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THE JOURNEY OF THE SHROUD
I-I11. FIIIG
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Researchers get their rst look at the shroud of Turin, October 8, 1978. ‘ "“”‘ A
l .

,1 4 ' 3 .

he Shroud of Turin is an ancient burial cloth ~ ‘W F i

‘ iv C
containing the front and back images ofa scourged,

\"
crucied man whom many believe is Iesus Christ. i Ll

\

It is the most-studied artifact in human history. It would
The defendant has pleaded not guilty,

be hard to disagree with this often-quoted statement: alleging the cloth is a mere curiosity—a
worthless fraud.

“The Shroud of Turin is either the pose that we determine the issue using After three weeks, the trial reaches
most awesome and instructive relic of the jury procedure of a federal criminal closing arguments. Each side seeks to
Iesus Christ in existence or it is one of court—and you are the jury. have the jurors recall the evidence most
the most ingenious, most unbelievably imagine this hypothetical scenario: favorable to its position. The prosecution
clever products of the human mind and The Shroud of Turin is stolen from its carries the heaviest legal burden, since it
hand on record. It is one or the other; home in Turin, ltaly, and brought by the must establish the defendant's guilt by es-
there is no middle ground" (John Walsh, thief to the United States, where it's re- tablishing the authenticity of the Shroud
The Shroud, c. 1963). covered by the FBI. A grand jury charges “beyond a reasonable doubt." Therefore,

So, which is it? How can we know? the defendant with stealing an authen- procedure dictates that the prosecution
As a former federal prosecutor, l pro- tic and priceless relic, which is a felony. addresses the jury both rst and last.
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1'3-,_;__';t_+ rst closing argument

iii

-,. ‘.

The prosecution’s

Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, it's
been a long trial, and we thank you for
your close attention to the experts we've
presented. You'll recall those experts es-

tablished the joumey of the Shroud from
Jerusalem in A.D. 30 to its site at the time

X. ..
as be

7
J

'5
J

Of the theft in the Cathedral Of St. ]0hn Well-known De La Rovere painting from the seventeenth century shows how the cloth was wrapped
the Baptist in Turin, ltaly (see map at left). around the body to create the Shroud‘s head-to-head image.

You'll also recall the seventeenth-century
painting showing how the Shroud was
wrapped around the body to create the teristics of a positive print. It is the only conclusions of expert witnesses
head-to-head image (see image this page). such object on Earth. l'm sure you'll recall our witness, Fred-

You learned that the rst photograph Our experts explained that the erick T. Zugibe, M.D., Ph.D., who is re-
of the Shroud was taken by Secondo Pia Shroud is approximately 14.5 feet by 3.5 spected worldwide as a forensic patholo-
in 1898 and that he nearly fainted when feet of linen that is consistent with ne, gist and crucixion expert (see photo p.
he realized that the Shroud image has rst-century weaving. They explained 12). For the past fty years he has studied
the characteristics of a negative, while the various features on the front and the Shroud as if it were acrime scene.
its photographic negative has the charac- back images. Zugibe's extensive studies concluded:

March-April 2014 9

COURTESYOFDANSCAVONE



If the image were the result of a rubbing of iron

oxide, you would have seen millions of red iron oxide

particles permeating the cloth at every magnication.

Yet virtually none were found.

that man is heir to. It is devastating twenty different prestigious organiza-
and unbearable.” tions—including Lockheed Corporation,

s The Shroud reects blows to the Los Alamos National Scientic Labora-
man's forehead, brow, right upper lip, tories, IBM, and the U.S. Air Force Acad-
jaw, and nose. emy—studied the Shroud for ve days,

s Shoulder abrasions are consistent using the world's most advanced scientic
with injuries sustained while carrying equipment and instruments. (The mem-
the cross piece of the cross. "There is bers ofSTURP were chosen solely for their
little doubt that Jesus stumbled and scientic skills. Subsequentlyitwas deter-
fell numerous times before arriving at mined that the group consisted ofatheists,
Calvary." agnostics, lews, and Christians.)

