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ABSTRACT 
 
When conversing with people about the Shroud of Turin many admit to knowing little 
about it.  Many of those who do know something have dismissed it as a fake due to the 
widely published results of a radiocarbon experiment in 1988 which dated the cloth to 
be medieval (1290-1360 AD).  However, due to a broad spectrum of scientific studies 
over the past forty years, more and more people are arriving at a spectacularly different 
conclusion.  This paper will present evidence for authenticity and will attempt to explain 
why the Shroud of Turin is likely the actual burial cloth that once covered the corpse of 
Jesus.  
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________________________________________________ 

 
 

INTRODUCTION 
 
The debate over the Shroud of Turin was reported in 2015 to be at a “standoff.”3  The 
“great enigma” of the Shroud concerns the faint, full-body image of a crucified man on 
the cloth.  “The man in the Shroud” shows bloodstains and torturous wounds that are 
compatible with the wounds inflicted upon Jesus as recorded in the Biblical account.  
The controversy is over how the image was formed and, consequently, whether the 
Shroud might be the cloth that once wrapped the corpse of Jesus.   
 

 
1 The author has written eight additional papers on the Shroud of Turin.  Most of those papers provide 
exegetical analyses of specific statements within the New Testament that are likely veiled or cryptic 
references to the Shroud.  They can be found at his website: www.theincredibleshroud.com.   
2 Revision, December 25, 2020 
3 “Standoff” is the word chosen by Frank Viviano who wrote a summary article on the Shroud for National 
Geographic.  See Frank Viviano, “Why Shroud of Turin’s Secrets Continue to Elude Science,” National 
Geographic, April 17, 2015 at https://news.nationalgeographic.com/2015/04/150417-shroud-turin-relics-
jesus-catholic-church-religion-science.html   

http://www.theincredibleshroud.com/
https://news.nationalgeographic.com/2015/04/150417-shroud-turin-relics-jesus-catholic-church-religion-science.html
https://news.nationalgeographic.com/2015/04/150417-shroud-turin-relics-jesus-catholic-church-religion-science.html
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4 
 
On the one hand, there are those scientists who claim the ghostly image on the Shroud 
is the product of a medieval forger.5  They cite the radiocarbon date from a 1988 study 
which assigned such a date to the cloth: 1260-1390 AD.6  Yet, no one has been able to 
adequately explain how the forgery was made,7 nor has anyone been able to fully 
replicate the image with its unique characteristics—including that the image is, in one 
respect, a photographic negative!8  Why, if a forgery, is the image a negative?  Why 
would a medieval forger produce an image the details of which neither he nor any of his 
contemporaries would be able to see?  Those remarkable and inexplicable details were 
first made visible in the year 1898.  And how can it be that no one today is able to 
duplicate a 14th century fake with 21st century knowledge and technology? 
 

“A good question to ask is: How could a medieval ‘artist’ make or take a photo 
negative when photography was not introduced to the world until 500 years later 
in 1839?” 9 

 

 
4 © 1978 Barrie M. Schwortz Collection, STERA, Inc. 
5 For an overview of this position see Ian Wilson, The Blood and the Shroud (New York, NY: The Free Press, 
1998) 9-12.  See also Joe Nickell, Relics of the Christ (Lexington, KY: University Press of Kentucky, 2007); 
Tom Chivers, “The Turin Shroud is fake. Get over it,” Daily Telegraph (December 20, 2011); R. E. Taylor, 
Radiocarbon Dating, Second Edition: An Archaeological Perspective (Routledge, 2016), pp. 167-168; and 
Matteo Borrini and Luigi Garlaschelli, “A BPA Approach to the Shroud of Turin,” Journal of Forensic 
Sciences (July 10, 2018), https://doi.org/10.1111/1556-4029.13867.    
6 P. e. Damon et al., “Radiocarbon dating of the shroud of Turin”, Nature, vol. 337, no. 6208 (February 16, 
1989): 611-15. 
7 For an analysis of the problems involved in arriving at a natural explanation behind the formation of the 
image on the Shroud, see Kenneth E. Stevenson and Gary R. Habermas, Verdict on the Shroud: Evidence 
for the Death and Resurrection of Jesus Christ (Ann Arbor, MI: Servant Books, 1981) 191-97. 
8 Barrie Schwortz is an original member of the scientific team (STURP) that traveled to Turin to study the 
Shroud in 1978.  He has been studying the Shroud for over 40 years and is founder of the popular website, 
www.shroud.com.   During a phone conversation with Barrie—who is a professional photographer by 
trade—he told me: The Shroud of Turin “has one property like a photographic negative and that’s that the 
lights and darks of the image are reversed or inverted.... But then there are other properties of that image 
that no other photographic negative in history has ever been able to include, and that’s depth information 
or spatial information based on the distance between the cloth and the body when the image formed” 
(June 19, 2019). 
9 Quote taken from “Shroud of Turin Facts,” online at https://www.signfromgod.org/welcome?splash=1  

https://doi.org/10.1111/1556-4029.13867
http://www.shroud.com/
https://www.signfromgod.org/welcome?splash=1
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 10   11 
 
On the other side of the fence, a growing number of researchers cite peer-reviewed 
papers which question the validity of the 1988 radiocarbon experiment.  Most 
importantly, it appears the sample tested was part of a medieval patch that had been 
expertly dyed and rewoven, invisible to the naked eye!12  The sample contained cotton.  
However, the original cloth of the Shroud is entirely linen.  So opponents question the 
soundness of the 1988 experiment due to (1) the single sample not being representative 
of the whole cloth,13 (2) contamination of the sample tested,14 (3) sloppy procedures 
during the experiment whereby a number of important protocols were violated,15 and 

 
10 This is how the face on the cloth appears to the natural eye, the characteristics of which resemble a 
photographic negative.  © Vernon Miller, 1978.  No unauthorized reproduction of Material on other 
Websites is allowed without prior written permission from the shroudphotos.com copyright holder.  
Original photos are available for free at www.shroudphotos.com.  © Vernon Miller, 1978. 
11 This is how the face looks when a photograph is taken and the negative is developed, its properties now 
resembling a normal (positive) photograph.  © Vernon Miller, 1978. 
12 J.G. Marino and M.S. Benford, “Evidence for the skewing of the C-14 Dating of the Shroud of Turin Due 
to Repairs, Worldwide Congress ‘Sindone 2000’ (Orvieto, Italy: August 28, 2000), 
http://www.shroud.com/pdfs/marben.pdf; Raymond N. Rogers, “Studies on the Radiocarbon Sample 
from the Shroud of Turin,” Thermochimica Acta, Vol. 425, Issue 1-2 (January 20, 2005) 189-194.  Rogers (d. 
2005) was a well-published chemist and a Fellow of the Los Alamos National Laboratory. 
13 “The dating which comes from a piece at the top edge [of an uncut sample] is very different from the 
date which comes from a piece taken from the bottom edge,” stated Dr. Marco Riani of the University of 
Parma in Italy, as quoted by Viviano, op. cit.  See also Rogers, op. cit., and Alan Adler, “Updating Recent 
Studies on the Shroud of Turin,” in M.V. Orna (ed.), Archaeological Chemistry: Organic, Inorganic and 
Biochemical Analysis.  ACS Symposium Series (Washington, D.C.: American Chemical Society) 625:223-28.  
14 In addition to Rogers, op. cit., see also the research revealing a “bioplastic coating of bacteria” by Dr. 
Leonicio Garza-Valdes and Dr. Stephen J. Mattingly at the University of Texas, reported by Jim Barrett, 
“Science and the Shroud: Microbiology Meets Archaeology in a Renewed Quest for Answers” in The 
Mission (A Journal of the University of Texas Health Science Center at San Antonio) Spring 1996. 
15 For an excellent summary on how established protocols were not kept, see Vittorio Guerrera, The 
Shroud of Turin (Tan Books: Charlotte, North Carolina, 2001) 112-139.  For an extensive analysis of the 
experiment, see Joseph G. Marino, “The Politics of the Radiocarbon Dating of the Turin Shroud” in three 
parts (September 9th, 2016) http://newvistas.homestead.com/C-14PoliticsPt1.html; and William 
Meacham, The Rape of the Turin Shroud: How Christianity’s Most Precious Relic Was Wrongly Condemned, 
and Violated (Lulu.com: 2013).    

