Dear Mark, Art and Researchers:

We are also very happy with Aldo's excellent detective work and presentation at the Dallas conference as he demonstrated that the waterstain in the C-14 area was actually in place long before the fire of 1532 AD and; thus, before the invisible mending/patch was added to the C-14 area in approx. 1531 AD.  As many of you might recall, after extensive scientific testing to fibers in the C-14 and Raes area, Rogers came to the opposite conclusion that was earlier reached by Al Adler.  In message #3410 of 8/26/04 Rogers' writes: 
"The Shroud was definitely NOT washed after the patch was in place. The attachment (which only Remi can open) shows that the coating on the patch is soluble in water. You can see it peeling off of the flax fibers. I put a very small about of KI3 reagent in the water to emphasize the location of the coating, which is a gum/dye/mordant system. The photomicrograph was taken at 800X with parallel light. It required only a few minutes to start dissolving the gum. It is the properties of the coating that show that the radiocarbon sample was not representative of the main part of the cloth. If the Shroud had been washed after it was patched, the coating on the patch would all be gone. It isn't."  Thanks for bringing this up Mark as it was an item that needed to be clarified. 

Regards,
Joe Marino (and Sue Benford)
Dear Joe, Sue, Dan, and researchers:
In Joe (and Sue’s) e-mail of September 13, 2005, they acknowledge “that the water stain in the C-14 area was actually in place long before the fire of 1532 AD and; thus, before the invisible mending/patch was added to the C-14 area in approx. 1531 AD.”

They also quote Ray Rogers that “The Shroud was definitely NOT washed after the patch was in place…. [t]he patch is soluble in water…. If the Shroud had been washed after it was patched, the coating on the patch would all be gone. It isn’t.”

Adler’s ’97 paper clearly shows that the radiocarbon samples had a different chemical composition from other Shroud samples because the radiocarbon samples were from the edge of a water stain. This is consistent with photographs of the Shroud also showing that the radiocarbon area is at the edge of a water stain.

I repeat — a person could not have repaired the Shroud in the radiocarbon location AND added new water so that this particular repair could have a partial stain which perfectly aligns physically and chemically with the larger part of the stain (while also matching the other pre-1532 water stains on the rest of the cloth.)

This is one more of many reasons why a repair could not have occurred at this location.

Best regards,

Mark Antonacci
Dear Giulio and researchers,
The excellent presentation by Aldo Guerreschi at the recent Dallas Conference reinforces one of the many points made previously against an alleged repair at the radiocarbon site on the Shroud.

Adler’s paper clearly shows that the radiocarbon samples had a different chemical composition than fibers from the rest of the Shroud because the radiocarbon samples were from the edge of a water stain. This is consistent with photographs of the Shroud also showing that the radiocarbon area is at the edge of a water stain. Aldo clearly showed in Dallas that the water stain at the radiocarbon site was not from the fire of 1532 but, most likely, was from a much earlier time.

A person could not have repaired the Shroud in the radiocarbon location and added new water so that this particular repair could have a partial stain which perfectly aligns physically and chemically with the larger part of the stain (while also matching the other pre-1532 water stains on the rest of the cloth.)  My friends Joe Marino and Sue Benford (and others) claim the C-14 area was invisibly rewoven around November of 1531.  Since the water stains at this location clearly precede this time period, this is one more of many reasons why a repair could not have occurred at this location.

Thanks to all who attended the conference, especially those from foreign countries who traveled several thousand miles to and from Dallas.

With best regards,

Mark Antonacci

