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Abstract

The Shroud of Turin is a linen cloth bearing faint frontal and dorsal human-body imagery together with
reddish stains associated with areas traditionally interpreted as wounds. This paper asks whether a
conservative set of independently describable Shroud features corresponds to passages in the Hebrew
Scriptures that Christian tradition and the New Testament interpret messianically, especially Isaiah 50-
53, Psalms 16, 22, and 34, and Zechariah 12. The argument is cumulative rather than dependent upon any
single feature. It distinguishes four levels of claim: direct observation, forensic interpretation, textual
interpretation, and theological conclusion. Working from the stipulated premise that the cloth is an
authentic ancient crucifixion artifact—a premise this paper adopts rather than argues for—it compares
each feature’s specificity: whether it is compatible with a generic, unremarkable crucifixion victim or
instead corresponds distinctively to the Passion profile that Scripture is read to predict. The strongest
physical correspondences concern severe scourging-like trauma, crucifixion by nailing, the absence of
obvious major leg fractures, a penetrating right-side wound, extensive scalp puncture-like injuries, and
deliberate wrapping in a substantial linen cloth before advanced decomposition became visually
dominant. Other proposed correspondences—silence, divided garments, dehydration, or literal skeletal
dislocation—cannot be established from the cloth and are therefore treated as contextual rather than
forensic evidence. The article also notes the strongest evidence against its stipulated premise, including
the 1988 radiocarbon determination of a medieval date and Walter McCrone’s pigment interpretation,
without adjudicating that dispute. Individually, several of the strongest features are compatible with an
ordinary crucifixion; their conjunction—especially the scalp punctures, the right-side wound, and the
deliberate burial provision—corresponds far more specifically to the Passion profile of Yeshua than to a
generic crucifixion victim. The paper’s scope is correspondingly narrow: within its stipulated premise, the
Shroud’s physical profile shows explanatory correspondence with the passion profile attributed to
Yeshua; the premise itself, and the supernatural character of biblical prophecy, are addressed elsewhere.
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1. Introduction: Can Prophecy Leave a Forensic Signature?

The relationship between Israel’s Scriptures and the suffering, death, and burial of Yeshua is central to
the New Testament’s own interpretive framework. The Gospel passion narratives repeatedly present
events surrounding the crucifixion as occurring “according to the Scriptures,” while later Christian
interpretation reads Isaiah’s Servant poems, selected psalms, and Zecharian piercing language in a
messianic frame.

The Shroud of Turin introduces a potentially independent evidentiary category. It is not a literary text but
a textile artifact bearing a faint body image and stain patterns that have been subjected to optical,
chemical, microscopic, and image-processing investigation. The 1978 Shroud of Turin Research Project
(STURP) generated the most extensive direct instrumental examination of the cloth to date. Subsequent
publications reported that conventional pigment or dye application did not adequately account for the
body image, although the mechanism of image formation remained unresolved.12

Figure 1. Full-length high-resolution presentation of the frontal and dorsal body images on the Shroud.

The key methodological question is therefore narrower than “Does the Shroud prove Christianity?” It is
instead: if the Shroud is described conservatively, without importing Gospel details into the artifact, how
closely does its physical profile correspond to biblical texts interpreted within the Christian tradition as
describing the Messiah’s suffering, execution, piercing, and burial?

1 Schwalbe and Rogers, “Physics and Chemistry,” 3-49; S. F. Pellicori, “Spectral Properties of the
Shroud of Turin,” Applied Optics 19, no. 12 (1980): 1913-1920,
https://doi.org/10.1364/A0.19.001913.

2 L. A. Schwalbe and R. N. Rogers, “Physics and Chemistry of the Shroud of Turin: A Summary of
the 1978 Investigation,” Analytica Chimica Acta 135 (1982): 3-49, https://doi.org/10.1016/S0003-
2670(01)85263-6.
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This distinction matters because forensic science cannot establish that a text is divinely inspired, and the
cloth does not contain a personal name. The legitimate object of analysis is correspondence: what is
physically observable, what forensic interpretation reasonably follows, how specific a biblical parallel is,
how disputed that textual reading may be, and whether competing historical hypotheses explain the same
pattern at least as well.

This paper adopts the Shroud's authenticity as an ancient crucifixion cloth, and its identification with
Yeshua, as a stipulated premise. That premise is established, contested, or defended elsewhere—
including in the radiocarbon literature discussed briefly in Section 13—and this paper does not argue for
or against it. The question addressed here is conditional on the premise, not on its own truth: given that
the Shroud is what it is stipulated to be, how closely, and by what specific mechanisms, does its physical
profile correspond to the passion motifs that Christian tradition reads messianically in the texts examined
here?

Two clarifications of scope follow. First, because authenticity and identity are imported premises rather
than hypotheses under test, Section 16's comparison does not weigh the Shroud's authenticity against
alternatives such as medieval construction; instead it asks a narrower question that stays inside the
premise—whether each feature is compatible with a generic, unremarkable crucifixion victim or instead
corresponds distinctively to the specific Passion profile Scripture is read to predict. Second, the
substantive scope is limited. The analysis concerns suffering, execution, and burial; prophetic material
bearing on the Messiah's life, ministry, or teaching lies outside it, as does any claim that correspondence
of this kind demonstrates divine inspiration or the supernatural character of biblical prophecy.
Throughout, "messianic prophecy” is used descriptively, to name the interpretive tradition—found in the
New Testament and subsequent Christian theology—that applies these Hebrew Bible passages to Yeshua,
without taking a position on whether the texts were originally intended as predictions of a specific
individual. Section 19 states in full what the correspondence argument developed here does not, by itself,
establish.

2. Methodology and Evidentiary Standards

The article adopts an evidentiary hierarchy intended to prevent category errors. Each proposed
correspondence is evaluated at four levels.

e Direct observation: A feature can be documented photographically, microscopically,
spectroscopically, chemically, or morphologically on the cloth.

o Forensic interpretation: The observation is interpreted medically or mechanically—for example
as scourging, nailing, a penetrating thoracic injury, or post-mortem fluid flow.

e Textual interpretation: A biblical passage is evaluated in its own literary and textual context and
then, where relevant, in the New Testament’s use of that passage.

o Theological conclusion: The correspondence is interpreted as messianic fulfillment. This final step
is not produced by laboratory analysis and must be distinguished from the physical evidence.

For cumulative reasoning, three factors are particularly important: reliability of the underlying
observation, specificity of the feature, and independence of the comparison. A feature common to many
Roman crucifixions has less identifying value than an unusual conjunction of features. Likewise, a
correspondence deliberately reproducible by a medieval artisan familiar with the passion narratives is
less independent than one dependent on subtle physical properties of the cloth.
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One terminological note follows from Section 1's scope statement. Section 16 compares a generic,
unremarkable crucifixion victim against a victim matching the specific Passion profile Scripture is read to
predict. This comparison measures the specificity of each Shroud feature—whether it is the kind of thing
any Roman crucifixion would produce, or the kind of thing distinctive to the passion narrative—rather
than adjudicating the Shroud's authenticity or the identity of its subject, both of which remain outside this
paper's scope as stated in Section 1.