http://www.shroudphotos.com/
http://www.shroud.com/pdfs/marben.pdf
http://newvistas.homestead.com/C-14PoliticsPt1.html
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(4) “serious incongruities” between the three labs who performed the testing.16    Many 
now look upon the 1988 C-14 attempt to date the cloth as having been a “fiasco,”17 a 
“botched” experiment!  Professor Harry Gove, the very inventor of the radiocarbon 
dating method utilized on the Shroud sample, characterized the 1988 experiment as “a 
rather shoddy enterprise.”18, 19 

 
A physical science editor for 
Nature.com wrote the following 
comment in 2008, twenty years after 
the infamous experiment:  
 

“It’s fair to say that, despite 
the seemingly definitive tests 
in 1988, the status of the 
Shroud of Turin is murkier 
than ever.  Not least, the 
nature of the image and how 
it was fixed on the cloth 
remain deeply puzzling.” 20   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
            21  

 
16 See Tristan Casabianca, et al., “Radiocarbon Dating of the Turin Shroud: New Evidence from Raw Data,” 
Archaeometry (March 22, 2019) online at https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/arcm.12467   
17 One art historian who studied both the Shroud and the experiment (and who is not a Christian) wrote: 
“The carbon dating of the Shroud will probably go down in history as one of the greatest fiascos in the 
history of science.  It would make an excellent case study for any sociologist interested in exploring the 
ways in which science is affected by professional biases, prejudices, and ambitions, not to mention 
religious (and irreligious) beliefs.”  Thomas de Wesselow, The Sign: The Shroud of Turin and the Secret of 
the Resurrection (New York: Penguin Group, 2012) 172. 
18 Harry E. Gove, Relic, Icon or Hoax? Carbon dating the Turin Shroud (London: The Institute of Physics 
Publishing, 1996) 242. 
19 Recently a leading researcher on the Shroud, Joe Marino, compiled his 30-years of study on the C-14 
experiment into a book.  It provides an explosive revelation about the largely unknown and disturbing 
politics, backstabbing, personal agendas, egoism, and incompetence of not only the carbon-14 team 
members but even the Catholic Church as well.  See Joseph G. Marino, The 1988 C-14 Dating of The 
Shroud of Turin: A Stunning Exposé (Dublin, OH: Joseph G. Marino, 2020). 
20Philip Ball, “Shrouded in mystery,” Nature Materials (May 1, 2008) 7.5: 349, 
https://www.nature.com/articles/nmat2170.  
21 Painting: “The Descent from the Cross with the Holy Shroud” (c. 1625) generally attributed to  
G.B. Delarovere.  © 1978 Barrie M. Schwortz Collection, STERA, Inc. 

https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/arcm.12467
https://www.nature.com/articles/nmat2170
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Proponents of 
the Shroud’s 
authenticity will 
stress that 
extensive 
research over 
the past several 
decades—
performed by 
scientists from 
numerous 
disciplines, as 
well as by 
historians, 
archeologists, 
pathologists, 
and 
theologians—
has 
accumulated a 
plethora of 
evidence to 
support the 
conclusion that 
the Turin 
Shroud is the 
authentic burial 
cloth of Jesus 
Christ.22                                                               

 
 
23 
 

 

 
22 Medical, historical, botanical, scientific, textile, artistic, and forensic evidence favors the authenticity of 
the Shroud of Turin as the burial cloth of Jesus.  I found the following studies to be excellent in surveying 
the evidence for the authenticity of the Shroud: Marc Borkan, “Ecce Homo? Science and the Authenticity 
of the Turin Shroud,” in Vertices: The Duke University Magazine of Science, Technology, and Medicine, 
(Winter 1995) 10.2:18-51; Robert J. Spitzer, “Science and the Shroud of Turin,” Magis Center of Reason 
and Faith (May 2015) 1-33, online at https://www.magiscenter.com/science-and-the-shroud-of-turin/; Fr. 
Vittorio Guerrera, The Shroud of Turin: A Case for Authenticity, op. cit., 67-111; John Jackson, The Shroud 
of Turin: A Critical Summary of Observations, Data, and Hypotheses (The Turin Shroud Center of Colorado: 
www.shroudofturin.com), 2017; and Simon J. Joseph, “The Shroud and the ‘Historical Jesus’: Challenging 
the Disciplinary Divide,” 2012, online at https://www.shroud.com/pdfs/sjoseph.pdf.  
23 © Vernon Miller, 1978   

https://www.magiscenter.com/science-and-the-shroud-of-turin/
http://www.shroudofturin.com/
https://www.shroud.com/pdfs/sjoseph.pdf
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One conclusion is certain: the image of torture and crucifixion depicted on the cloth fits 
only one man and one story in all of history!  “The comparison of the New Testament 
and the Shroud image lines up at every point.”24  Long ago Herbert Thurston (1856-
1939), a leading early 20th century Roman Catholic Shroud skeptic, admitted that:  
 

“As to the identity of the body whose image is seen on the Shroud, no question is 
possible.  The five wounds, the cruel flagellation, the punctures encircling the 
head....  In no other personage since the world began could these details be 
verified.” 25    

 
The current author began his investigation of the Shroud as a firm skeptic.  However, he 
approached the subject with an open mind and allowed himself to follow the evidence 
wherever it led.  He discovered the following factual evidence to be particularly 
interesting: 
 

• Obviously “the man on the cloth” was a criminal found guilty of a capital offense 
who was uncommonly both scourged (a punishment for non-capital crimes)26 
and crucified.  Under Jewish law27 the body should have been buried before 
sundown, probably in one of the two plots specifically reserved for criminals.28 

 

• As a criminal, this man had been buried making use of an exceedingly rare and 
expensive cloth of fine linen with a unique, herringbone weave—a type of cloth 
not manufactured during the Middle Ages.29  The cloth fits the Biblical 
description of a high-priestly garment.30 

 

• The image is of a real man—approximately 5’ 11”, 175 lbs., 30-35 years of age, 
with distinctive Jewish traits (e.g., hair in a pigtail)31—who had undergone a 

