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By Jos. Beverley

Critics say the film Angels and Demons has rekindled public interest in The Da Vinci Code claim that Jesus married Mary of Magdala. That might explain why some readers of this column have recently voiced renewed frustration over the Gospel’s silence on Jesus’ marital status. Perhaps the following will help bring an end to recycling the rubbish of an impious novelist.
Deuteronomy 23:2-3 had the severest impact on Jesus’ social and religious life. Verse 2 governs a misbegotten conception due to illicit sexual activity. Verse 3 condemns the descendants of Ammon and Moab who were conceived from the incestuous union of Lot and his daughters. As punishment, male offspring were banned from entering the congregation of the Lord (Synagogue) forever. cf. John 7:15
Unaware of the Virgin Mother’s extended propriety, Jesus’ brethren invoked v. 2 and pronounced Him ‘unfit’. cf. John 8:41 His descent from Moab via Ruth only exacerbated His plight. cf. Matthew 1:5 
Unfit Israelites were to suffer further under the law of the Pharisees. Jesus was no exception and the scorn began at birth with the vilifying stamp ‘tainted’. Yebamoth 23a, Talmud He was denied the rite of bar mitzvah and strictly forbidden to marry an Israelite. Had Jesus wed Mary of Magdala it would have warranted a death-dealing lashing. Makkot 13a, Talmud The offense would have provided indisputable grounds for Judaism’s rigid rejection of Him as Messiah. 
Roman leaders remained aloof when Jesus infuriated High Priest Caiaphas by ravaging his Temple-defiling retail business. cf. John 2:13-17 But given that Emperor Tiberius had stripped the Jews of their authority to carry out their penchant for executing their brethren, capital offenses required presentment before Pontius Pilate. Had there been cause to return a marriage-law indictment against Jesus, Caiaphas would have seized the moment expecting Pilate to have Jesus lashed to death. But death by lashing would have preempted the staggering account of Jewish religious and national suicide that echoes in the cry: ‘Crucify Him, Crucify Him’. cf. John 19:6 
In the end, Caiaphas adjourned an illicit trial stacked with ill-accorded witnesses by imputing to Jesus a peculiar charge of blasphemy. Unable to formalize a death sentence, Caiaphas sought grounds for further capital charges before Pilate who ultimately succumbed to the High Priest’s lobby and convicted Jesus of sedition having Him mercilessly scourged, arrayed as a mock king, then crucified.
Considering the extreme surveillance under which Jesus lived and the rigorous enforcement of Jewish law, He could not possibly have married. Thus, His acknowledged unwed standing added no express significance to the Gospel message and was thereby omitted. Interestingly, its omission had been corroborated when Caiaphas ruled not to proceed on the matter. Of all people, the murderous High Priest had unwittingly set a precedent attesting to the trustworthiness of the Gospels and the righteousness of his adversary, Jesus of Nazareth. 
Those who mull over the likelihood that Jesus could have gotten away with marrying Mary of Magdala are most certainly unacquainted with Jewish law and the homicidal disposition of Caiaphas. Some are of an unrelenting mindset that ‘anything is possible’, even passing a 1,500-pound dromedary through the tiny eye of a sewing implement. But most are hopeless social climbers who trust it is trendy to exchange sophisms with others who take pleasure in the intrigue created by ill-founded conjecture on the life of Our Lord, Jesus Christ.

your questions and comments are welcome at atime2speak.org
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