex and forbid his followers to marry or have offspring.  In order to make Luke and Paul’s letters acceptable, he cut away as many references to the Old Testament or Jesus actually have been born a baby as he could.  


Caused the Church to Respond by clarifying its own Canon

Other Letters
Some took a little longer than others, but most were widely accepted by 200 AD.
Third Council of Carthage in 397 AD
This council, which was influenced by the great theologian Augustine, issued the first surviving formal enunciation of a canon by a church council.  But this was a regional council of African churches rather than an empire-wide council.  Nevertheless, it is one of the first official stamps of approval on a collection of NT documents and it is the same as the NT we have today.
Q-Okay, but did the early Christians believe that Jesus was just a man?  Was this decided at the Council of Nicea in 325 AD?

The Council of Nicea was not called to address the issue of whether Jesus was divine or not.  All parties to the Council accepted that he was.  Rather, the main question they addressed was whether Jesus was as divine as God.  One Bishop, Arius, taught that Jesus – though divine – was a created divine being whereas only God the Father was eternal.  He represented a small faction and the vote of the council was not close, as TDC claims, but around 300 to 2.  The irony here is that Constantine, though he did preside over the Council, was likely sympathetic to Arius.  Nevertheless, for the sake of Christian unity, he enforced the decision of the Council and Arius was exiled.  It is from that Council that we get the standard statement of Christian Orthodoxy still used today, the Nicene Creed.  
More importantly, the notion that this was the first time that the church declared that Jesus was divine is ridiculous.  The very first Christian documents, the letters of Paul and the canonical gospels, all affirm the divinity of Jesus.  But you are the theologian, so maybe you could tell us more about that?  (NT statements about Jesus being divine).
Well, in addition to the New Testament, there is a steady line of Christian writers early Christian writers saying Jesus was divine.  But first, let’s talk about a pagan persecutor of Christians and see what he wrote about the Christian view of Jesus.  


Pliny the Younger (111-13 AD)

Pliny was a lawyer and philosopher who was the Roman Governor of one of the provinces of the Empire.  At the beginning of the second century, he wrote letters to the Roman Emperor asking him how he should deal with these pesky Christians that were popping up everywhere.  Pliny was torturing them and imprisoning them, but wanted to know if the Emperor approved of his actions.  When describing the Christians, he said this:  “meeting on a given day before dawn, and singing responsively a hymn to Christ as to God.”
Now, back to the early Christian writings proving that Christians believed Jesus was divine:
● Barnabas (70-130 AD):  
“He is Lord of all the world, to whom God said at the foundation of the world, ‘Let us make man after our image, and after our likeness.’”

● Ignatius (110-15 AD): 
“God himself was manifested in human form for the renewal of eternal life.”   

“Continue in intimate union with Jesus Christ, our God.”  

“I pray for your happiness forever in our God, Jesus Christ.”  

● Aristedes of Athens (140 AD):
“The Christians trace the beginning of their religion to Jesus the Messiah.  He is called the Son of the Most High God.  It is said that God came down from heaven.  He assumed flesh and clothed Himself with it from a Hebrew virgin.  And the Son of God lived in a daughter of man.”  

● The Martyrdom of Polycarp (155 AD):
“I do glorify you through the eternal and heavenly High Priest, Jesus Christ, your beloved Child: through whom the glory to you with Him and with the Holy Spirit, both now and through ages yet to come. Amen." 

● Justin Martyr (140-55 AD):
"For we have learned that [Jesus] is the Son of the True God Himself, that He holds a second place, and the Spirit of Prophecy a third."  First Apology (155 AD).

“The Father of the universe has a Son.  And He, being the First-Begotten Word of God, is even God.”  1.184.  

“He deserves to be worshipped as God and as Christ.”  1.229.

● Melito, Bishop of Sardes in Lydia (170/190 AD):
“God was put to death, the King of Israel slain.”  

● Irenaeus (180 AD):  

“But Jesus is Himself in His own right, beyond all men who ever lived, God, King, eternal, and the Incarnate World.  He is the Holy Lord, the Wonderful, the Counselor, the Beautiful in appearance, and the Mighty God.”  