0 “l nd it extraordinary that he [Christ] Their principal ndings, quoted from
was able to make the trek to Calvary the “STURP Final Report" of 1981:

at all in the condition he was in."
s The nailing caused causalgia, an "ag- o “No pigments, paints, dyes, or stains

onizing pain like lightning bolts tra- have been fbund on the brils of the
versing the arms and legs." Shroud linen. X-ray, uorescence, and

s Cause of death: “Cardiac and respira- microchemistry on the brils preclude
tory arrest due to hypovolemic and the possibility of paint being used for
traumatic shock due to crucixion." creating the image. Ultraviolet and in-

s 'Iravertine aragonite dust taken from fraredevaluationoonrmthesestudies."
the foot area ofthe Shroud was a strong s “Computer image enhancement and
match to samplestakenfromlerusalem analysis by a VP-8 image analyzer

o “In spite of the bleeding and brutal- show that the image has unique,
ity depicted in the movie The Passion three-dimensional information en-

of the Christ, it is important to empha- coded throughout both the front and
s The features and bloodstains on the size that Jesus actually suffered more back sides.” (lt's now known to be the

Shroud are natural, forensically accu- than that." only such object in existence.)
rate, and indicate direct contact with s “Micro-chemical evaluation has indi-
a human body. Next, world-renowned artist Isabel cated no evidence of any spices, oils,

s The image was denitely not applied Piczek addressed the issue from an artistic or any biochemicals known to be pro-
by an artist's hand. viewpoint. She cited ten different reasons duced by the body in life or in death."

0 Severe anxiety (such as Christ suf- that "all exclude that the object called the s “It is clear the Shroud had direct con-
fered in the Garden of Gethsemane) Shroud of 'l\1rin couldbe a painting.” tact with a human body, which ex-

caused hematidrosis, i.e., sweat be- plains certain features such as scourge
came blood. Conclusions ofscientic study marks and bloodstains.”

s The scourging was particularly brutal. In October 1978, the Shroud of Turin Re- 0 “Experiments in physics and chem-
o The crown of thorns was in the shape search Project (STURP) performed the istry with old linen have failed to re-

of a cap, not a circlet. It caused tri- only in-depth scientic examination of produce adequately the phenomenon
geminal neuralgia, “the worst pain the artifact in question. Scientists from presented by the Shroud of 'I\n'in."
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0 “No physical, chemical, medical, or Simply I painting
biological methods can adequately You'll recall that our witness Walter Mc-
explain the image." Crone told you about the particles of red

0 “How or what produced the image iron oxide he found on the sticky tape
continues to be a mystery. We can samples taken by the STURP team in
conclude for now that the Shroud im- 1978. It's common knowledge that iron
age is that of a real human form of a oxide was a regular ingredient in many
scourged, crucied man." medieval paints, so he quite naturally

' concluded that the Shroud was simply a

Three nal things should be noted: "beautiful painting."
Furthermore, you'll recall that our

r) STURP‘S data was published in twen- blood expert pointed out the alleged
ty-four different scientic papers, most bloodstains on the Shroud are still red.
ofwhich appeared in highly respected, However, the expert established that
peer-reviewed scientic journals. human blood typically turns brown or

2) Of the defense witnesses, only one black over time. It does not remain red.
has published any of his work about I'm sure you also remember the shock-
the Shroud in a peer-reviewed scien- ing evidence from our historian that in
tic joumal and, as you will soon see, 1359 the local bishop of Troyes stopped
he has been proven wrong. all protmaking from and public show-