 
24 Stevenson and Habermas, Verdict on the Shroud, 45. 
25 Herbert Thurston, 1903, “The Holy Shroud and the Verdict of History,” The Month, CI, p. 19, quoted in 
Ian Wilson, The Shroud of Turin: The Burial Cloth of Jesus? (Image Books: New York, NY, 1979) 53. 
26 Stevenson and Habermas, Verdict on the Shroud, 37. 
27 Deut 21.23 
28 See Herbert Danby, trans., “Sanhedrin,” in The Mishnah (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1933) 6.4-5: 
390-91. 
29 John Tyrer, “Looking at the Turin Shroud as a Textile,” Textile Horizons (December 1981) 20-23. 
30 Was this shroud a type of the priestly tunic that Aaron wore as high priest (cf. Heb 9.11)?  Aaron’s tunic 
was to be made of fine linen, to be sanctified by being sprinkled with sacrificial blood, and have a special 
“checker work” weave!  See Exodus 28.4, 39; 29.21.  Furthermore, on the Day of Atonement, the High 
Priest did not wear his colorful vestments of glory and beauty into the Holy of Holies but simply his basic 
garment, the white linen tunic (Lev 16.4).   See the author’s paper, “The Shroud of Turin Served as a 
Tabernacle During the High-Priestly Ministry of Jesus!”, accessible at www.theincredibleshroud.com.    
31 Stevenson and Habermas, Verdict on the Shroud, 34-36; Frederick T. Zugibe, The Crucifixion of Jesus: A 
Forensic Inquiry (New York, NY: M. Evans and Company, Inc., 2005) 190-91. 

http://www.theincredibleshroud.com/
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unique crucifixion, matching the crucifixion of Jesus in the Biblical record.  Yet, 
the emperor Constantine outlawed crucifixion in the early fourth century!32 

 

• Pollen found on the cloth provides forensic evidence for a Jerusalem33 presence 
and for some key locations on what was likely the historical trail the Shroud 
traveled before residing in Turin, Italy over the past several centuries.34  

 

• The depiction of a Jewish burial and a Roman crucifixion found on this image is 
“not what any forger with medieval or modern presuppositions would have 
thought of; but it makes complete sense of the texts and comforts with the other 
ancient evidence.” 35  For example, how would a medieval forger have known 
to:36 
 

o Locate the nails in the wrists (the only place in the hand area capable of 
sustaining the body’s weight) and fold the thumbs under (due to severing 
or damaging the median nerve), contrary to paintings from the Middle 
Ages?37 
 

o Add pollen to the Shroud that is unique to the Jerusalem area?38 
 

o Add pollen around the head that is from a plant (Gundelia Tournefortii) 
with long thorns?39 

 

 
32 Ian Wilson, The Blood and the Shroud, 207; Mary Fairchild, “A Brief History of Crucifixion in the Ancient 
World,” Learn Religions (July 11, 2019), https://www.learnreligions.com/crucifixion-history-700749.  
33 “Four of the greatest number of pollen grains found on the cloth are unique to Judea.”  Maggie Ciskanik, 
“5 Key Pieces of Evidence on the Shroud of Turin,” Magis Center of Reason and Faith (August 7, 2018),   
https://magiscenter.com/5-key-pieces-of-evidence-on-the-shroud-of-turin/; Werner Bulst, “New 
Problems and Arguments About the Pollen Grains,” Shroud Spectrum International (2019) 27 (4):13-17. 
34 Max Frei, “Nine Years of Palynological Studies on the Shroud,” Shroud spectrum International (1982) 
1(3):3-7. 
35 This conclusion was reached by the New Testament Greek scholar, John A. T. Robinson, “The Shroud of 
Turin and the Grave-Clothes of the Gospels,” Proceedings of the United States Conference of Research on 
the Shroud of Turin (Albuquerque, New Mexico, 1977) 23-30.  The quote is taken from page 25. 
36 The list of facts that follows was edited from James Termini, “A Primer on the Shroud of Turin,” (no 
date)  https://www.academia.edu/40412182/A_Primer_on_the_Shroud_of_Turin.  References for the 
factual statements in the list are provided by the current author. 
37 See Stevenson and Habermas, op cit., 38-39. 
38 Max Frei, “Identificazione e classificazione dei nuovi pollini della Sindone,” in La Sindone, Scienza e Fede, 
Atti del II Convegno Nazionale di Sindonologia, Bologna, November 27-29, 1981 (CLUEB, Bologna 1983) 
277-284. See also P.C. Maloney, “A contribution toward a history of botanical research on the Shroud of 
Turin,” in Proceedings of the 1999 Shroud of Turin International Research Conference, Richmond, June 18-
20, 1999 (Magisterium Press, Glen Allen, Virginia, USA 2000) 241-266; cf. fn 33. 
39 Avinoam Danin, “Pressed Flowers,” Eretz Magazine (1977) 55:35-37, 69; and Avinoam Danin, Botany of 
the Shroud: The Story of Floral Images on the Shroud of Turin (Jerusalem, Israel: Danin Publishing, 2010) 8, 
36-59. 

https://www.learnreligions.com/crucifixion-history-700749
https://magiscenter.com/5-key-pieces-of-evidence-on-the-shroud-of-turin/
https://www.academia.edu/40412182/A_Primer_on_the_Shroud_of_Turin
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o Put microscopic chips of limestone from Jerusalem into dirt near the 
feet?40 

 
o Use blood with a high level of bilirubin due to the trauma from having 

been scourged and crucified?41 
 

o Place invisible serum rings (seen only with ultraviolet light) around the 
blood exudates of the scourge marks?42 

 
o Use a stitch unique to the first century to sew the three-inch wide side 

strip to the main shroud?43 
 

• The above list of incredible features—in conjunction with the next list of image 
characteristics—reveals why a logical and scientific reasoned person can 
conclude that the faint, full-body image of a crucified man on the cloth was “not 
the product of an artist.” 44   

 
Scientific experiments have revealed the following intriguing characteristics about the 
ghostly image on the cloth:45 

 
• Extremely Superficial—penetrates only top two micro-fibers! 

 
• No paint, ink, dye, stain, chemicals, vapors, or scorching! 

 
• No outline to the image! 

 
• No directionality such as brush strokes! 

 
• No variations in density as with known works of art! 