“Christ Himself, therefore, together with the Father, is the God of the living….”  

“He received from the Father the power of remission of sins.  He was man, and He was God.  This was so that since as man He suffered for us, so as God He might have compassion on us.”  

“He is God, for the name Emmanuel indicates this.”  

“Thus He indicates in clear terms that He is God, and that His advent was in Bethlehem….  God, then, was made man, and the Lord did Himself save us.”  1.451.  

● Tertullian (197 AD):
(So also, that which proceeds from God is God and Son of God, and both are one.(  

“Nor do we differ from the Jews concerning God.  We must make, therefore, a remark or two as to Christ’s divinity.”  

“To all He is equal, to all King, to all Judge, to all God and Lord.”  

“This opens the ears of Christ our God.”  

● Hippolytus (222 CE):
(For Christ is God over all, who was arranged to wash away sin from mankind.(  

● Clement of Alexandria (195 AD):
“He is God in the form of man.”  

“The Son in the Father and the Father in the Son….  God the Word, who became man for our sakes.”  

“Nothing, then, is hated by God, nor by yet by the Word.  For both are one—that is, God.  For He has said, ‘In the beginning the Word was in God, and the Word was God.”  
Q-Did the early Christians really adopt pagan beliefs, such as worshipping on Sunday?

In the TDC, Langdon and Teabing claim that there is nothing original in Christianity, and that Constantine intentionally tried to merge Christianity with the predominant pagan religion of sunworship.   They also mention that Christianity copied a lot of its beliefs from Mithraism.  

These claims have been made for the last hundred and fifty years and have been rejected time and again by real historians.   Most of the alleged borrowing just did not happen or was actually the reverse of what TDC alleges.  

Let us take one of the specific examples made by Teabing.  
"Even Christianity's weekly holy day was stolen from the pagans," the Teabing character declares. "Originally," Langdon adds, "Christianity honored the Jewish Sabbath of Saturday, but Constantine shifted it to coincide with the pagan's veneration of the sun. To this day, most churchgoers attend services on Sunday morning with no idea that they are there on account of the pagan sun god's weekly tribute – Sunday."

Once again, this simply is not true.  The historical evidence shows that from the very beginning Christians – even Jewish Christians – began worshipping on Sundays.  And yes, this was a surprising departure from the Jewish observance of the Sabbath, which took place on Saturday.  The reason Christians began worshipping on Sundays was because that was the day of Jesus’ resurrection, which was the central belief of the early Christians.  It was so important, that they often simply referred to it as “the Lord’s Day.”

Acts

On the first day of the week we came together to break bread. Paul spoke to the people and, because he intended to leave the next day, kept on talking until midnight.  (Acts 20:7).

1 Corinthians
On the first day of every week, each one of you should set aside a sum of money in keeping with his income, saving it up, so that when I come no collections will have to be made. (1 Corinthians 16:2).
Revelation
Contains the earliest reference to this being called “the Lord’s Day.” It was on that day that John received his revelation, “On the Lord's Day I was in the Spirit, and I heard behind me a loud voice like a trumpet.”  (Revelation 1:10).
Beyond the New Testament, widespread and early Christian writers attest that it was regular Christian practice to worship together on “the Lord’s Day,” the first day of the week. Many of these same writers explained why Christians did not honor the Jewish Sabbath.
The Didache (100 AD)
“But every Lord’s Day, gather yourselves together, and break bread, and give thanksgiving after having confessed your transgressions, so that your sacrifice may be pure.”  (7.381).  
Letter of Barnabas (100 AD)
“We keep the eighth day [Sunday] with joyfulness, the day also on which Jesus rose again from the dead.”  (15:6-8).
Ignatius (105-115 AD)
If, therefore, they who were under the older dispensation came into a new hope, no longer keeping the Sabbath, but living in observance of the Lord's day, on which day also our life rose through him and through his death, which certain deny, through which mystery we have received faith (and through this abide, that we may be found disciples of Jesus Christ, our only teacher).  (Letter to the Mag., 9.1). 