3) The three-dimensional information ings of the Shroud in Lirey, France. Thirty
encoded throughout the front and back years later, his successor, Bishop Pierre
sides shows that the body was in the d'Arcis, wrote to the pope, advising that
state of rigor mortis when the image the Shroud was simply a painting and that
was created. That establishes forensi- the previous bishop knew the artist.
cally that the image was created on the
cloth within the rst forty-eight hours A scorch from a heated statue
after death, since the body is known to You'll recall our witness loe Nickell pro-
relax from rigor mortis after that time. posed that an artist simply heated a life-

size metal statue of a man to a high tem-
Th8 dGfQII8O’S perature and then pressed a large sheet
closing argument of linen against the statue, scorching the

image onto the cloth.
Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, please

remember that the judge instructed you A rubbing of iron oxide
that the defendant has no obligation to Dr. Emily Craig testified it was possible fourteenth century—the same century
prove anything whatsoever. Neverthe- that the original artist rst drew the im- pointed to by the famous carbon dating.
less, we want simply to point out that age onto newsprint using iron oxide/col- He detailed how linen can be aged arti-
there are several perfectly natural pro- lagen dust. Then the newsprint was laid cially by heating it and then washing it
cesses that may have caused the image. onto the linen fabric and rubbed against in water. Next, red ochre (i.e., iron oxide)
Here are the possibilities: it to transfer the image. She showed you could be applied to a body, and the linen
1) lt could be simply a painting. that the resulting image on the linen ap- cloth then could be rubbed over the body's
2) It couldbe a scorchfrom aheated statue. pears similar to a photographic negative prominent features. After that, the blood-
3) It could be a rubbing of iron oxide. like the Shroud (see images p. 13). stains, burn holes, scorches, and water
4) It could be a medieval "photograph"— Supporting a similar possibility was stains could be added for the nal effect.

possibly even produced by Leonardo Luigi Garlaschelli, an Italian chemistry
Da Vinci. professor. He told you that the Shroud A medieval photograph
Let's hit the highlights of these likely was "reproduced" using simple methods You'll remember the testimony of our

possibilities in order. and inexpensive materials available in the photographic expert, Nicholas Allen. He
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ability that the Shroud was created be-
tween rz6o and r39o‘? lt's only about 700

years old, not 2,ooo.

This information was accepted around
the world as valid, and the Shroud was
declared a fake. The issue was closed
in the minds of all but the most ardent
supporters of authenticity—and frankly,
they are a bit wacky.

Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, by
now l know that you can see that there
isn't just one reasonable doubt about the
authenticity of the Shroud: There are
many very reasonable doubts about it!
Therefore, it's crystal clear that my client
is not guilty.

Your honor, the defense rests.

The prosecution’s
nal argument

Ladies and gentlemen, allow me to clear
up any possible confusion created by the
defense.

First, there is no possibility that the
Shroud is “just a painting.”
lt's well worth noting that defense wit-
ness Walter McCrone has never even seen

Frederick Zugibe examines a volunteer. “Experimental suspension on the cross. Typical position of the Shroud. He saw only sticky tape sam-
suspension. The volunteer is constantly monitored throughout the procedure.” A quote from Zugibe’s p165 under 3 miCl‘OSCOp6. He performed
book. The Crucixion ofJesus:A Forensic Inquiry (2005). no chemical or other scientic analyses

on the samples. Next, he simply pub-
lished his work in a magazine he owned

told you that medieval artists often used viously, the defense doesn't have to prove and edited and not in any peer-reviewed
a drawing aid called the camera obscura. how the fake Shroud was created. But scientic journal.
lt's a darkened room with a small hole you've just seen the top four possibilities, Furthermore, you'll recall our un-
at one end. The hole acts as a lens and so take your pick. Any one of the four disputed testimony that STURP also
focuses an object onto a sheet coated, in creates a reasonable doubt in this case. reported the presence of red iron oxide
this instance, with light-sensitive emul- particles but went on to determine they
sion to retain the image on the cloth. Finally, science dates Shroud to were very, very few—and they were scat-

Our next witnesses, Lynn Picknett medieval tlmes tered evenly across the Shroud, even
and Clive Prince, agreed and further sug- The most signicant evidence for inau- where there was no image. The STURP
gested that this technique was likely em- thenticity is that the radiocarbon dating team concluded that the image was not
ployed by the medieval genius, Leonardo performed in 1988 proved the Shroud formed by such particles.
da Vinci, to create the Shroud. And here's was medieval in origin. Remember the So, where did McCrone's particles
what it looked like—very similar to the photograph we showed you of the three come from? It's no mystery. He conve-
Shroud (see image p. 14). scholars who announced that the carbon niently forgot to take into account the