 

 
40 The dirt signature is quite similar chemically to soil and stone of the area of Jerusalem.  Such limestone 
is only found in a few places on earth.  Joseph A. Kohlbeck and Eugenia L. Nitowski, “New Evidence May 
Explain Image on Shroud of Turin,” Biblical Archaeology Review (August 1986) 23. 
41 Alan D. Adler, “The Nature of the Body Images on the Shroud of Turin,” Turin Shroud — Image of Christ?, 
William Meacham, ed. (Hong Kong, March 1986) 59-61,  https://www.shroud.com/pdfs/ssi43part4.pdf. 
42 Ibid., 103, https://www.shroud.com/pdfs/ssi43part10.pdf; Kelly P. Kearse, “Blood clotting, serum halo 
rings, and the bloodstains on the Shroud of Turin,” (January 21, 2020) https://www.shroud.com/pdfs/anc-
kearse-pap3.pdf. 
43 Mechthild Flury-Lemberg, “The Linen Cloth of the Turin Shroud: Some Observations of its Technical 
Aspects,” Sindon, new series, no. 16 (December 2001) 55-76.  See also Ian Wilson, The Shroud (London: 
Bantam Books, 2010) 107-10. 
44 This was the primary conclusion stated by the team of 33 scientists who were invited to study the cloth 
up close in 1978.  See “A Summary of STURP's Conclusions,” https://www.shroud.com/78conclu.htm. 
45 A concise presentation of the findings made by the STURP scientific team can be found in Jackson, 
Shroud of Turin, 40-41, 67-77. 

https://www.shroud.com/pdfs/ssi43part4.pdf
https://www.shroud.com/pdfs/ssi43part10.pdf
https://www.shroud.com/pdfs/anc-kearse-pap3.pdf
https://www.shroud.com/pdfs/anc-kearse-pap3.pdf
https://www.shroud.com/78conclu.htm
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• Must be viewed from several feet before it can be discerned! 
 

• Body and wounds are anatomically perfect to a high level of detail! 
 

• Blood is from actual wounds! 
 

• AB positive blood, human DNA! 
 

• Blood was on the cloth before the image!  (No image under the blood) 
 

• Signs of Rigor Mortis but not decomposition! 
 

• Not known how the image could have formed naturally!46 
 

• Image has properties associated with a 3-D, H-D, photographic negative! 
 

 

 47  
 
 
 

 48 
 
 

 
46 Problems associated with proposed hypotheses that the image might have formed by natural processes 
are discussed in this author’s paper, “The Image on the Turin Shroud is ‘The Sign of Jonah’ for Our 
Generation!” at www.shroud.com.  
47 3-D enhanced image.  © 2003 Mário Azevedo. 
48 This is a full-body, 3-D, holographic, computer generated image.  © Castex 3D Processing 2011. 

http://www.shroud.com/
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HISTORICAL MARKERS 
 
Several historical markers cast strong doubt on the 1988 C-14 experiment that 
pontificated a medieval date of origin for the Shroud 
(1260-1390).  The current paper is not intended to 
be exhaustive in its discussion and presentation of 
the cumulative evidence suggesting a much older 
date for the Turin Shroud.  Several intriguing 
statements do exist, down through the centuries, 
that likely have a bearing on the Shroud.  Those 
statements will not be the focus of this paper.49   
Instead, four ancient artifacts—each older than the 
medieval date determined by the C-14 experiment—
will be submitted for the reader’s contemplation.   50                                                                
                 
        

1. THE PRAY MANUSCRIPT 
 
One historical marker that likely has a connection to what we know today as the Shroud 
of Turin is the Hungarian Pray Manuscript, a codex dated to 1192-1195.  A color folio 
from the codex shows a dual burial scene of the Lord in the tomb: one with the Lord 
being laid to rest and a second scene, on Resurrection Day, with the body absent and an 
angel showing the empty linens to the women who have arrived at the tomb. 
   
 
 
 

 
49 The reader can explore statements from the period of the early Church by accessing other papers 
authored by the current writer, such as “Is the Image on the Shroud of Turin ‘the Father’s Witness’? (1 
John 5.5-13)?”; “The Crucified Christ Seen by the Galatians: A Literal Context for ΠΡΟΕΓΡΑΦΗ” (Galatians 
3.1); “Are There Veiled References to the Shroud of Turin in the New Testament?” and additional papers at 
his website, www.theincredibleshroud.com, or at www.academia.edu.   Also see Jackson, Shroud of Turin, 
7-39; and John Long, The Shroud of Turin's Earlier History, in four parts, Associates for Biblical Research 
(2013), https://biblearchaeology.org/research/the-shroud-of-turin/2284-the-shroud-of-turins-earlier-
history-part-one-to-edessa. 
50 Oxford Professor Edward Hall and Dr. Michael Tite announcing the results of the 1988 experiment.  
Both would later benefit from a one-million pounds donation for their work from forty-five businessmen 
and “rich friends.”  See Marino, The 1988 C-14 Dating of The Shroud, 511. 

http://www.theincredibleshroud.com/
http://www.academia.edu/
https://biblearchaeology.org/research/the-shroud-of-turin/2284-the-shroud-of-turins-earlier-history-part-one-to-edessa
https://biblearchaeology.org/research/the-shroud-of-turin/2284-the-shroud-of-turins-earlier-history-part-one-to-edessa
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51 

 52 
 
Several striking features point to the Turin Shroud as being the archetype: (1) a totally 
naked corpse (highly unusual for the period) with (2) arms crossed at the wrists.  The (3) 
fingers are unusually long, and (4) there are no visible thumbs.  The corpse has been laid 
out on (5) a single, long piece of cloth that has (6) a geometrical herringbone-like weave.  
(7) Four small, distinct circles forming the pattern of the letter “L” appear to match the 
inverted “L” shaped pattern of burn holes on the Shroud commonly referred to as 
“poker holes.”53  (8) A bloodstain on the forehead above the right eye corresponds with 
the reverse “3”-shaped stain on the Turin Shroud.  The (9) red crosses might be 
illustrative of the numerous scourge marks on the Turin cloth. 
 
 
 

 
51 Pray Manuscript, [Public domain], Creative Commons (Wikimedia) (PD-ART). 
52 Photograph of the four “poker holes” on the Turin Shroud which preceded the fire of 1532.  © 1978 
Barrie M. Schwortz Collection, STERA, Inc.  
53 Shroud historian, Ian Wilson, relates how these holes may date back to a “trial by fire” experiment 
around 680 A.D.  Wilson, The Shroud (London, UK: Bantam Press, 2010) 197-200, 243. 
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With respect to these features, one notable textile authority has commented:  
 

“The painter of this picture must have seen the Shroud of Turin, otherwise it’s not 
possible because it (contains) exactly the signs which we find on the shroud.”54      

 
Art historian, Thomas de Wesselow, has asked:  
 

Does this not look like an attempt to imagine the burial of Christ on the basis of 
the Shroud? What are the odds in favor of all these rare correspondences with 
the Shroud occurring in the same image just by chance? 55 

 
Once a person is persuaded the painter of this color folio had seen the Turin Shroud 
then further evidence leads to a logical chain of probable inferences associating that 
particular Shroud with the Shroud stolen by the French Crusaders from Constantinople 
in 1204, and then associating that Shroud with the one that came from Edessa to the 
Byzantine capital in 944, and then that Shroud likely being the same cloth that had been 
associated with Edessa for centuries as, “The Image of Edessa.”56  
 

2. THE JUSTINIAN II COIN 
 

 57 
 

54 David Rolfe, director, The Shroud of Turin, DVD (London, UK: Performance Films for the BBC, 2008).  
Interview with Flury-Lemberg at minute 23 concerning the Pray Manuscript.  Cited by Jackson, Shroud of 
Turin, 27. 
55 Thomas de Wesselow, The Sign, the Shroud of Turin and the Secret of the Resurrection, (New York: 
Dutton, 2012) 179, cited by Jack Markwardt, “Modern Scholarship and the History of the Turin Shroud,”  
St. Louis International Shroud Conference (Oct. 2014) 67, 
http://www.shroud.com/pdfs/stlmarkwardtpaper.pdf.   
56 See Wilson, The Shroud, 156, 159-248, 385-90; Markwardt, “Modern Scholarship,” op. cit., and Long, 
“Shroud of Turin's Earlier History,” op. cit.   
57 Coin image courtesy of Giulio Fanti. 