Other Christian writers on down to the time of Constantine explained that Christians worshipped on Sunday rather than Saturday, because that was the day that The Lord’s Day, the day Jesus was resurrected (Justin Martyr, Tertullian, Clement of Alexandria, Origen, Anatolious, Victorinus, Peter of Alexandria). 

Clearly, the contemporary Christian practice of worshipping corporately on Sundays was enacted hundreds of years before Constantine, starting as it did with the early Christians. Moreover, the reason for the Christian practice of meeting on Sunday was to honor “the Lord’s Day,” the day of Jesus’ resurrection. It had nothing to do with pagan sun worship.
Q-Is there evidence that Jesus was married?

Although the Gospels do not say one way or the other, they indicate that Jesus was not married.  His marriage is never mentioned nor a wife, despite the fact that other members of Jesus’ family are described in the Gospels and Acts.  
The only direct evidence that is offered is Teabing’s reference to the Gospel of Philip.  However, this really is not evidence at all because the Gospel of Philip has no historical value for learning about Jesus and it, in fact, does not indicate that Jesus was married. 
The Gospel of Philip was not written until the third century, around 270 AD or so.  This is the general agreement of scholars from all backgrounds.  It was written much too late to have any real information about Jesus.  
And even if the Gospel of Philip was a useful historical source, it does not indicate that Jesus was married to Mary Magdalene.  In fact, it gives no evidence that they were romantically involved.  There is a reference to Jesus kissing Mary and a statement that she was a companion of Jesus.  According to Teabring, the word “companion” is an Aramaic word that “literally meant spouse.” This is simply not true. The Gospel of Philip was not written in Aramaic, but in Coptic. “The word here for ‘companion’ (koinonos) is actually a loan word from Greek that is neither a technical term nor a synonym for ‘wife’ or ‘spouse.’ …. There was another Greek word, gyne, that would have made this clearer. But in fact it’s much more likely that koinonos here means ‘sister’ in the spiritual sense, this is how it is used elsewhere in this sort of literature.” Ben Witherington, The Gospel Code, page 26.
Q-But doesn’t the Gospel of Philip refer to Jesus kissing Mary?  Does this suggest a romantic relationship?
Not in the least. Earlier in the Gospel of Philip, it is made clear that a kiss is representative of imparting spiritual knowledge:

It is from being promised to the heavenly place that man receives nourishment. [...] him from the mouth. And had the word gone out from that place, it would be nourished from the mouth and it would become perfect. For it is by a kiss that the perfect conceive and give birth. For this reason we also kiss one another. We receive conception from the grace which is in one another.


The meaning here is one of spiritual nourishment and impartation. That the meaning is the same in the passage referring to Mary is confirmed by Jesus’ response when the disciples ask Jesus why he loves Mary more than they. The answer is a reference to spiritual enlightenment, not a romantic relationship: “When a blind man and one who sees are both together in darkness, they are no different from one another. When the light comes, then he who sees will see the light, and he who is blind will remain in darkness."

Yet another Gnostic document reinforces this point. The Second Apocalypse of James has a parallel story about how Jesus imparted special revelation to James by a kiss on the mouth: 

And he kissed my mouth. He took hold of me, saying, "My beloved! Behold, I shall reveal to you those things that (neither) the heavens nor their archons have known. Behold, I shall reveal to you those things that he did not know, he who boasted, "[...] there is no other except me. Behold, I shall reveal to you everything, my beloved. Understand and know them, that you may come forth just as I am. Behold, I shall reveal to you him who is hidden. But now, stretch out your hand. Now, take hold of me.

A final point is that – contrary to suggestions made in TDC – the Gnostics did not revel in sexuality. Most of them despised and rejected it. To them, the material world, including the human body and its passions, were evil. Many sects forbid sex even between husband and wife.
Q-The Da Vinci Code also claims that all Jewish teachers had to be married at that time.  What about that?
It is a half-truth.  Marriage was generally expected of Jewish men, but there were exceptions.  This was especially true of prophetic figures, such as Jeremiah in the Old Testament, a prophet known as Banus in the intertestamental period, and John the Baptist in the New Testament.  Additionally, some Jewish sects were completely celibate, such as the Essenes.  