The table below lists every biblical passage examined in this paper in one place, keyed to the section
where each is analyzed in detail. It is a reference list, not an evidentiary claim: specificity, textual disputes,
and forensic qualifications are addressed individually in the sections indicated and summarized again in
the matrix in Section 15.

Isaiah 50:6 “I gave my back to those who strike me...” Scourging / patterned dorsal trauma Sec.5.2

Isaiah 53:3 “A man of sorrows, acquainted with grief.” Severe facial and body trauma Sec.5.1
“H d / pi d f

Isaiah 53:5 e was Wf)und”e / pierced for our Wounding generally; piercing imagery Sec.5.2,5.4
transgressions.

Isaiah 53:7 “He opened not his mouth.” Not measurable from the cloth Sec.5.3

Isaiah 53:9 “With the rich in his death.” Substantial linen burial wrapping Sec. 12

Psalm 22:14 “All my bones are out of joint.” Fixed post-mortem posture / rigor Sec. 6.3
“M h is dri 1

Psalm 22:15 y.strer:gt is dried up...my tongue cleaves to Thirst (contextual, not diagnosable) Sec. 6.4
my jaws.

Psalm 22:16 “They pierced my hands and my feet.” Wrist/hand and foot wounds Sec. 6.1

Psalm 22:18 “They divide my garments...and cast lots.” Naked body (compatible with stripping) Sec. 6.2
“He k 11 his b ; not fthem i

Psalm 34:20 € ee?s &l s bones; not one ot them 1s No obvious major leg fractures Sec.7
broken.

Psalm 16:10 “You will not...let your holy one see corruption.” No advanced decomposition markers Sec.8

Zechariah 12:10 “They look on him whom they have pierced.” Major right-side wound Sec. 9

Zechariah 13:6 “What are these wounds in your hands?” wrlSt/hand wounds (contextually Sec. 10

disputed)
Genesis 3:17-18 e T s e g T Scalp puncture-like injuries (Gospel crown Sec. 11
(typology) of thorns)

Quotations follow common English renderings for readability; Section 6.1 discusses the specific textual
variation affecting Psalm 22:16, and Section 10 addresses the contextual dispute over Zechariah 13:6.
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3. The Empirical Shroud Record: What Is Secure, What Is Contested

Optical and chemical studies from the STURP era reported that the body image is associated with chemical
alteration of the linen rather than a conventional layer of paint. Schwalbe and Rogers summarized the
1978 investigation as favoring cellulose oxidation-dehydration rather than an applied pigment, while
explicitly acknowledging that the transfer or image-formation mechanism remained unknown. Pellicori’s
spectrophotometric study likewise found spectral properties inconsistent with ordinary applied
coloration and explored cellulose-degradation mechanisms.34

Blood-related claims require additional caution. Heller and Adler reported spectroscopic and chemical
identification of blood in areas traditionally identified as bloodstains, followed by broader microchemical
work on tape-lift samples., These results remain important primary observations, but the samples were
collected in 1978 and have not been fully replicated using newly collected material under a modern,
independently controlled chain of custody. Accordingly, blood chemistry should be cited as a significant
historical finding, not as a continuously reverified laboratory fact.56

The image also displays unusual spatial behavior. Jackson, Jumper, and Ercoline found a relationship
between image intensity and a model of cloth-to-body distance, while rejecting several simple image-
production mechanisms as complete explanations. This result constrains fabrication hypotheses but does
not establish a supernatural process.7

3 Pellicori, “Spectral Properties,” 1913-1920.
4 Schwalbe and Rogers, “Physics and Chemistry,” 3-49.
5 John H. Heller and Alan D. Adler, “A Chemical Investigation of the Shroud of Turin,” Canadian

Society of Forensic Science Journal 14, no. 3 (1981): 81-103,
https://doi.org/10.1080/00085030.1981.10756882.

6 John H. Heller and Alan D. Adler, “Blood on the Shroud of Turin,” Applied Optics 19, no. 16
(1980): 2742-2744, https://doi.org/10.1364/A0.19.002742.

7 John P. Jackson, Eric . Jumper, and William R. Ercoline, “Correlation of Image Intensity on the
Turin Shroud with the 3-D Structure of a Human Body Shape,” Applied Optics 23, no. 14 (1984): 2244-
2270, https://doi.org/10.1364/A0.23.002244.
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Figure 2. Scientific image-processing visualization showing the reported relationship between Shroud image intensity and
modeled cloth-to-body distance.

Two major contrary lines of evidence must be incorporated rather than marginalized. First, accelerator
mass spectrometry performed in 1988 at Arizona, Oxford, and Zurich yielded a calibrated medieval range
of approximately AD 1260-1390, published in Nature in 1989. That result remains the strongest direct
dating evidence against a first-century origin. Raymond Rogers later argued that the sampled corner was
chemically anomalous and not representative of the main cloth, but his proposal has not replaced the
1989 result with a new direct radiocarbon date from uncontested Shroud material.89

Second, Walter McCrone interpreted particles on STURP adhesive-tape samples as red ochre and
vermilion in a binding medium and concluded that the image was painted. STURP investigators disputed
that conclusion, pointing to the lack of sufficient pigment distribution and other image properties.
Because McCrone’s interpretation is a serious published counter-hypothesis, a scholarly treatment should
present it explicitly rather than implying universal scientific agreement.10 The dispute ultimately turns
on whether the particles McCrone identified are part of the image-forming material itself or contaminants
introduced through centuries of handling, exposition, and reliquary contact—a question the 1978
sampling cannot by itself settle. Subsequent image-characterization work, including Fanti and Maggiolo’s

8 Raymond N. Rogers, “Studies on the Radiocarbon Sample from the Shroud of Turin,”
Thermochimica Acta 425, nos. 1-2 (2005): 189-194, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tca.2004.09.029.

9 P. E. Damon et al.,, “Radiocarbon Dating of the Shroud of Turin,” Nature 337 (1989): 611-615,
https://doi.org/10.1038/337611a0.

10 Walter C. McCrone, “The Shroud of Turin: Blood or Artist’s Pigment?” Accounts of Chemical
Research 23, no. 3 (1990): 77-83, https://doi.org/10.1021/ar00171a004.
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study of the image’s double superficiality11 and Faccini and Fanti’s image processing of the scourge
marks12, has continued to probe these questions without so far replacing the STURP-era dataset as the
primary evidentiary base; these later studies are treated here as corroborative and interpretive rather
than as independent new datasets.

4. Establishing the Physical Profile

4.1 Severe patterned trauma

The Shroud displays numerous marks distributed across the dorsal and ventral body-image regions. Many
have a paired or dumbbell-like morphology and have long been interpreted as scourge lesions. Roman
flogging as a prelude to crucifixion is historically and medically plausible, but precise wound counts
should not be converted into an exact number of strokes. The older apologetic equation of approximately
117 marks with thirty-nine lashes multiplied by three thongs is not methodologically secure. Roman
executioners were not necessarily constrained by the Jewish legal maximum, and one stroke could leave
a variable number of visible lesions.