http://www.shroud.com/pdfs/stlmarkwardtpaper.pdf
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Another ancient artifact casting serious doubt on the reliability of the 1988 dating 
experiment is the Byzantine solidus (“soldier”) gold coin issued in 692 A.D.   That year 
the young emperor, Justinian II, produced coins which featured a facial likeness of Christ 
on the obverse or “heads” side.  These coins were inscribed “Christ, King of those who 
rule.”  They are the earliest-known representation of Jesus’ human likeness on a coin.  
And, whereas the emperor’s facial image on coins was usually portrayed with a side 
view, on the solidi coins Jesus is depicted featuring a frontal portrait of his face, just like 
we see on the Turin Shroud.  He has long, wavy hair, a mustache, forked beard, and 
elongated nose.  A detailed study was published detailing the tight correlation between 
the Shroud’s facial image and the image on the solidus coin.  The study’s statistical 
calculation reported a certainty “greater than 99.99%” that the Shroud was the model 
for Justinian’s 692 gold solidus coin.58    

 

3. THE SUDARIUM OF OVIEDO 
 
A third ancient artifact providing evidence for the Turin Shroud being much older than 
suggested by the 1988 C-14 experiment is The Sudarium of Oviedo which many believe 
to be the “face cloth” (σουδάριον) mentioned in the Fourth Gospel:  
 

And so Simon Peter also came, following him, and entered the tomb; and he saw 
the linen wrappings lying there, and the face-cloth which had been on His head, 
not lying with the linen wrappings, but rolled up in a place by itself.59 

 
Interestingly, the Sudarium of Oviedo and the Shroud of Turin share six major 
characteristics.60  Here are four: 

 

• Rare blood type AB with elevated levels of 
bilirubin 

• Length of nose being 8 centimeters long 

• Pollen from a thorny plant (Zygophyllum 
dumosum) that grows only in Israel, 
Jordan, and the Sinai 

• Blood and aloe stains that match perfectly 
 

 
The Sudarium has been kept in the city of Oviedo, Spain since 718 
and can historically be traced back to arriving in Spain from         61 

 
58 Giulio Fanti and Pierandrea Malfi, The Shroud of Turin: First Century after  
Christ! (Singapore: Pan Stanford Publishing, 2015) 81-134. 
59 John 20.6-7 (NASB) 
60 These are discussed in detail by Spitzer [“Science and the Shroud,” op. cit.,  
13-14, 16-19] who cites the original, published studies.  
61 This picture illustrates how the sudarium was wrapped around the head.   
Photo © Jorge Manuel Rodríguez & the Centro Español de Sindonología. 
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Palestine in the year 616, ahead of conquering Persian forces.62,“It is historically certain 
that the Sudarium has not been in contact with the Shroud since its arrival in Spain.”63  
Therefore, the only time both cloths could have encountered pollen from the Middle 
East is prior to 616. 
 
Using a process known as “the Polarized Image Overlay Technique” on photographs of 
both cloths, it was discovered there are 120 points of congruence (PC) between the 
stains on the two cloths.  Such forensic evidence leads to the logical conclusion that 
“both cloths touched the same face”! 64       
 

4. THE CHRIST PANTOCRATOR ICON 

 
The fourth ancient artifact this author will submit as 
evidence for the reader to consider regarding the 
authenticity of the Turin Shroud is the Christ 
Pantocrator (“Ruler of All”) painting, discovered in 
1962 at Saint Catherine’s Monastery in the remote 
Sinai desert.  The painting has been dated to 
approximately 550 A.D.65  When the Hebrew Bible was 
translated into the Greek Septuagint, Pantocrator 
(παντοκράτωρ) was used in rendering both YHWH 
Sabaoth, "Lord of Hosts,"66 and for El Shaddai, "God 
Almighty."67   The Pantocrator icon became the 
accepted iconic depiction of Christ in Byzantine art and 
continued to be so in the Eastern Orthodox Church 
down to the present time.   
 
68 
 
 

A theological message appears to have been worked into the icon:   
 

When viewing the icon, the left side of the asymmetrical face shows Christ with a 
gentle gaze and his hand raised in blessing and mercy that is extended to all of 
humanity…Savior.  The right side of the asymmetrical face of the icon shows 

 
62 Ibid., 17 and Jackson, Shroud of Turin, 23. 
63 Jackson, ibid., 23. 
64 Mark Guscin, “The Sudarium of Oviedo: Its History and Relationship to the Shroud of Turin” in 
Proceedings of the Nice Symposium on the Shroud of Turin (May 1997) 1-6, 
https://www.shroud.com/guscin.htm; Spitzer, “Science and the Shroud,” 14. 
65 Jackson, Shroud of Turin, 2. 
66 2 Samuel 7:8; Amos 3:13 
67 Job 5:17; 15:25; 22:25 
68 Christ Pantocrator, [Public domain], Creative Commons (Wikimedia) (PD-ART). 

https://www.shroud.com/guscin.htm
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Christ with a severe expression and a penetrating gaze as he holds the Book that 
contains the Law…Judge and “Ruler of All.” 69 

 
What was the source or archetype behind this facial depiction of Jesus?  Renowned art 
historian Hans Belting stated the following about this Christ Pantocrator icon: 
 

… it apparently reproduces a well-known original of the time that determined the 
type of Christ preferred in Byzantine painting…the icon’s general appearance, in 
fact, is derived from a concrete model whose identity still is an open question.  
For all its spontaneity of expression, it was not invented by its painter but seems 
to reproduce a famous image of Christ that, for this purpose, was replicated for a 
given commission.70 

 
The points of congruence (PC) between the painting and the facial image on the Shroud 
have been analyzed by using the “Polarized Image Overlay Technique.”71  Normally, 45-
60 PC are sufficient to declare forensically that two facial images belong to the same 
person.  When the facial images on the painting and the Shroud were compared, 
researchers found over 150 PC!   
 

… the Christ Pantocrator icon from Saint Catherine’s Monastery is by far the 
most accurate non-photographic representation of the Shroud image that we 
have seen.72 

 
Prior to the mid-sixth century the face 
of Christ was normally depicted as 
beardless and with short hair, like Ares 
and Hermes were commonly portrayed 
among the Greco-Roman gods.  73 
        
Something apparently happened during 
the sixth century that caused the 
appearance of Jesus in paintings to 
drastically change.  In the Basilica Saint Apollinaire Nuovo, Ravenna, Italy, there are two 
beautiful mosaics of Christ dating from the sixth century but, surprisingly, they are quite 
different.  One mosaic depicts Jesus beardless.  The other one illustrates the face of 

 
69 Jackson, Shroud of Turin, 18. 
70 Hans Belting, Likeness and Presence: A History of the Image before the Era of Art, Edmund Jephcotti, 
trans. (Chicago: The University of Chicago Press, 1994) 133-34. 
71 Alan D. Whanger and Mary Whanger, “Polarized image overlay technique: a new image comparison 
method and its application,” Applied Optics (March 15, 1985) 24.6:766-72. 
72 Mary and Alan Whanger, The Shroud of Turin, An Adventure in Discovery (Franklin, TN: Providence 
House Publishers, 1998) 48. 
73 Christ seated on a throne between His apostles, restored 4th century fresco inside the catacomb of 
Santa Domitilla, Rome. 



