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Not long ago a sermon was preached by a Florida pastor entitled, “The Shroud of Turin.’’ 

The particular thing worthy of notice about it was that it was enough to leave a Reformed listener 

feeling like Paul, as mentioned in Acts 17:16, where “his spirit was stirred in him when he saw 

the city wholly given to idolatry.” What the original language is saying at this point is that “his 

spirit was exasperated, irritated to sharp anger (it was set on edge).” It is the word from which we 

get our word paroxysm (cp. also Acts 15:39. Dr. Luke seems to like medical terms, and to be 

saying, Paul was having a fit!) Paul was overwhelmed with conflicting emotions, indignation, 

grief, shame, detestation, wonder, compassion. These emotions were stifling him as he attempted 

to stifle and conceal them from public detection. So the sermon referred to could be termed 

“shocking.” 

Perusing the printed copy, we notice some strange, if not, amazing statements. On page 2 we 

are urged “to examine the evidence” presented in this object of superstitious, idolatrous 

worship,—the “shroud.” “Christianity is based on evidence,” we are told, to which we may agree 

if this means that Christianity is based on Scripture-evidence. Archaeological evidence could be, 

and usually is, acquiescent evidence (where science acquiesces with Christianity), but can be no 

base for Christianity. “Base” has to do with “foundation,” and Christianity’s foundation is Christ 

and His Word (Mt. 7:24-28). As for the alleged “evidences of science,” we must be careful, be 

patient, and wait for newer developments, as science is ever and often revising its findings. 

Perhaps such patience will pay off with the reward of discovering here or there an opinion of 

science harmonizing with Scripture. For Scripture is the divine revelation, infallibly true, 

requiring us first to believe it, then to learn from it. 

On pages 3 and 4 we come across some thin-ice “either/or’s”. For example (p. 3), the image 

on this shroud (shred!) is identified as that of “either a Semite or an Arab.” But are not Arabs 

Semites? The Arabic language is a Semitic language! On page 4 we have this, “either a cunning 

craftsman in the fourteenth century put the traditional picture of Jesus on the shroud or else the 

shroud has been the source of the traditional picture of Jesus…. But neither the “either” nor the 

“or” is of any force, as the “or” clause is as questionable as the “either” clause. Further, there is 

no evidence, of any kind, that Jesus had long hair. For although John the Baptist was a Nazarite, 

Jesus was not. The Nazarites had long hair. The Lord, however, may very well have had short 

hair like the Caesars of that day. As a Jew, He would have a hair-style in keeping with Ezekiel 

44:20. Avoiding extremes, according to this Old Testament injunction, He would neither shave 

His head, like heathen or Romish priests, nor allow His hair to grow long, taking the pose of a 

Nazarite. Long hair is in “style” again today, for some, but it is the style of the fop, the lounge-

lizard, the carpet- knight, the hippy. The command through Ezekiel is to keep the hair short, 

because, for a man to have long hair is a shame (I Cor. 11:14); it is effeminate. 

On page 6, the “shroud” is supposed to prove that “the body (of Jesus, RCH) was not 

washed.” It is likely, however, as R. C. H. Lenski puts it, that “perhaps some of the sour wine of 

the soldiers was secured for removing the blood and for cleansing the wounds” before Jewish 

embalming and burial. 

On page 8, appeal is made to argument from “probabilism.” But Christianity is neither based 

on nor defended by probabilistic argument. For then the Christian position could just as well be 

refuted by probabilism. On the basis of probabilism is there a greater probability for the truth of 

Christianity than for its opposite? On this basis it would be more difficult to show that there is 



more defense for our (Christian) position that our (anti-Christian) opponent has for his. 

Also on this same page there seems to be a failure to distinguish Jesus’ intentionally and 

willfully first bowing His head and then relinquishing His spirit in death from the head after 

death (allegedly) being bent forward by the reaction of rigor mortis. The record of Scripture and 

the imaginings (guesses) of men must be kept quite distinct. 