It was likely just this expectation that Jesus had in mind when he said there were “some men who were eunuchs for the sake of the kingdom.”  Matt. 19:12.
Finally, Jesus was obviously not a conformist.  His teachings got him into enough trouble to get him killed.  Why would we expect him to obey all of the rules of another Jewish sect with whom he frequently had knock down drag out disagreements.  

Q-Would it be a big deal if Jesus was married?  Why would the church try and suppress that fact?

The church has never condemned marriage or sex within marriage.  Paul explicitly confirms its continuing necessity.  Moreover, we know from Paul’s letters and the Gospels that Peter was married.  And so were Jesus' brothers.  In fact, Peter and Jesus’ brothers traveled with their wives while they were ministering.  
Q-What about TDC's descriptions of The Last Supper?  Is Mary Magdalene in the picture?

[Go through power point presentation]

Go through painting showing how claims about it are wrong:  John not a woman, Peter not threatening John, closeness of John and Peter in the NT and in art, no missing chalice, etc.  
Q-Was Mary Magdalene vilified by the Church as Brown says?

Not at all, she is widely celebrated, featured prominently in the canonical Gospels.  Several Catholic churches are named after her.  The Catholic Church has even sainted her.  Se has been celebrated, not condemned, by the Catholic Church.  
Q-What about the claims made about the Knights Templar?

TDC claims that the Knights Templar were a military order who secretly guarded the “secret of the Grail.”  They supposedly hid and guarded documents proving Jesus’ bloodline.  They became wealthy and powerful by bribing the Catholic Church, but were eventually wiped out on the Pope’ order.  However, there is no evidence to suggest that they were anything other than they claimed to be -- Monk Knights guarding pilgrims in the Holy Land.  They became wealthy by developing an international banking system & from the many gifts of land and money they received from sympathizers.  
They were wiped out, but it was the doing of the powerful French King more than the Pope.  The Pope was at most a reluctant tool used by the French King.   There were charges of heresy and many knights were tortured into confessing to heretical practices.  But there is no evidence that any of this had anything to do with goddess worship or a secret Jesus bloodline.  In the end, and by far too late, the Pope ordered all the Knights released and absolved them of any wrongdoing.  
Q-What was the Priory of Sion?  TDC writes that they were a secret society dedicated to preserving the secret of the Grail (that Mary was the mother of Jesus’ bloodline)?
Dan Brown has fallen for one of the better known hoaxes of the Twentieth Century.  The Prior of Sion is not an ancient organization, but one that was founded in 1956.  Its founder, Pierre Plantard, was a convicted fraud who tried to pass of his organization as an ancient one tracing its roots back to the Crusades.  The Hoax is well known and was rebutted in great detail by French historians and most recently by a BBC program.  
Q-According to TDC, Opus Dei is a murderous cult that used its money to influence the Vatican?
Opus Dei is real, but it is a lay organization.  It is not made up of monks or priests; over 97% of its members are lay Catholics who have dedicated themselves to a sincere and rigorous adherence to and practice of Catholicism.  It is a conservative group, but not one whose members would ever consider the kind of behavior attributed to them in the movie.  

Oh, and the notion that TDC gained influence over the Pope by loaning the Vatican money is sheer fabrication.  There was no such loan and Opus Dei’s popularity is a result of its adherence to traditional Catholicism and spiritual development.  
Timeline:  

Death of Jesus (30-33 AD)
Paul’s Letters (49-62 AD)
Canonical Gospels (50-95 AD)
Ignatius (105-115 AD)

Marcion (140 AD)

Justin Martyr (140 AD) (“Memoirs of the Gospels”)
Gospel of Thomas (140-200 AD)
Iranaeus (180 AD) (Four Gospels, Four Corners of the Earth)
Muratorian Canon (170 AD) (Four Gospels, Acts, backgrounds)

Gospel of Truth (180 AD)
Gospel of Mary (180 AD)
Tertullian (190 AD)

Constantine Born (272 AD)
Gospel of Philip (300 AD)
Constantine Becomes Emperor/Battle of Milvian Bridge (312 AD)
Edict of Milan (313 AD)
Council of Nicea (325 AD) 
Third Council of Carthage (397 AD)
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