 16 

Jesus very much like the Pantocrator icon with long, dark hair (parted down the center), 
a full beard, and an elongated nose.  What could have caused such a drastic change in 
perception? 
 

              
  

Two mosaics depicting Jesus from the same century inside the same church! 
 
A great fire struck Antioch of Syria in 525, causing major damage.  The fire was followed 
shortly thereafter by major earthquakes (in 526 and 528), killing 250,000 people and 
leaving the city’s walls and buildings in ruins.74  Subsequently the emperor, Justinian, 
financed a reconstruction project over the next decade.  During that time, near the Gate 
of the Cherubim in the old city wall, “an image of Christ” was found that became “an 
object of particular veneration.”75  Writing about the discovery several decades later a 
monk described the image (icon) as “awesome.”76 
 
During the Emperor Julian’s visit to Antioch approximately 170 years earlier (362) a fire 
struck the pagan Temple of Apollo, damaging a statue of the god.  Although raised as a 
Christian, Julian attempted to revive paganism.  He became known as “Julian the 
Apostate.”  He blamed the fire on the Christians.  He ordered their Great Cathedral 
closed and their ecclesiastical treasures confiscated.  However, before the treasures 
could be taken a church presbyter, named Theodorus, hid the church’s treasures.  He 
suffered execution rather than divulge their hiding place.77 
Might the “awesome image of Christ” discovered within a niche of Antioch’s wall, during 
the first half of the sixth century, be the treasure hidden by Theodorus two centuries 

 
74 Glanville Downey, A History of Antioch in Syria from Seleucus to the Arab Conquest (Princeton, NJ: 
Princeton University Press, 1961) 519-25. 
75 Ibid., 554. 
76 John Moschos, The Spiritual Meadow (Pratum Spirituale), John Eviratus, trans. (Collegeville, MN: 
Liturgical Press, 2008) 212, cited by Jackson, Shroud of Turin, 16.   
77 Gustavus A. Eisen, The Great Chalice of Antioch (New York, NY: Kouchakji Freres, 1923) 5.   
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earlier?78  Might that treasure have been what we know today as the Shroud of Turin, 
causing the paintings of Jesus to drastically change around that same time? 
  

FAITH OR SCIENCE? 
 
Skeptics of the Shroud’s genuineness continue to rely on a single (botched) experiment 
that has repeatedly been discredited over the past thirty years.  No serious 
countermeasures have been offered, except to philosophically assert that miracles are 
impossible!79  Those who say the image is a fake do so even though they can neither 
duplicate the fake nor explain how it was done!  Their conclusion, therefore, is based on 
blind faith, not on solid evidence.  No experiment has adequately reproduced the image 
with its many unique and inexplicable characteristics.  Therefore, skeptics cannot claim 
support from the scientific method.  Simply stated, “There is no evidence that it is 
medieval.”80 

 
 

 
78 See Jack Markwardt, “Antioch and the Shroud,” Shroud of Turin International Research Conference 
(Richmond, VA, 1999) 10-12, https://shroud.com/pdfs/markward.pdf. 
79 Hume’s argument against the possibility of miracles is no longer considered sound by most 
philosophers of science and religion who have studied the question.  Philosopher of science, John Earman, 
has even described Hume’s argument as an “abject failure.”  John Earman, Hume’s Abject Failure: The 
Argument against Miracles (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2000). 
80 A recent article in the Italian publication, “La Repubblica,”  (dated 05/20/2020) affirmed that the 
conclusion reached by the infamous 1988 radiocarbon test conducted on the Shroud is now looked upon 
as baseless and invalid: 
https://translate.googleusercontent.com/translate_c?depth=1&pto=aue&rurl=translate.google.com&sl=it
&sp=nmt4&tl=en&u=https://www.repubblica.it/scienze/2019/05/20/news/sindone_nuova_analisi_non_c
i_sono_prove_sia_medievale-226734627/&usg=ALkJrhj1K3NOpNEntJs_7ZEsX2s_MwagHA.  

https://shroud.com/pdfs/markward.pdf
https://translate.googleusercontent.com/translate_c?depth=1&pto=aue&rurl=translate.google.com&sl=it&sp=nmt4&tl=en&u=https://www.repubblica.it/scienze/2019/05/20/news/sindone_nuova_analisi_non_ci_sono_prove_sia_medievale-226734627/&usg=ALkJrhj1K3NOpNEntJs_7ZEsX2s_MwagHA
https://translate.googleusercontent.com/translate_c?depth=1&pto=aue&rurl=translate.google.com&sl=it&sp=nmt4&tl=en&u=https://www.repubblica.it/scienze/2019/05/20/news/sindone_nuova_analisi_non_ci_sono_prove_sia_medievale-226734627/&usg=ALkJrhj1K3NOpNEntJs_7ZEsX2s_MwagHA
https://translate.googleusercontent.com/translate_c?depth=1&pto=aue&rurl=translate.google.com&sl=it&sp=nmt4&tl=en&u=https://www.repubblica.it/scienze/2019/05/20/news/sindone_nuova_analisi_non_ci_sono_prove_sia_medievale-226734627/&usg=ALkJrhj1K3NOpNEntJs_7ZEsX2s_MwagHA
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Those who believe the Turin Shroud is the genuine artifact also cannot entirely explain 
the creative process behind the image, nor can they duplicate it.  No one was present to 
witness when and how the image was formed.  Therefore, their conclusion regarding 
image formation is a step of faith.81  Nonetheless, their belief in the cloth’s authenticity 
as having once wrapped the corpse of Jesus is backed by strong supportive evidence, 
such as the four historical markers presented in this paper. 
 
Let not the reader be fooled thinking the degree of faith is equal for skeptics and 
believers alike!  When it comes to the important question of evidence, the current 
“standoff” is entirely lopsided.  If the image was made by human hands during the 
Middle Ages, then it should certainly be possible today—with superior knowledge and 
technology—to explain and to replicate the image.  Great faith is required to believe the 
shroud is unauthentic considering such unexplained obstacles! Naysayers cling to “the 
forgery hypothesis” despite lacking supportive evidence and the reality that a plethora 
of evidence has surfaced to the contrary.      
 