Ladies and gentlemen, as stated pre- dating proved within a 95 percent prob- fty-two well-documented occasions
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The image at left was created with iron oxide/collagen dust. It was than transferred onto linen fabric by rubbing (middle). A negative of the resulting
image is seen at right.

when artists are known to have “sancti- painting—is not at all credible. Our expert even one such scorched-on-linen image.
ed" their Shroud replicas by touching witness testied, “Research this century In fact, we know that a scorch would not
them to the original Shroud, causing an throws considerable doubt on whether have the same chemical or physical char-
unintentional transfer of microscopic the d'Arcis document was any more than acteristics as the Shroud image. We also
paint particles onto the entire Shroud, an unsigned, undated, and unsent memo- know his results were never published
and not just where the image appears. randum, not even written by said bishop“ in any peer-reviewed scientic or aca-
This ancient practice provides a conclu- (Rex Morgan, writing in Shroud News). demic ioumal. They were revealed on a
sive explanation of how small amounts TV show. You see, ladies and gentlemen,
of pigment have been scattered evenly Second, there is no possibility criticizing the Shroud is easy and even
across the Shroud of Turin. whatsoever that the image on the protable. Proving the criticisms is an-

Furthermore, the blood on the Shroud Shroud ls a scorch. other matter completely.
has been conrmed as human blood by Our experts established that scorched
spectrographic and chemical analyses. linen will uoresce under certain types Third, there ls no possibility that
The results were published in the peer- of UV illumination. STURP found that the Shroud image ls a rubbingof
reviewed scientic journal Applied Optics. the bums on the Shroud uoresced as iron oxide.

ln addition, the prosecution witness expected, but the image itself did not. Recall that our experts reviewed with
explained exactly why this particular In fact, it actually inhibited the u0- you a series of1978 photographs showing
blood has remained red over the centu- rescence, eliminating heat as a possible various Shroud image areas at high mag-
ries. You'll recall that blood from victims image-formation mechanism. nications. You were invited to see ifyou
of severe torture extending over many Furthermore, STURP determined that could nd any red iron oxide particles. If
hours, like that suffered by the man on if the cloth had been heated enough to the image were the result of a rubbing of
the Shroud, go into shock, and over time scorch it, there would have been chang- iron oxide, you would have seen millions
their red blood cells start to break down. es in the structure of the ax bers and of red iron oxide particles permeating the
At the same time, their liver oods their the blood—but there were none. Kinetic cloth at every magnication. Yet virtu-
bloodstream with bilirubin. Under these studies support a low-temperature im- ally none were found.
very rare conditions, it's a scientic fact age-formation process. Our experts also noted that although
that human blood remains red forever. loe Nickel], who proposed this theory, Emily Craig created an interesting im-

Now, let's recall that twentieth-centu- is merely a former stage magician and not age, she did so using I00 percent red
ry research has shown that the defense’s atliated with any scientic or academic iron oxide, of which the Shroud image
highly touted "d'Arcis Memorandum"—— institutions. He is certainly not a scien- doesn't consist ofany. Also, she never ad- '
which claims that the Shroud is just a tist. Furthermore, he has never presented dressed the bloodstains. STURP proved
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For starters, Allen's photography
shows a strong directionality of light
from above. The Shroud shows no such

and sharp edge around the entire image.
However, the Shroud image has no such
distinct or sharp edges. It fades out grad-
ually. Clearly, the image on the Shroud
was not created with a camera obscura.

STURP data proved that the im-
age was darkest at the points where the
body and cloth came into direct contact
with each other: tip of the nose, tops of
the hands, etc. The image grows fainter
as the distance between cloth and body
increase. This result cannot be accom-
plished or duplicated using any photo-
graphic or artistic mechanism and re-
quires some form of direct interaction
between cloth and body.