11 G. Fanti and R. Maggiolo, “Double Superficiality of the Frontal Image of the Turin Shroud,”
Journal of Optics A: Pure and Applied Optics 6 (2004): 491-503.

12 B. Faccini and G. Fanti, “New Image Processing of the Turin Shroud Scourge Marks,” in
Proceedings of the International Workshop on the Scientific Approach to the Acheiropoietos Images
(Frascati, Italy: ENEA, 2010).
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Figure 3. High-resolution dorsal view of the Shroud with restrained annotations identifying representative paired or dumbbell-
shaped marks interpreted as scourging-related trauma.

Medical discussions of Roman flogging emphasize severe soft-tissue injury, blood loss, and shock as
plausible consequences of pre-crucifixion scourging. Historical work on Roman scourging also cautions
against oversimplifying the instruments or terminology into a single standardized device. The most
defensible Shroud claim is therefore that it records extensive patterned trauma consistent with severe
scourging, not an exact lash count.1314

4.2 Crucifixion by nailing

Puncture-like wound features are visible in the wrist/hand region and feet. Their locations are consistent
with crucifixion by nails, although the exact anatomical path through the wrist has been debated. Pierre
Barbet’s classic “space of Destot” model strongly influenced twentieth-century Shroud interpretation,
while later forensic work by Frederick Zugibe challenged several of Barbet’s anatomical conclusions. The

13 Andrea Nicolotti, “The Scourge of Jesus and the Roman Scourge: Historical and Archaeological
Evidence,” Journal for the Study of the Historical Jesus 15, no. 1 (2017): 1-32.

14 William D. Edwards, Wesley ]. Gabel, and Floyd E. Hosmer, “On the Physical Death of Jesus
Christ,” JAMA 255, no. 11 (1986): 1455-1463, https://doi.org/10.1001/jama.1986.03370110077025.
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broad conclusion—nailing through the upper extremity and feet—is stronger than any single proposed
nail trajectory.15

Figure 4. Upper-extremity and foot regions on the Shroud, showing wound and blood-flow features compatible with crucifixion by
nailing.

4.3 No obvious major leg fractures

No obvious image or stain pattern demonstrates major lower-leg fractures. This is compatible with the
absence of crurifragium, the deliberate breaking of legs used in some crucifixions to hasten death. The
evidentiary value is moderate: crurifragium was not necessarily universal, and the Shroud is not a
radiograph. Still, intact-looking lower limbs form part of the cumulative anatomical profile.

4.4 A major right-side wound

A conspicuous wound-like feature occurs in the right thoracic region with associated blood /fluid staining.
It has commonly been interpreted as a penetrating injury from a lance or similar weapon. Medical
explanations of the associated “blood and water” phenomenon have included hemothorax, pleural fluid,
pericardial fluid, or mixtures of these, and the precise mechanism remains disputed. The strong
observation is a substantial right-side injury with fluid staining; weapon type, exact trajectory, and precise
anatomical reservoirs remain interpretive.16 Two things should be kept distinct here. The observation
itself is limited to a wound-like opening with associated fluid staining. Its identification with the “blood

15 Pierre Barbet, A Doctor at Calvary (New York: P. ]. Kenedy & Sons, 1953); Frederick T. Zugibe,
The Cross and the Shroud: A Medical Inquiry into the Crucifixion (New York: Paragon House, 1988).
These works differ on several anatomical details, illustrating why the precise wrist pathway should not
be treated as settled.

16 Edwards, Gabel, and Hosmer, “Physical Death,” 1455-1463; see also the discussion of competing
pleural, pericardial, and hemothorax interpretations in Otangelo Grasso, The Shroud of Turin: A
Forensic Summary of the Evidence (Aracaju, 2026), chap. 13.
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and water” of John 19:34 is a separate, interpretive step: some tape-lift microscopy has been read as
showing a serum halo around portions of the staining, which would be consistent with that Gospel detail,
but that reading rests on the same 1978 samples discussed in Section 3 and has not been independently
reproduced. The correspondence with John's account is therefore real as a textual and thematic parallel,
but it is not an independently verified forensic finding.

Figure 5. High-resolution detail of the right thoracic region showing the wound-like opening and associated blood/fluid staining.
This image documents the physical feature.

Because a post-crucifixion thoracic penetration is not an intrinsic requirement of crucifixion itself, this
feature is more discriminating than scourging or nailing alone.

4.5 Scalp puncture-like injuries

Multiple blood flows and puncture-like lesions are visible around the scalp. These have been interpreted
as evidence of a thorn-bearing apparatus rather than ordinary head trauma. The specific geometry
remains debated: older reconstructions favored a cap-like structure, while later work has proposed
different arrangements. The careful claim is that the scalp exhibits numerous puncture-like bleeding sites
in a distribution unusual for crucifixion itself.
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WOUNDS AND MARKINGS VISIBLE ON THE HEAD OF THE MAN OF THE SHROUD

Frontal image

VENOUS BLOOD FLOW
Dark, diffuse blood flow
patterns descend from the
forehead and temples.

ARTERIAL BLOOD
Bright, narrow lines of blood
indicate arterial bleeding
from wounds on the scalp.

SWOLLEN CHEEK
FROM BEATING

Diffuse blood pattern and
soft tissue swelling visible
on the right cheek area

BLOOD AND SERUM
FROM THE MOUTH
Flow pattern of blood and
serum descends from the
mouth and lips.

BEARD PLUCKED
(MISSING)

Absence of normal beard
impression indicates the
beard was forcibly plucked
out before death

The negative image of the Shroud reveals blood flows, wounds,
These are not artistic marks, but forensic traces impress:

nd trauma consistent with the
d into the linen at the time of the burial

BLOOD DROPS AND FLOW
FROM THE CROWN
OF THORNS
Clusters of blood drops and
streams radiate from points
of penetration on the scalp.

NOSE CARTILAGE
DAMAGED FROM BEATING
Displacement and distortion
of the nasal area indicate
trauma to the nose cartilage.

PROPHETIC WORD FULFILLED

“I gave my back to those who
beat me, my cheeks to those
who pulled out my beard;

1 did not hide my face from
mocking and spitting.”

saiah 5C

MARKINGS VISIBLE ON THE BACK OF THE HEAD OF THE MAN OF THE SHROUD

PIGTAIL HAIRSTYLE
A distinct gathered hair
form appears at the back
of the head, consistent
with a pigtail-like tied
section of hair descending
from the occipital area.

HAIR GATHERING

AT THE NAPE

The hair appears gathered
and elongated at the nape,
forming a narrow trailing
lock distinct from the
broader hair mass.