Here is an important question worthy of contemplation: How does the reader come to 
accept “historical facts”?  Why do you know George Washington lived and was the first 
president of the United States?  Did you personally meet him or hear him speak?  No!  
Events from the past cannot be resurrected and repeated by science.82  Instead 
historical facts are known or “proved” by reliable and quality pieces of evidence.83  For 
example, historians are certain Howard Carter and his team discovered the tomb of 
Tutankhamun in 1922.  If it is possible to assign certain objects to a pharaoh of the 18th 
dynasty (c. 1334 – 1325 BC) with a very high level of certainty, why can’t it also be 

 
81 Physical science editor for Nature.com, Philip Ball, commented: “Of course, the two attributes central to 
the shroud’s alleged religious significance—that it wrapped the body of Jesus, and is of supernatural 
origin—are precisely those neither science nor history can ever prove.”  Philip Ball, “Shrouded in mystery,” 
Nature Materials (May 2008) 7:349.  His statement is epistemologically misleading!  See Gary Habermas, 
“The Shroud of Turin, Could it be Real?”,  https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Rh3cmzDSOhk.    
82 Both the “Big Bang” and cosmology are studied by scientists even though, technically speaking, neither 
can be proved by the scientific method.  See Alvin Plantinga, “Science and Religion,” The Stanford 
Encyclopedia of Philosophy (Spring 2014), ed. Edward N. Zalta, http://plato.standord.edu/entries/religion-
science/(2014).  
83 Consider, for example, the murder trial of Scott Peterson.  He was convicted by a jury for having killed 
his pregnant wife, Laci.  The jury came to “believe” the evidence against him was “beyond a reasonable 
doubt.”  What exactly was the evidence?   On the sole forensic evidence of two strands of hair collected 
from a pair of pliers on her husband’s boat!  (“Detectives testified that they took one hair from the pliers, 
but months later discovered two strands inside the envelope.”)  The rest of the verdict was based on 
circumstantial evidence.  The current author believes there is substantially more physical and scientific 
evidence for building a case that the Shroud of Turin is the genuine burial cloth that once covered the 
corpse of Jesus.  “Hair Strands A Key In Laci Trial, CBS News (September 9, 2004), 
https://www.cbsnews.com/news/hair-strands-a-key-in-laci-trial/. 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Rh3cmzDSOhk
http://plato.standord.edu/entries/religion-science/(2014)
http://plato.standord.edu/entries/religion-science/(2014)
https://www.cbsnews.com/news/hair-strands-a-key-in-laci-trial/
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possible to assign a burial cloth to Jesus of Nazareth (c. 30 AD) with a high level of 
certainty? 84   
 
Those who believe in the Shroud’s authenticity have been swayed by objective, physical 
evidence—surfaced from scientific, forensic, artistic, textile, medical and historical 
research.  Nothing less than hard physical evidence supports the “faith”85 of those who 
believe the Turin Shroud is the actual burial cloth that once covered the corpse of Jesus! 
 

IMAGE FORMATION: ONLY TWO OPTIONS 
 
What is “the best shot” each side can put forward to explain how the ghostly image was 
formed on the cloth? What explanation do experts give on each side of the controversy?   
 
Scientists who see the image either as an intentional forgery or as something produced 
by natural processes (i.e., naturalism) struggle to explain how exactly the image was 
formed.  Surprisingly, they are merely left with an unexplained “mystery.”  That is the 
best they can do!  Time Magazine concluded that the image was “the riddle of the 
ages.”86  National Geographic referred to it as “one of the most perplexing enigmas of 
modern times”87 and “an extraordinary mystery that has defied every effort at (a 
natural) solution.”88  “Its origin remains a mystery wrapped in an enigma.” 89  So, 
seeking a natural explanation for the image formation has come up empty, leaving the 
inquirer with an unexplainable puzzle, “the stubborn enigma.”  Interesting! 
 
On the other hand, a growing number of scientists are willing to follow the evidence 
where it leads and to consider an explanation beyond nature: “the Resurrection 
hypothesis.”  Aware of the failure of natural causes to either replicate or to fully explain 
how this unique image was formed, they conclude the evidence suggests energy from 
within (or through) the body somehow produced the image on the inside of the cloth!  
The most promising hypothesis envisions an extremely powerful (yet extraordinarily 
brief) bright flash of ultraviolet light as having caused a discoloration of the cloth due to 
dehydration and oxidation of the cellulose linen fibers.  The intense flash of light—
coming from the body—left the faint, 3D, photographic negative, ghostly image on the 

 
84 Tristan Casabianca, “Turin Shroud, Resurrection and Science: One View of the Cathedral,” New 
Blackfriars (2016): http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/nbfr.12183/full.  “Tutankhamun,” 
Wikipedia,  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Tutankhamun.  
85 In the Biblical sense, “faith” is not believing in that which is irrational and lacks supportive evidence!  
No!  To the contrary, “faith” is to believe in something that credible evidence assures to be true although 
unseen.  In the Greek New Testament “faith” or “trusting” (πίστις) is the noun form of the verb “to 
believe” or “to trust” (πιστεύω).  “Faith is the assurance of things hoped for, the conviction (or evidence) 
of things not seen” (Heb 11.1, NASB).     
86 “The Shroud of Turin,” Time Magazine, April 20, 1998 
87 “The Mystery of the Shroud,” National Geographic (June 1980) 157.6:730. 
88 Viviano, op. cit., https://news.nationalgeographic.com/2015/04/150417-shroud-turin-relics-jesus-
catholic-church-religion-science.html 
89 Ibid. 

http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/nbfr.12183/full
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Tutankhamun
https://news.nationalgeographic.com/2015/04/150417-shroud-turin-relics-jesus-catholic-church-religion-science.html
https://news.nationalgeographic.com/2015/04/150417-shroud-turin-relics-jesus-catholic-church-religion-science.html
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inside of the cloth which served as a film plate.90, 91  Amazing!  In common speech we 
call that a “miracle”! 
 

SIGNIFICANCE? 
 
What difference does this miracle make?  What is the significance of the cloth’s 
authenticity?  The current author suggests the following answer: 
 

• Today the Shroud of Turin is where science touches faith!92 

• It is God's gracious gift for faith to every believer and to every doubting 
Thomas!93 

• It is the Father's silent, yet powerful witness to the truth of the Gospel!94 

• It is objective, tangible evidence for the theologian in his/her quest for the 
historical Jesus!95 

• It served as a holy tabernacle (σκηνή) during the high-priestly ministry of 
Jesus!  (Heb 9.11-12)96 