Moreover, the positioning of the
hands lifted the cloth away from the tor-
so. This resulted in the torso image ap-
pearing fainter around the hands. Images
made by light do not have this property.
Furthermore, no light-sensitive photo-

The result oficholas Allen's camera obscura results (left) shows a strong directionality of light and graphic emulsion IO retain the image W35
sharp edges that the Shroud does not. found anywhere on the Shroud, so it can-

not be a photograph. It's also interesting
to note that not one example of a true

the blood blocked the image-formation also admitted that he had not duplicated photographic image exists prior to the
mechanism. There is no image under the uorescent “serum halo” that exists early nineteenth century.
the bloodstained portions of the cloth. on the Shroud bloodstains. After scien- Now, as for the defense’s claim that the
An artist would have had to rst apply tic review and direct consultation with great Leonardo da Vinci may have cre-
the blood to the cloth in the correct fo- Luigi Garlaschelli, our medical witness, ated the Shroud, it should be noted that
rensic positions and then paint the image Dr. Thibault Heimburger, M.D., conclud- the rst fully documented public exhibi-
around the bloodstains—impossible! ed, “The properties of his image remain tion of the Shroud of Turin to thousands

Also, the defense testimony by Luigi in fact very far from the fundamental occurred in 1355. That's almost a hundred
Garlashchelli is hardly original. He's the properties of the Shroud image." years before da Vinci was bom in 1452.
fourth person in the last thirty years to
propose that the image was created by Fourth, there is no possibility Lastly, there is also no possibility
iron oxide. However, STURP determined that the Shroud is a medieval that the Shroud is medieval in
by multiple scientic tests that iron ox- photograph. origin, even though much of the
ide did not constitute the image. Fur- Defense witness Nicholas Allen never world has been deceived Into
thennore, his image does not have true made a side-by-side comparison of his believing so.
three-dimensional properties as does the “camera obscura" results with the image Prior to the radiocarbon dating of 1988,
Shroud. l-le even admitted under cross on the Shroud. Yet no reasonable conclu- there was credible historical evidence
examination that he put blood on after sion can be drawn without such a com- detailed by our historians that proved
the image, totally unlike the Shroud. l-ie parison—so I'll do it. the Shroud was older than the earliest
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o A.D. 787—bector ofConstantinople tells cross, rewrapped when the body was in
Council ofNicaea that he saw in Edessa a horizontal position, and left in place
“the holy image made without hands re- while the body was transported to a

vered and adored by the faithful.” nearby location. This particular head
o A.D. 943—Byzantine Emperor nego- cloth established death, since the ow of

tiates with Moslems for possession pulmonary serum through the nose and
of the Edessa Cloth “imprinted with mouth allows for no possibility of respi-
Jesus’ likeness." ratory movement.

o A.D. 113o—A sermon reiterating a The scientists studying it concluded:
discourse by Pope Stephan II in 769 “It is clear that the two cloths must have
says: “On this cloth . . . the glorious covered the same corpse." All agree that
features of ]esus' face and the maies- the Sudarium has been in Spain since the
tic form of his whole body have been early seventh century. Therefore, the C14
supematurally transferred." results concluding that the Shroud didn't

o The Hungarian Pray Manuscript, exist prior to the thirteenth century can-
a.k.a. the Pray Codex, is documented not be correct.
to A.D. 1191 and well known to Shroud
scholars by 1988. It shows a her1ing- Fraudulent carbon dating
bone woven cloth, the nude image of Now, let's carefully recall what our ex-
lesus with hands folded over his torso, perts have explained about the mistaken
no thumbs visible, blood over the eye, and likely fraudulent carbon dating of
and, most importantly, a set of four 1988. First, we now know that a proto-
“L"-shaped burn holes—all the fea- col was prepared in advance by top sci-
tures of the Shroud. entists to detail exactly how the carbon

o The thoroughly documented histori- dating was to be done. It required mul-
cal record begins in A.D. 1355, when tiple samples to be taken from specic
the Shroud is exposed to large crowds locations and dated independently by

Hungarian Pray Manuscript illustration showing in Lirey, France. seven labs. That protocol was approved
the Shroud, circa 1191. in Writing by Pope Iohn Paul ll.