Dorsal image

BLOOD MARKS FROM
THE CROWN OF THORNS

Multiple blood flows and
puncture-related stains are
visible on the back of the
scalp, consistent with
wounds caused by the
crown of thorns

OCCIPITAL BLOOD FLOWS
Linear and diffuse blood
traces descend over the
rear scalp and hair,
indicating gravity-driven
blood flow from
scalp wounds.

PASSION TRAUMA

The dorsal image preserves
hair structure and blood
patterns compatible with
injuries to the scalp and
the rear of the head.

The dorsal image of the Shroud reveals hair structure and blood flows on the back of the head,
providing additional forensic detail consistent with the Passion

Figure 6. Close-up of the head region with restrained markers identifying multiple puncture-like bleeding sites and blood flows
around the scalp.
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This feature has high identifying interest relative to ordinary Roman execution because deliberate
extensive scalp puncturing was not a standard component of crucifixion. Its relation to Genesis 3,
however, is typological rather than a direct predictive prophecy.

4.6 Limited association before advanced decomposition

The cloth does not display obvious effects of prolonged advanced decomposition. That observation is
compatible with a relatively brief association between corpse and cloth, or with completion of the image-
forming relationship before advanced decomposition became visually dominant. It does not provide an
independent clock establishing precisely thirty to thirty-six hours.

4.7 A substantial linen cloth

The Shroud is a large linen cloth woven in a 3:1 herringbone twill. This is compatible with deliberate
burial provision, but weave structure alone neither dates the cloth uniquely to the first century nor proves
that its provider was wealthy. The textile evidence should therefore be used as contextual support rather
than personal identification.

5. Isaiah and the Suffering Servant

5.1 Isaiah 53:3 — suffering and rejection

Isaiah 53:3 portrays the Servant as acquainted with grief and suffering. The Shroud’s facial image shows
pronounced trauma and is therefore physically compatible with the suffering component of the passage.
The correspondence is real but broad: severe injury is not a uniquely identifying feature, and the cloth
cannot establish the Servant’s social rejection or theological role.

5.2 Isaiah 50:6 and 53:5 — beaten and wounded

[saiah 50:6 describes the Servant giving his back to those who strike him, while Isaiah 53:5 speaks of
wounding. The Shroud’s patterned dorsal injuries correspond well to a severe beating or scourging.
Because scourging was a known Roman punishment, the feature has limited identifying specificity by
itself; its significance lies in combination with the rest of the profile.

5.3 Isaiah 53:7 — silence

The Shroud cannot establish whether the victim remained silent before accusers or executioners. A
repose-like facial image after death is not evidence about speech during life. Isaiah 53:7 may be
theologically central to Christian interpretation of the passion, but it should not be counted as
independent forensic confirmation. Nor does the cloth contradict it: a fixed, repose-like facial image is at
least as compatible with the text's portrayal as with any alternative, so the absence of forensic evidence
here is properly read as silence, not as counter-evidence.

5.4 Isaiah 53:5 — piercing language

The wrist/hand and foot injuries are compatible with crucifixion nailing and thus correspond to the
broader wounding and piercing imagery associated with Isaiah 53 in Christian interpretation. The
physical inference is stronger than the identification claim: the Shroud can support crucifixion by nailing,
but not by that fact alone the identity of the Servant.

Page 13



The Shroud of Turin and Old Testament Messianic Prophecy

6. Psalm 22: Textual and Forensic Correspondence

6.1 “They pierced my hands and my feet” and the textual problem

Psalm 22 is central to Christian passion interpretation because its opening cry appears in the crucifixion
narratives and because several later verses were read christologically by early Christians. The verse
commonly rendered “they pierced my hands and my feet” is textually disputed. The medieval Masoretic
tradition reads a form commonly understood as “like a lion [at] my hands and my feet,” whereas the
Septuagint has a verb meaning “they dug/pierced.” A Nahal Hever Psalms manuscript also preserves a
verbal reading with final waw, providing pre-Masoretic evidence for a form compatible with
“dug/pierced.”, 1718

PSALM 22:16

TEXTUAL COMPARISON AND MANUSCRIPT EVIDENCE (% SHROUD OF TURIN

A well-known textual variant exists in Psalm 22:16. The Masoretic Text reads “like a lion”, D WOUNDIE L

while the Septuagint and the Nahal Hever Psalms manuscript read “they pierced...”.
is variant is significant in light c crucifixion of Jesus.
This variant is significant in light of the crucifixion of Jesus

MASORETIC TEXT SEPTUAGINT NAHAL HEVER

3 (MT) (LXX) ' PSALMS MANUSCRIPT |{
3 Hebrew (c. 9th-10th century AD) ] . Greek (3rd-2nd century BC) ~ Hebrew (c. Ist century BC)

2 ST o

A wound
consistent
with a nail
through
the wrist

wpuEav Xepag pov | AR rRY

L5 T IND

kai modag pov i
o al ) £y
ke-'ariyeh yaday wo-ragla oryxan cheiras mou o ¥ T
o G ykai podas mou wa-daqari )_/(iday KEY POINTS
&j ke allion “Th ; d wa-raglay « The Masoretic Text reads “like a lion.” .
1 e . « The Septuagint (LXX) reads “they pierced.”
o an dS andn feet.” €y plerce: . 1 “Th ey pierce d e Septuagint (LXX) reads “they Plerce 5
Y y my hands and my feet.” « The Nahal Hever Psalms manuscript 3

(1QPs?) also reads “they pierced.”
« This is a genuine textual variant, \
not a unanimous reading. i

The “they pierced” reading predates Jesus 4
and is supported by a Second Temple

eH&

~ my hands and my feet.” |

l Source Key Wording Translation Date (approx.)

) Masoretic Text (MT) "7111_ " IR “Like a lion my hands

and my feet.” 9th-10th century AD Hebrew manuscript and the ancient Greek

- —_——— — translation.

Septuagint (LXX) wPPE":V XEIPAG HOV “They pi;rceg my hands | 3rd-2nd century BC + The wounded hands and feet on the Shroud
kai médag pov and my feet. of Turin are consistent with crucifixion

- %
Nahal Hever Psalms by 1PN “They plerceg my hands c. Ist century BC
G Tt and my feet. |

and correspond to the “they pierced” reading. G

Figure 7. Scholarly comparison graphic presenting the relevant Psalm 22 wording in the Masoretic tradition, Septuagint, and the

Nahal Hever Psalms manuscript

17 Peter W. Flint, “5/6HevPsalms,” in Miscellaneous Texts from the Judaean Desert, ed. James H.
Charlesworth et al., Discoveries in the Judaean Desert 38 (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 2000), 141-166.

18 Shon D. Hopkin, “The Psalm 22:16 Controversy: New Evidence from the Dead Sea Scrolls,” BYU
Studies 44, no. 3 (2005): 161-172.
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The Shroud’s wrist/hand and foot wounds are therefore highly compatible with the traditional Christian
rendering, but the article should not present that wording as textually uncontested. Its evidentiary force
is strong physically and significant textually, but qualified by manuscript variation.

