
Association of Scientists and Scholars International for the Shroud of Turin response.docx 1 

 

Association of Scientists and Scholars International for the Shroud of Turin 
(ASSIST) Response to the 1988 Carbon-14 Testing Results 

(ASSIST includes archaeologists, botanists, chemists, geologists, physicists, 
physicians, forensics experts, historians, experts in coins, archivists, etc.) 

 
 
“Given that the image on the Shroud has not been conclusively demonstrated to have been produced by 
an artist, that if painted it is not in the artistic style of the Middle Ages, and 
 
Given that at least three researchers (Adler, Heller, and Baima Bollone) believe that chemical studies 
indicate the presence of blood in the Shroud, and  
 
Given that STURP (Shroud of Turin Research Project) has accumulated evidence that the Shroud 
contained the corpse of a crucified victim, and that crucifixion was not practiced since the fourth century, 
and 
 
Given that the Shroud contains medical information believed by many respected medically trained 
observers as medically accurate, which details do not reflect the medical knowledge available in the 
fourteenth century, and 
 
Given that there has, as yet, been no convincing demonstrable mechanism offered for the presence of 
the three-dimensional information coded on the Shroud, and  
 
Given that pollen information on the Shroud implies the presence of the cloth, at one point in its history, in 
Israel, a position currently supported by specialists in palynology and botany in Israel, and 
 
Given that the historical evidence appears to support that a cloth fitting or similar to the description of the 
Shroud of Turin was extant at least as early as the seventh century, we therefore conclude that the new 
information relating to the date appears to be in serious conflict with the larger body of scientific and 
historical data collected since 1898.  While we acknowledge that numerous facets of the above points 
deserve careful examination, we would like to make the following observations about the carbon-dating 
test just completed:   
 
No detailed and extensive chemistry has ever been conducted to determine the kinds of contaminants 
present on the Shroud, methods of such detection, and methods of their removal complete with scientific 
controls for the same. 
 
There was no peer review by the radiocarbon community of the three-lab plan prior to the radiocarbon 
tests. 
 
There was no random selection of sample sites (on the Shroud); at least two other sites ought to have 
been carbon-dated, and such sample as was tested came from one of the most contaminated places on 
the Shroud and may represent an anomaly; sites beneath the patches (sewn on after the 1532 fire), 
effectively protected since April 17, 1534, were bypassed for testing. 
 
There was no blind testing; each test sample was delivered to each laboratory completely intact, and 
each control cloth identified as to the century within which its date should fall. 
 
Either the Shroud of Turin must be explained in terms of the fourteenth century date (in which case 
scientific investigation should be able to discover conclusive evidence that it was a painting), or a new 
investigation should uncover the reasons for the carbon 14 results obtained.” 
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ASSIST proposed 1) extensive scientific testing concerning “the nature of the cloth,” with attention given 
to factors that might have affected the carbon-dating and to procedures to identify contaminants and 
ensure their removal prior to further testing; 2) the exploration of other methods to date the cloth, such as 
a attempt to detect the presence of copper in the area of the image of the eyes, where previous research 
indicated the presence of coins; 3) a meeting of scientists to discuss all facets of carbon tests (of 1988) 
and evaluate the results; and finally, 4) new radiocarbon testing, this time guaranteed by rigorous 
scientific controls, with samples taken from at least three areas of the Shroud.  
 
ASSIST concluded: “When one body of scientific data conflicts with another, it is the domain of science to 
address the issues and resolve them with proper testing and peer review.  We encourage this process to 
become a public one, so that Shroud research can become a truly reviewed field of endeavor.” 
 

 