There is a related burial cloth known However, the authorities in Turin ig-
as the Sudarium of Oviedo, which has nored the scientic protocol. The only

C14 date of A.D. 1260. For instance, tra- been documented to bein Oviedo, Spain, reason they gave as to why they didn't
ditional accounts include: since A.D. 631. It was studied by a team execute the papal directive was “expedi-

of forty scientists beginning in 1989. It ency." Instead, they took a single strip
o April 7, A.D. 3o—likeliest date of the does not have an imprinted image but that was .47 inches by 3.15 inches from

crucixion of Iesus. Apostles take the rather is a bloodstained linen cloth—34 the edge of the Shroud. Only half of that
Shroud from the tomb to protect it by 21 inches, a size traditionally used as sample was used, and it was divided into
from Romans and from the Jews, who a handkerchief in Jesus’ time. three equal sections by weight.
considered burial cloths “unclean." It shows a unique pattem of obvious One section was given to each of the

0 Disciple Thaddaeus travels from ]eru- puncture wounds at the nape of the neck three laboratories allowed to participate.
salem to Edessa (eastern Turkey) with that matches the stains on the Shroud. The other half of the sample was held in
cloth bearing full imprint of Iesus’ Blood in the shape of a Greek epsilon, reserve. In other words, the C14 dating re-
likeness, where it is used to cure King which is prominent on the Shroud, is also sults were based on a single sample that
Abgar V of leprosy. on the Sudarium in the same place. Pol- was too small to represent anything den-

o A.D. 57-5oz—Shroud is hidden above len from Palestine was also found on the itive about the rest of the cloth or its age.

the city gates of Edessa. Sudarium cloth. After the 1988 carbon dating, the
o A.D. 569—Syrian hymn mentions Experts have told us that a cloth was world in general ignored the scientic

cloth with Jesus’ likeness as “not the generally wrapped around the head of a evidence established by STURP in 1978
work of human hands." crucixion victim while he was on the and believed the Shroud was a medieval
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The Big Question: Why?

Having decided what the Shroud is, Wee it to unite all In hie name?
those who believe it is the burial cloth The last thing Christ did before entering
ofJesus Christ are now faced with his Passion was to pray for worldwide
an even more signicant question: unity in himself: “I do not pray for these
Why did Christ leave his tortured and only [the apostles], but also for those
crucied image on his burial linen? who believe in me through their word,

that they may all be one” (John 17:20-
Wae It to etrengthen our faii In him? 21). Today the much of the world doesn't
was he providing physical evidence, believe, and his ock is scattered. For
like he did for the apostle Thomas? instance, the Koran tells 1.3 billion
‘Then he said to Thomas, ‘Put your ' Muslims that Jesus never died on the
nger here, and see my hands; and cross (Surah lV:156-57). Many others
put out your hand, and place it in believe in the popular “swoon theory,‘
my side; do not be faithless, but i.e., Christ didn't actually die that day.
believing”’ (John 20:27). However, the Shroud and the Sudarium

ls Christ providing us visual prove forensically that he did die on the
evidence, like he did for John and cross. All those who come to believe in
Peter at the tomb on Easter morning? the Shroud ofTurin are much more likely
“[S]tooping to look in, he [John] to be united to him in Christianity.
saw the linen cloths lying there, but
he did not go in. Then Simon Peter Wee It to conrm hie eueharletic
came, following him, and went into declaration made at the Laet
the tomb; he saw the linen cloths Supper?
lying, and the napkin, which had “This is my body which is given for
been on his head, not lying with the you” (Luke 22:19). "[T]his is my blood
linen cloths but rolled up in a place of the covenant, which is poured out
by itself” (John 20:5-7). Most likely for many for the forgiveness of sins”
the two apostles saw the burial cloth (Matt. 26:28). Certainly the Shroud
reflecting their Lord's risen image. image features a body freely offered