6.2 Garments divided

Psalm 22:18 speaks of garments being divided and lots being cast. The Shroud presents a naked body,
which is compatible with stripping but cannot establish what happened to the victim’s clothing. Stripping
was itself a normal part of crucifixion and a prerequisite for any subsequent division of garments, so the
naked body is compatible with the Psalm’s scenario; but the cloth cannot show whether garments were
in fact divided or how lots were cast. This correspondence belongs to the Gospel narrative, not to
independent forensic observation from the cloth.

6.3 “Bones out of joint”

The Shroud appears to preserve a fixed post-mortem posture compatible with crucifixion and rigor. That
must not be equated with literal skeletal dislocation. The crucifixion posture itself—arms extended and
the body suspended by them—would have placed shoulder and elbow joints under considerable
mechanical strain, and the Shroud’s preserved posture is compatible with that strain having occurred. But
Psalm 22:14 is poetic language of bodily collapse; rigor mortis and a strained posture are not evidence
that bones were anatomically “out of joint.”

6.4 Thirst

Extreme thirst would be physiologically plausible in a severely scourged and crucified victim, particularly
in the setting of blood loss, stress, exposure, and shock. Nevertheless, the body image itself cannot
diagnose a specific degree of dehydration. Psalm 22:15 therefore provides a contextual physiological
parallel rather than a direct Shroud measurement. The Gospel accounts independently report that Yeshua
was offered vinegar or sour wine on the cross (Matthew 27:48; Mark 15:36; John 19:29), which is
compatible with, but not established by, the same physiological plausibility. That detail is itself read by
the Gospel of John as a fulfillment of Psalm 69:21 (“for my thirst they gave me vinegar to drink”), a further
textual, not forensic, layer of correspondence.

7. Psalm 34:20 — Not a Bone Broken

Psalm 34:20 concerns preservation of the bones of the righteous sufferer; John 19:36 explicitly connects
the unbroken legs of Yeshua with Scripture. The Shroud’s lower limbs do not show obvious major
fractures. This observation is anatomically relevant and more specific than generalized suffering,
although it is not unique because crurifragium was not performed in every crucifixion.

8. Psalm 16:10 — No Corruption

Psalm 16:10 was applied to Yeshua's resurrection in early Christian preaching. The Shroud lacks obvious
signs expected from prolonged advanced decomposition, which is compatible with a short period of
corpse-cloth association. The cloth does not, however, yield an independent thirty-to-thirty-six-hour
interval. The most defensible statement is that the association appears to have ended, or the image-
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forming relation was completed, before advanced decomposition became visually dominant. The
distinction matters: “no corruption” in this sense is not a claim that the body was never buried, but that it
did not undergo prolonged decomposition—a condition with which a short-term burial, such as the
Gospel timeline describes, is compatible.

9. Zechariah 12:10 — The Pierced One

Zechariah 12:10 is especially important because John 19:37 directly applies its piercing language to
Yeshua. The evidentiary sequence should remain explicit: Zechariah provides a scriptural motif; John
applies that motif to the passion; the Shroud independently presents a major right-side wound. The cloth
therefore does not prove the exegetical meaning of Zechariah, but it supplies a physical feature compatible
with the passion profile through which the New Testament interprets the text.

ZECHARIAH 12:10

SCRIPTURE, FULFILLMENT, AND HISTORICAL CORROBORATION
A prophetic description of a future pierced one, lamented by the people of Israel.

HEBREW TEXT ENGLISH TRANSLATION | KEY WORD
Masoretic Text (MT) : Masoretic Text (MT) Atar / Dagar (R7)

7 M2 '7;] "NDDY) “And I will pour out on the E -‘ P -[
LR R house of David and on the ; T T
D,Y-?u!ﬁ: 2w '737 ] inhabitants of Jerusalem ‘ daqgar
D’JJUD] ]U U]'] v a spirit Of grace and supplication, : verb (Qal perfect, 3rd person masculine singular)
BRI so that they will look on Me, “they have pierced”
e hal whom they have pierced, :
RT WK DR and they will mourn for Him ok s s i)
1’1717 115 91 as one mourns for an only child, o Used elsewhererlf]or ;iercing
0 by 000y | and grieve for Him with a weapon (e.g., Judg. 4:21;
et as one grieves for a firstborn.” 2 an 1 J0)
PRV 1IN

b | o Indicates a deliberate, violent act
9937 5y vanny Zechariah 12:10 (NASB)

o Meaning: to pierce, thrust through, :

resulting in a piercing wound.

NEW TESTAMENT APPLICATION SUMMARY AND SIGNIFICANCE

The Gospel of John explicitly identifies the o Zechariah 12:10 predicts a futgre piercing f’f a
fulfillment of this prophecy in the piercing a0 sic i cha'nw'c(I)v central figure, followed by national mourning.
of Jesus’ side: I rseas T I o The New Testament records this prophecy fulfilled
2 By 20 AOyym Evugey Ty mhevpav in the piercing of Jesus’ side (John 19:34).

But one of the soldiers pierced His side | 3705, ko €06 £57ADey o The Hebrew word ddqar indicates a real, physical
with a spear, and immediately blood & ot kod B0, piercing with a sharp object.
and water came out.” o The convergence of the Old Testament prophecy,

John 19:34 (NASB) John 19:34 (NA2B) New Testament account, and historical context
G § provides strong evidence of messianic fulfillment.

Because thoracic penetration is not a universal component of crucifixion, this is among the more
distinctive correspondences in the cumulative case.

10. Zechariah 13:6 — A Disputed Association

Zechariah 13:6 is frequently quoted in popular apologetics as a prediction of wounds in the Messiah'’s
hands. In context, however, the passage is often interpreted in relation to a false prophet. It should
therefore not function as a major evidentiary pillar. The Shroud’s wrist/hand wounds remain relevant to
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crucifixion, but their prophetic significance is better grounded in stronger texts and in the New
Testament’s own interpretive patterns.

11. The Crown of Thorns: Strong Gospel Correspondence, Indirect Old
Testament Relation

The scalp puncture-like injuries are potentially one of the more unusual elements of the Shroud profile
because deliberate puncturing of the scalp is not required by crucifixion. They correspond closely to the
Gospel tradition of a crown of thorns. Genesis 3:17-18, however, does not directly predict that the
Messiah will wear thorns; Christian theology reads the association typologically, linking the curse of
thorns with the passion. The article should therefore distinguish a potentially strong Gospel
correspondence from an indirect Old Testament typology. The typological reading itself runs through
several steps rather than a direct verbal prediction: Genesis 3:17-18 curses the ground with thorns as a
consequence of the Fall; Christian theology, drawing on passages such as Galatians 3:13, reads the
Messiah as bearing that curse on behalf of others; and the Gospel crown of thorns is then understood as
enacting this typology rather than fulfilling a specific predictive text. The Shroud's scalp injuries
correspond physically to the Gospel tradition; their connection to Genesis remains interpretive rather
than predictive.