Now this shroud, as it is called, is said to have miraculously imprinted on only one side of it 

a “minutely detailed and accurate picture of the entire body,” which imprint evidence, deemed all 

but infallible, is claimed to prove to be Christ’s image. Hence, the apparent reason for so much 

ado over this superstitious nothing. Why in the world would a Presbyterian minister, as this one 

is, “push” such Romish trash! Such nonsense is close to the awe some feel for the 350 year old 

picture of the Virgin of Guadalupe (cp. Christianity Today, March 18, 1983, p. 33) now at 

Mexico City. One scientist “feels” that this picture just has to be produced by no less than a 

miracle from heaven! (Was it let down in a sheet? Ac. 10:11) Isn’t it amazing: scientists now on 

the one hand advocating what allegedly is a miraculously authentic picture of Jesus, and on the 

other hand supporting the invoking of deceased saints, angels or other creatures! With such 

things being swallowed the False Prophet will have no difficulty deceiving many with his lying 

wonders, (cp. Rev. 13:13-15 with II Thes. 2:9, 10). 

As to our Lord’s burial, the Bible records nothing of a “shroud,” a winding- sheet; but it does 

have an astounding record of “linen bands” (cp. 19:40; 20:5-6). What is so astonishing about 

these “linen bands” is that they were found “lying wholly undisturbed in their proper place with 

the body of Jesus gone out of them”! (Lenski). That is the wonder of the miracle of the 

resurrection of Christ! For those linen bands were not unwound, nor cut, nor stripped off the 

body, but were lying there just as wound about the limbs of the body, with the body gone, and 

the bands lying flat, still in their spiral conformation. No mere human being “wrapped round and 

round with bands like this could possibly slip out of them without greatly disturbing them.” The 

bands ‘‘would have to be unwound, cut through, or cut and stripped off.” They would then be 

strewn about, discarded, or heaped up into a pile. No such evidence appeared! But the biblical 

evidence of the bands lying there undisturbed speaks volumes! Therefore the evidence for 

Christ’s resurrection is not any “shroud,” but the linen bands reported in the Gospels. 

So let those who prefer them have their religious relics and idolatrous trappings, while we, by 

grace only, continue to possess and prize the pure preaching of the Word. Let us remind 

ourselves of what we have been taught over and over as to that preaching. What is and must be 

preached, of course, is the gospel. This is the sole calling and only business of the church. The 

church must not become entangled with politics, cultural endeavors or all kinds of “gimmicks” 

which crowd the people off to the side and make the preacher a mere figure-head. Always the 

gospel remains fundamentally the same, regardless of who the preacher is, or who the auditors 

are, or what the circumstances are under which it is preached, or in what environmental situation 

this holy activity is conducted, in what country it is proclaimed. In a “Catholic” area, for 

example, the preacher is not to lean over as far as he can as a Protestant in the direction of 

veneration for remains and mementoes of saints. The gospel is the only true, divine therapeutic. 

But it is adulterated, corrupted and weakened when it is accommodated to man’s sickness and 

weakness. Therefore, the preacher must keep reminding himself of his task to preach that God is 

God; that He is sovereign; that He works all things according to the counsel of His own will 

(Eph. 1:11); that He is holy and righteous, and so, a jealous God who will not give His glory to 

another; that all men are accountable to Him. Men must be told that they are sinners, law-

breakers, covenant-breakers, all of which leaves them corrupt, guilty, condemned and without 



excuse. They are dead in sins and remain under the wrath of God as long as unconverted. So that 

the ground of salvation could never be in them. All they can do is to daily increase their debt to 

God. But God sent His Son into the world, not to condemn the world, but to pay that debt and 

save His people from their sins. Central to this gospel are the elements of the Cross, the 

Resurrection, the Ascension (of Christ, not of Mary!), the Return of the Lord, the Judgment Day 

and the New Heaven and Earth. This gospel must not be spoiled with “offers” and “invitations,” 

but honored with the preaching of God’s effectual call to repent and believe (Acts 17:30, 31; 

Rom. 10:13), of God’s infallible will to do for His own good pleasure (Phil. 2:12, 13) to the 

realization of His completed workmanship (Eph. 2:8-10). 

As for “shrouds” and images, hear and heed John Calvin: “All modes of worship which are 

merely of human invention are detestable! ... all similitudes (images or pictures, RCH) are 

insulting to the Divine Majesty.” (Institutes, I, XI, IV). Why should the office of preaching and 

teaching be resigned to images and pictures which only make the voice of the teachers as dumb 

as their images? (ibid., VII). Let us repent, and call on others to repent, and do (maintain) those 

first works in regard to pure preaching. 
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