and utterly destroyed, as well as a
Wee it to reconcile faith and reaeon? pouring out of blood.
Our secular world today asks, “Are
you a person of faith or a person of Wae it very almply to show ue how
reason?’ Forensics is today's ultimate much he levee ua?
science, and the Resurrection is the Whatever his purpose for creating
ultimate foundation of the Christian the Shroud image, it is efficacious
faith. (As St. Paul noted, "[l]f Christ has primarily today and for future
not been raised, then our preaching generations, since prior to 2005
is in vain and your faith is in vain” [1 mankind didn't have the means to
Cor. 15:14]). ls Jesus allowing modern prove its authenticity “beyond a
science to help prove his Resurrection? reasonable doubt.‘

fake. From 1988 to 2005, many unsuc- graphs of the 1988 C14 dating samples to
cessful attempts were made to explain several textile experts for examination,
the C14 dating results. none ofwhom knew they were looking at

Then, in zooo, Shroud researchers Sue samples from the Shroud ofTurin.
Benford and Ioe Marino presented a new The response was a surprise. All three
paper at the Shroud conference in Orvi- independent textile experts agreed there
eto, Italy. They had given existing photo- were denite signs of “reweaving" in the
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samples that would be apparent only to a

trained eye. Benford and Marino concluded
that the 1988 C14 dating had actually dated
a rewoven area of the Shroud that had been i '
repaired using a medieval process known
as “French invisible reweaving."

Next, l know you'll recall the amazing
testimony of Raymond Rogers, who was The editor would like to thank
Head of STURP’s Chemistry Group and a Barrie M. Schwortz of STERA, Inc.
retired chemist from the Los Alamos Na- for his inestimable help in gathering
tional Laboratory. He said he had strongly the images for this article.
disagreed with the reweaving theory and
had set out to prove it wrong. However,
after studying it, he admitted that it was
indeed correct. He explained that the Conclusion: There is overwhelming
1988 sample contained cotton, gum, and evidence that the sample used for the 1988
dye, and the linen of the main body of the radiocarbon dating of the Shroud ofTurin
original Shroud denitely didn't. was anomalous and did not represent the

On January 2.0, 2005, R0gers's paper main body of the Shroud cloth. The 1988
was published in the highly respected, C-14 test results that declared the cloth
peer-reviewed journal Thermochimica was medieval in origin should be set aside
Acta. His conclusion: "The combined due to their use ofan invalid sample.
evidence from chemical kinetics, ana-
lytical chemistry, cotton content, and Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, if the
pyrolysis/mass spectrometry proves that Shroud of Turin was anything other than
the material from the radiocarbon area of the burial cloth and image ofJesus, no one
the Shroud is signicantly different from would question its antiquity and authen-
that of the main cloth. The radiocarbon ticity. After all, even twenty-rst-century
sample was thus not part of the original science can't duplicate it or explain how it
cloth and is invalid for determining the was formed. Fortunately, we have an ava-
age of the Shroud." lanche of evidence——twenty-six peer-re-

In August 2008, Robert Villarreal and viewed science articles—that, since 2005,
a team ofeight researchers from Los Ala- establish beyond any reasonable doubt
mos National Laboratory analyzed Rog- that the Shroud of Turin is the shroud of
ers's samples and presented their results Christ. Therefore, the defendant is guilty
at the Columbus, Ohio, Shroud Confer- beyond any reasonable doubt of stealing
ence. Their data corroborated all of Rog- an authentic and priceless relic.
ers's conclusions. The prosecution rests its case. I

Also, in July 2008, a paper by Benford
and Marino was published in the re-
spected, peer-reviewed scientic ioumal
Chemistry Today. Their new research fur-
ther supported the earlier data and pro-
vided additional evidence for an anoma-
lous sample.

Nearly 100.000 people per day wait for hours to

see the Shroud while it is on public display in 1978.

Former federal prosecutor

Lawrence I. Schaufserves on

the board of directors of the

Shroud ofTurin Education and

Research Association (STERA).

He is working to produce a feature-length movie

titled The Shroud. To learn more, or to order

copies of Schauf's introductory Shroud booklet
(minimum order of50), visit Shroud.com.
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