12. Isaiah 53:9 — Burial with the Rich

I[saiah 53:9 associates the Servant’s death with the rich. The Shroud’s existence as a substantial linen
wrapping is compatible with deliberate burial provision rather than abandonment of a body. It does not
identify Joseph of Arimathea, establish the wealth of the provider, or independently date the textile to the
first century. This is a moderate contextual correspondence, strengthened only in conjunction with the
Gospel burial narrative. A cloth of this size and weave quality also represents a nontrivial expenditure of
material and labor, which is at least consistent with—though it cannot by itself demonstrate—the kind of
deliberate provision the passage associates with the rich, as distinct from the unmarked or exposed
disposal more typical of executed criminals.

13. The Radiocarbon Problem and the Authenticity Question

This paper's premise—that the Shroud is an authentic first-century crucifixion cloth—carries a significant
scholarly controversy that this paper does not adjudicate. In 1988, three laboratories reported a medieval
radiocarbon date at high statistical confidence, and the Nature publication described the result as
evidence for medieval manufacture.19 If the dated material is representative of the original cloth,
identification with a first-century burial is excluded; this is not a minor objection to the premise adopted
here.

19 P. E. Damon et al.,, “Radiocarbon Dating of the Shroud of Turin,” Nature 337 (1989): 611-615,
https://doi.org/10.1038/337611a0.
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Figure 8. Schematic of the Shroud’s radiocarbon-sampling corner, showing the 1973 Raes textile sample, the edge trimmed by
Giovanni Riggi during the 1988 sampling, the four labeled sub-samples (A1, A2, 0, Z) distributed respectively to the Arizona, Zurich,
and Oxford laboratories, and the adjacent portion reportedly retained unused.

Authenticity proponents have challenged the representativeness of the sampled corner, especially
through Rogers’s chemical study, and later statistical critiques have questioned sample heterogeneity;
those arguments justify continued investigation but have not yet produced a replacement first-century
radiocarbon determination. This paper takes no position on which side of that dispute is correct. Readers
seeking that argument should consult the literature cited here and in the bibliography; this paper
proceeds under the stipulated premise and returns, in Sections 16-17, to what follows from it.
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SHROUD OF TURIN

5 KEY EVENTS: EXAMINATION, DATING, AND LATER STUDIES

A CHRONOLOGICAL OVERVIEW OF ESTABLISHED EVENTS AND INTERPRETATIONS

1988
STURP EXAMINATION ‘ RADIOCARBON SAMPLING |

NATURE PUBLICATION
Radiocarbon results
nature

ROGERS CHEMICAL STUDY
Raymond N. Rogers

q
|

Shroud of Turin Research Project Three laboratories

Radiocarbon dating of the Shroud of Turin

ANTI (2013)

Reassessment

JACKSON (2021)

) R s . — 9 New Evidence
A multidisciplinary team conducted A small sample was taken from the Results were published in the journal || Raymond N. Rogers published a chemical and o‘hcrs“:‘w !
five days of scientific examination corner of the Shroud for radiocarbon | Nature (13 April 1989), indicating [ study suggesting the sample used for
in Turin (October 1978). dating, divided among three laboratories amedieval date range. radiocarbon dating may have been Numerous studies have been published
in Zurich, Oxford, and Tucson || contaminated by later-repair material since 1989, both supporting and
(October 1988). ‘ [ (2005). challenging the radiocarbon results.
| | ‘ ¥ ‘ A 3
o STURP (Shroud of Turin Research « Sample taken from one corner « All three laboratories produced « Proposed that the sampled area may « Various studies have raised questions
Project) conducted an independent, of the Shroud. consistent results. have contained a medieval-type cotton about the sampling, contamination,
multi-disciplinary examination. « Divided and analyzed independently « Reported date range: 1260-1390 AD patch (invisible to the naked eye). statistical methods, and other factors.
« Used photography (including UV), by lhree laboratories: ETH Zurich (95% confidence). ||« Based on chemical and spectroscopic  Examples include: Danin (1999),
forensic, chemical, and other analyses. (Switzerland), Oxford (UK), and SiPiblishad nNanire: aleading analysis of a small fiber sample. Fanti (2013), Jackson (2021), and others.
o o s g
o Published the book The Shroud of Turin felnivessityidizona (USR): peer-reviewed scientific journal. ||+ Suggests the radiocarbon date may reflect | o The debate remains open, with differing
(1981) with detailed findings. » Standard Accelerator Mass Spectrometry | a later repair, not the original cloth. interpretations in the scientific
(AMS) methods were used. “ | community.

ESTABLISHED EVENTS INTERPRETATIONS / DEBATES

Widely documented and not seriously disputed. Alternative explanations and ongoing discussion.

The timeline shows what happened, and how different studies have interpreted the evidence.
It does not imply that all questions are resolved.

14. The Problem of Independence and Possible Fabrication

A medieval creator would have known the passion narratives and could deliberately reproduce obvious
motifs such as scourging, nail wounds, side piercing, nakedness, and a crown of thorns. Therefore,
scriptural correspondence by itself cannot establish authenticity. This is the central independence
problem.

The fabrication hypothesis becomes more demanding only where the artifact exhibits properties that are
not simply iconographic—for example, the precise spatial behavior of image intensity, microscopic image
distribution, stain-image relationships, or other physical characteristics that a proposed medieval
technique must reproduce. Section 17 develops three such properties in specific detail: flagrum-specific
wound morphology, wrist-region rather than palm nail placement, and blood deposition preceding the
image-forming alteration. Each raises the evidentiary burden on deliberate fabrication beyond simple
imitation of Gospel iconography, though none renders fabrication impossible. Yet even unusual physical
properties do not establish identity. They merely constrain the range of adequate fabrication mechanisms.

McCrone’s painting hypothesis remains relevant because it directly proposes a medieval artistic
mechanism; STURP’s chemical and optical conclusions remain relevant because they challenge whether
conventional pigment application can account for the whole body image. A scholarly argument must keep
both bodies of evidence visible.