• It provides profound evidence for life after death for Christ’s followers!97 

• It serves as a warning of Judgment to come upon the wicked!98     

 
90 See Jackson, The Shroud of Turin, 79-87, and John P. Jackson, “An Unconventional Hypothesis to Explain 
all Image Characteristics Found on the Shroud Image” in History, Science, Theology and the Shroud, ed. by 
A. Berard (St. Louis: Symposium Proceedings) 1991, http://theshroudofturin.blogspot.com/2012/01/john-
p-jackson-unconventional.html  
91 In 2010 (after five years conducting experiments) a team of six physicists from three research centers, 
using an extremely brief burst of ultraviolet radiation from a state-of-the-art, powerful excimer laser, 
were able to achieve a coloration of the outermost part of the fibers of a linen material similar in 
appearance to the Shroud’s image. Yet, a single laser alone could not explain the 3-D image over the full 
length of the body.  The director of the team estimated, to do that, it would take 34 trillion watts of 
energy coming from 14,000 such lasers emitting “pulses having durations shorter than one forty-billionth 
of a second.”   He added: [The ultraviolet light necessary to form the image] “exceeds the maximum 
power released by all ultraviolet light sources available today.” It would require “pulses having durations 
shorter than one forty-billionth of a second, and intensities on the order of several billion watts.”  If the 
most advanced technologies available in the 21st century cannot produce a copy of the shroud image, 
how could it have been executed by a medieval forger?  See Sergio Prostak, “Scientists Suggest Turin 
Shroud Authentic,” Sci-News.com (December 21, 2011), http://www.sci-news.com/physics/scientists-
suggest-turin-shroud-authentic.html and Viviano, op. cit., 
https://news.nationalgeographic.com/2015/04/150417-shroud-turin-relics-jesus-catholic-church-religion-
science.html.     
92 See fn 22 above. 
93 See the author’s paper, “’He Saw and Believed!’ Is the Shroud of Turin in the Background of John’s 
Resurrection Narrative? (John 20:1-10)” at www.theincredibleshroud.com.  
94 See Stalley, “The Sign of Jonah,” op cit. and Stalley, “Is the Image on the Shroud of Turin the ‘Father’s 
Witness’? (1 John 5.5-13),” at www.theincredibleshroud.com.  
95 See the author’s paper, “One Solitary Sign!” at www.theincredibleshroud.com.  
96 See the author’s two papers, “The Shroud of Turin Served as a Tabernacle During the High-Priestly 
Ministry of Jesus!” and “Is the Shroud of Turin Foreshadowed in the Transfiguration Story? (Matthew 
17.1-9)” at www.theincredibleshroud.com.  
97 See Stalley, “The Father’s Witness,” op cit. 

http://theshroudofturin.blogspot.com/2012/01/john-p-jackson-unconventional.html
http://theshroudofturin.blogspot.com/2012/01/john-p-jackson-unconventional.html
http://www.sci-news.com/physics/scientists-suggest-turin-shroud-authentic.html
http://www.sci-news.com/physics/scientists-suggest-turin-shroud-authentic.html
https://news.nationalgeographic.com/2015/04/150417-shroud-turin-relics-jesus-catholic-church-religion-science.html
https://news.nationalgeographic.com/2015/04/150417-shroud-turin-relics-jesus-catholic-church-religion-science.html
http://www.theincredibleshroud.com/
http://www.theincredibleshroud.com/
http://www.theincredibleshroud.com/
http://www.theincredibleshroud.com/
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CONCLUSION 
 
When it comes to whether the Turin Shroud is authentic, everyone will begin with a 
certain bias.  A person’s heart will play an important role in choosing between an 
“unexplained mystery” and a “divine miracle.”  Three quotes are worth contemplating in 
that regard.  The first quote is a statement made by the distinguished and former 
Princeton professor of philosophy, Thomas Nagel:   
 

“I want atheism to be true…. It isn’t just that I don’t believe in God….  It’s 
that I hope there is no God!  I don’t want there to be a God; I don’t want 
the universe to be like that.” 99 

 
The second quote is attributed to Jesus, taken from his parable of “The Returning King:” 

 
“But his citizens hated him … saying, ‘We do not want this man to reign 
over us’…. these enemies of mine …” 100, 101, 102, 103 

 
 

 
98 See Stalley, “The Sign of Jonah,” op cit. 
99 Thomas Nagel, The Last Word (Oxford University Press: 1997) 130-131.  Emphasis of bold font added. 
100 Luke 19.14, 27; emphasis of bold font added by the current author. 
101 Here is an interesting anecdote.  Yves Delage was professor of comparative anatomy at the University 
of Paris (“the Sorbonne”) and a persuaded agnostic.  He was intrigued by the anatomical perfection of the 
image on the Turin Shroud.  After a detailed study, he reported that the medical evidence convinced him 
the man of the Shroud was none other than the historical Jesus Christ of the New Testament.  His 
conclusion was met with a backlash of criticism by the French Academy of Sciences.  Many of his 
colleagues were outraged, and in 1902 the academy refused to publish his findings.  This story is told by 
Stevenson and Habermas, Verdict on the Shroud, 33-34, who cite the following two references: John E. 
Walsh, The Shroud (New York, 1963) and Thomas Humber, The Sacred Shroud (New York, 1977).  When it 
comes to the authenticity of the Turin Shroud, it is best to understand a spiritual war exists (cf. Eph 6.12)!  
Strong forces are adamantly opposed to people coming to faith in Christ! 
102 Did all the participants who took part in the 1988 C-14 dating experiment go about their work as 
objective scientists?  On Good Friday (March 24, 1989), following the published results of the experiment, 
a press release in the UK reported that forty-five businessmen and “rich friends” had donated one-million 
pounds to the Oxford laboratory, benefiting the top two scientists who oversaw the experiment, for 
having proven the Shroud of Turin is a medieval fake.  Ian Wilson, The Blood and the Shroud, 185-86, 311; 
and Joe Marino, Shreds of Evidence (September 23, 2013) at 
https://shroudstory.com/2013/09/23/shreds-of-evidence-a-guest-posting-by-joe-marino/; cf. fn 50 above.  
For other intriguing and questionable happenings associated with the now infamous experiment, see 
Harry Gove, Relic, Icon or Hoax?: Carbon dating the Turin Shroud (Bristol and Philadelphia: Institute of 
Physics Publishing, 1996); and Joseph G. Marino, The Politics of the Radiocarbon Dating of the Turin 
Shroud, in three parts, 2016, at http://newvistas.homestead.com/C-14PoliticsPt1.html. 
103 One should not minimize how biases, motives, and agendas can influence the data and results even in 
published, peered-reviewed scientific papers.  Consider how two major, influential studies were recently 
published and then retracted (one by Lancet and the other by the New England Journal of Medicine) 
concerning the use of hydroxychloroquine to treat the Covid-19 virus: 
https://www.nbcnews.com/health/health-news/lancet-retracts-large-study-hydroxychloroquine-
n1225091; and https://rightedition.com/2020/06/06/a-second-major-covid-study-is-retracted/.   

https://shroudstory.com/2013/09/23/shreds-of-evidence-a-guest-posting-by-joe-marino/
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https://www.nbcnews.com/health/health-news/lancet-retracts-large-study-hydroxychloroquine-n1225091
https://www.nbcnews.com/health/health-news/lancet-retracts-large-study-hydroxychloroquine-n1225091
https://rightedition.com/2020/06/06/a-second-major-covid-study-is-retracted/
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The third quote is also from Jesus and spoken to His opponents: 
 

So he said to them, “When you lift up the Son of Man, you will know that 
‘I Am Who I Am’; then you will know that I do nothing on my own 
authority, but I say only what the Father has instructed me to say.104 

 
In our modern age is the Shroud of Turin a one-of-a-kind artifact where science 
touches faith?  Is this ancient cloth, with its inexplicable image, God’s silent, yet 
powerful witness to the truth of the Gospel story?  Does it provide profound 
evidence for life after death?  In the end, a decision about the authenticity of the 
Shroud will not be based solely on evidence.  One’s heart will play a crucial role 
in arriving at a conclusion. 
 

“The heart has its reasons which reason knows nothing of... We know the 
truth not only by the reason, but by the heart." - Blaise Pascal” 
 

 
Good Friday, 2020 
Sunday is coming! 
 
Revised Christmas, 2020 

 
104 John 8.28 (Good News Translation) 