The fabrication hypothesis thus faces a higher evidentiary burden than is often acknowledged in popular
treatments. It must account not only for the Gospel motifs—which any forger could imitate—but for
specific physical properties that go beyond simple iconography. This does not prove authenticity, but it
does raise the bar for what an adequate fabrication hypothesis must explain.
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15. Prophecy-Forensic Correspondence Matrix

STRONGEST CRUCIFIXION-TRAUMA FEATURES
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Figure 9. Annotated frontal/dorsal body map locating the principal Shroud features discussed in the article—facial trauma,
patterned scourging, scalp punctures, wrist/hand wounds, right-side wound, lower legs, and feet

Passage / motif Shroud observation Specificity

Isaiah 53:3 — suffering Severe facial/body trauma Low-Moderate Moderate correspondence

Extensive patterned scourge-

Isaiah 50:6 — beaten back like marks Moderate Strong physical correspondence
Isaiah 53:7 — silence Not measurable from cloth — Not fore,nsw (compatible, not
contradictory)
. Strong physically; textually
Psalm 22:16 — hands/feet Wrist/hand and foot wounds Moderate .
disputed
C tibl ith stripping, not
Psalm 22:18 — garments Naked body Low f)r.np.)a tole with stripping, no
division/lots
Psalm 22:14 — b tof
josiitm onesouto Fixed posture / rigor Low Poetic parallel only
Psalm 22:15 — thirst Sever.e trauma makes thirst Low C.ontextual, not directly
plausible diagnosable
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Passage / motif Shroud observation Specificity

Moderate-strong anatomical

Psalm 34:20 — no broken bone No obvious major leg fractures Moderate
correspondence
No ad dd iti C tible with brief
Psalm 16:10 — no corruption © advanced decomposition Moderate omp.a l, e with brie
markers association
0 f th distincti
Zechariah 12:10 — pierced Major right-side wound High ne ot themore disinctive
matches
Textual textual
Zechariah 13:6 — hand wounds | Wrist/hand wounds Moderate extual/contextual use

disputed

Multiple scalp puncture-like

Genesis 3 — thorns .
lesions

High as Gospel feature Typological OT relation

Isaiah 53:9 — with the rich Substantial linen wrapping Moderate Compatible, not identifying

16. Competing Hypotheses and Explanatory Fit

A “generic, unremarkable crucifixion victim” here means a victim whose death is characterized by the
common features of Roman crucifixion—scourging, nailing, suspension, and death—but who lacks the
specific additional features (scalp puncture, a major right-side wound, deliberate burial provision) that
distinguish the Passion narrative. The table below compares each Shroud feature against that generic
victim and against a victim whose profile matches the specific Passion narrative that Scripture is read to
predict. The comparison measures specificity, not authenticity—it asks how much identifying weight each
feature carries once the premise of an authentic ancient crucifixion cloth is granted, not whether that
premise is correct.

Victim matching the specific Passion

Feature Generic, unremarkable crucifixion victim

profile

Present — but wound morphology, wrist-
not-palm nail placement, and blood-before-
image sequencing go beyond what simple
imitation of the general practice would
produce (see Section 17)

Expected; common to Roman crucifixion

Scourging / nailing practice generally

Scalp punctures

No major leg fractures

Right-side wound

Not expected; not a standard element of
crucifixion

Occurs in some crucifixions; not universal

Not required by crucifixion itself; an
additional event

Page 21

Present — corresponds to the Gospel
crown-of-thorns tradition

Present — corresponds to the Johannine
account of unbroken legs

Present — corresponds to the Johannine
spear-thrust account



The Shroud of Turin and Old Testament Messianic Prophecy

Victim matching the specific Passion

Feature Generic, unremarkable crucifixion victim

profile

Not inherent to the ordinary disposal of an
executed criminal

Present — corresponds to deliberate burial

Substantial linen burial . .
provision in the Gospel narrative

No advanced
decomposition

Compatible with any sufficiently short cloth-
corpse relationship

Present — compatible with the Gospel
burial-to-discovery timeline

17. Cumulative Analysis: What Is Actually Unusual?

The following analysis operates entirely within the stipulated premise stated in Section 1: that the cloth
is an authentic ancient crucifixion artifact and that its subject is Yeshua of Nazareth. It does not argue for
that premise; it examines what follows from it. The question is whether the Shroud’s physical features
correspond more closely to a generic, unremarkable crucifixion victim or to the specific Passion profile
that Scripture is read to predict.

Common crucifixion features must be separated from potentially discriminating ones. Scourging,
stripping, nailing, suspension, and death are compatible with Roman crucifixion and therefore possess
limited identifying power by themselves. The more discriminating cluster is the conjunction of extensive
scalp puncture-like injuries, no obvious crurifragium, a major right-side wound, substantial linen burial,
and a short enough corpse-cloth relationship to avoid obvious advanced decomposition.

The table below draws these correspondences together as a single profile rather than a list of isolated
observations.

Prophetic motif Shroud feature Specificity

Foundation feature: common to
Roman crucifixion generally,
not independently
distinguishing

Extensive patterned
dorsal/ventral scourge-like
marks

Scourged Servant (Isaiah 50:6) Moderate

Matches nailing specifically, not

Pierced hands and feet (Psalm
22:16)

No broken bone (Psalm 34:20)

Pierced side (Zechariah 12:10)

Thorn-bearing apparatus
(Gospel tradition; Genesis 3

typology)

Wrist/hand and foot wounds

No obvious major leg fractures

Major right-side wound

Scalp puncture-like injuries

Moderate—strong physically,
textually disputed

Moderate

High

High as Gospel feature
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Prophetic motif Shroud feature Specificity

Indicates intentional burial
Substantial linen wrapping Moderate provision; strengthens mainly
alongside the Gospel narrative

Burial with the rich (Isaiah
53:9)

Compatible with a brief corpse-

No corruption (Psalm 16:10) No advanced decomposition Moderate clzloth associationl; not ‘ .
markers independently diagnostic of its
length

Considered individually, each of these features could be explained as an ordinary Roman execution detail,
a deliberate medieval construction following Gospel narrative, or a coincidental physical property of the
cloth. The cumulative claim is narrower and more modest than any of those single-feature readings: it is
the conjunction of scourging, nailing, an unbroken lower skeleton, a distinctive side wound, scalp
puncturing, and a substantial burial wrapping—each independently observable, none individually
decisive—that corresponds to a specific constellation of prophetic motifs rather than to generic
crucifixion. This conjunction is the paper’s central evidentiary claim, and it is a claim about
correspondence, not about probability: no numerical estimate is offered or implied.

No responsible probability can be assigned by simply multiplying assumed frequencies. The features are
not statistically independent, and reliable population data are unavailable for several of them. The
appropriate approach is comparative explanatory fit: which hypothesis explains the cluster with the
fewest additional assumptions while also accounting for the artifact’s physical image properties and
chronological evidence?

Three features within the scourging/nailing cluster deserve separate comment, because the table’s
shorthand — “easy to imitate iconographically” — understates the difficulty for a medieval forger. First,
the wound morphology matches the paired, dumbbell-shaped pattern of a Roman flagrum rather than the
single-thong scourge typically depicted in medieval Passion art, which used a different instrument and
left a different mark pattern. Second, the wrist-region placement of the nail wounds departs from the palm
placement found in virtually all surviving medieval crucifixion iconography; an artisan working from
period convention had every incentive to paint the palms and no obvious model for the wrist. Third, Heller
and Adler reported that fibers protected beneath blood-associated deposits show reduced body-image
discoloration, consistent with blood having been present on the cloth before the image-forming alteration
occurred — an order opposite to how a painter would ordinarily work, since constructing the figure first
and adding wounds afterward is the natural sequence for an artist. None of this makes deliberate
medieval fabrication impossible: real blood, human or animal, could have been applied intentionally, and
a sufficiently resourceful forger is not bound by the iconographic conventions that happen to survive in
the historical record. But the evidentiary burden on the medieval-construction hypothesis is heavier for
this row than “easy to imitate” suggests, and the table has been revised accordingly. The reported serum
haloing around some bloodstains — occasionally cited as further evidence that the blood is genuine and
pre-dates the image — comes from the same 1978 tape samples discussed in Section 3 and has not been
independently reproduced under controlled modern conditions; it belongs in the same evidentiary
category as the blood chemistry findings generally, a significant historical observation rather than a
settled, reverified fact. The distinction matters here for a specific reason tied to the independence
criterion in Section 2, not as a claim about the cloth’s date or origin: a correspondence a forger could have
generated simply by knowing the Passion narrative carries little identifying weight, while one requiring
knowledge outside that narrative — flagrum-specific wound morphology, wrist-based crucifixion
mechanics, or blood-deposition sequencing — adds genuine specificity to the prophecy correspondence
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itself. This paper does not adjudicate the Shroud’s authenticity or dating; both are adopted, along with the
identification with Yeshua, as a stipulated premise per Section 1, not a conclusion under test here. The
point of the specificity check is narrower than that: it shows the correspondence is not the kind any forger
could have produced simply by knowing the Passion narrative, which is a separate question from whether
the cloth is genuine.

A separate property deserves mention because it falls outside the Gospel-motif category altogether.
Jackson, Jumper, and Ercoline reported a relationship between image intensity and a model of cloth-to-
body distance, while rejecting several simple image-production mechanisms as complete explanations
(Section 3). A medieval artisan could read the passion narratives and paint scourge marks, nail wounds,
and a side wound; the relationship between image intensity and body distance is not a Gospel detail at all,
and is not a property a painter would have known to produce or could produce by ordinary applied
pigment. Like the scourging/nailing properties above, this does not establish authenticity—it constrains
the range of adequate fabrication mechanisms without identifying the cloth's subject.

Within the premise adopted in Section 1, this cumulative correspondence carries its full identifying
weight: an authentic ancient crucifixion cloth bearing this specific conjunction of features corresponds to
the Passion profile of Yeshua more closely than to a generic, unremarkable crucifixion victim. This paper
does not itself establish that premise; the cloth’s antiquity and authenticity remain a separate, contested
question, noted briefly in Section 13 and argued at length elsewhere.

A generic, unremarkable crucifixion victim explains the common execution features—scourging, nailing,
death by suspension—well enough on their own, but requires additional unusual circumstances to
account for the scalp punctures, the right-side wound, the deliberate burial provision, and the specific
wound properties discussed above. The Passion profile of Yeshua accounts for that same conjunction
directly and without added assumptions. That is this paper’s finding on correspondence; it is not, by itself,
a finding about the cloth’s date or origin.

18. Historical and Textual Bridge to the New Testament

The article’s reasoning should be read in four sequential stages: first, Old Testament passages in their own
literary and textual contexts; second, the New Testament’s interpretation and application of those
passages; third, independent description and forensic interpretation of the Shroud; and fourth,
cumulative historical identification. Keeping these stages separate reduces circular reasoning.

This framework also clarifies the proper role of the attached historical study, Confirming Yeshua. Its
broader contribution is to locate the Gospel narratives within first-century Jewish and Roman settings
and to compare their claims with archaeological and literary context. The Shroud argument should
function as one evidentiary stream within that wider historical inquiry rather than as a replacement for
it.
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19. Limitations

Read together, the points below mean that the cumulative correspondence developed in this paper does
not, by itself, establish: the divine inspiration of the biblical texts invoked; a supernatural mechanism of
image formation; or the identity and antiquity of the cloth, which this paper adopts as a stipulated premise
rather than argues for. Each of these would require additional evidence, or argument, of a different kind
than the correspondence claim supplies.

e The Shroud contains no personal name and cannot independently identify its subject.

e The 1988 radiocarbon result favors a medieval date if the sampled material is representative.

e Several important chemical findings derive from historical samples that have not been re-collected
and independently replicated under modern chain-of-custody conditions.

e Medical reconstructions of the wrist path, mechanism of death, side-wound fluid, and scalp
apparatus are partly interpretive and not uniquely demonstrated.

e Several biblical passages used in Christian prophecy arguments are textually or contextually
disputed.

e A medieval artisan would have had access to Scripture and the passion narratives and could
intentionally reproduce obvious iconographic motifs.

e Unexplained image formation does not entail miraculous image formation.

e Theological fulfillment is an inference about identity and meaning, not a laboratory measurement.

20. Conclusion

The Shroud of Turin should neither be presented as a single-object proof of Christian faith nor dismissed
merely because it functions as a religious relic. It is a physical artifact with measurable properties,
contested interpretations, and a complex evidentiary history. Its value is greatest when observation,
forensic inference, textual interpretation, and theological conclusion are explicitly separated.

Once that discipline is applied, several popular apologetic claims should be removed from the forensic
case. The cloth cannot tell us whether soldiers cast lots for clothing, whether his bones were literally
dislocated, or whether he reached a diagnostically demonstrable degree of dehydration — claims that do
circulate in popular Shroud-prophecy presentations, typically inferred from the naked body, the arm
position, and the blood chemistry, respectively. (Isaiah 53:7’s silence is not included here: it is a claim
about the Gospel narrative’s fulfillment of the text, not one this literature makes about the cloth itself, and
it is already excluded as “not forensic evidence” in the Passage/motif matrix above.) It does not itself
prove a thirty-to-thirty-six-hour burial interval. Zechariah 13:6 is too contextually disputed to carry major
weight, and Psalm 22:16 must be presented with its genuine textual variant.

The stronger physical core remains: extensive patterned scourge-like trauma, crucifixion-compatible
wrist/hand and foot wounds, no obvious major leg fractures, extensive scalp puncture-like injuries, a
major right-side wound, and deliberate linen wrapping without visually dominant advanced
decomposition. Several of these features are common or possible in other crucifixions; others are more
unusual. Together they form a profile strikingly compatible with the passion narrative of Yeshua and with
several biblical passages interpreted messianically by early Christians.
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This paper has adopted the Shroud’s antiquity and its identification with Yeshua as a stipulated premise
rather than argued for them; that premise carries a serious, unresolved scholarly dispute—most directly
the 1988 radiocarbon dating—which Section 13 notes but does not adjudicate. What this paper has
argued, within that premise, is narrower and more secure: the cumulative physical profile corresponds to
the specific Passion narrative of Yeshua more closely than to a generic, unremarkable crucifixion victim.
Readers who reject the premise should read the correspondence claim as conditional on it; readers who
accept it may read the correspondence as a further, independent line of support for the traditional
identification.

Within those limits, the Shroud can reasonably be described as a material object whose physical profile
exhibits notable correspondence with the suffering, piercing, and burial motifs through which the New
Testament interprets Israel’s Scriptures. That is a significant claim—stronger because it does not ask the
evidence to say more than it can sustain.
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