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On Tuesday, April 29, 2003, Father Paul Tague, 

Prior of the Jesus and Mary Novitiate Chapel asked me to 
re-key an old, somewhat faded photocopy of an article on 
the Shroud of Turin.  I had expressed an interest in learning 
about the miraculous healing of relics earlier in the year.  
Father Tague had been given the photocopy years before 
and he had not been able to find a clean, readable copy. The 
title of the article was “The Testimony of The Holy Shroud 
on The Passion, Death, and Resurrection of the Lord and 
Savior, Jesus Christ”.  There was no date.  The author’s 
name was omitted.  There were no footnotes and the last 
page was missing.  There was no way to tell if Father 
Tague had the entire work.  Halfway down page two are the 
words  
 

“Forensic medicine tracked down the cause of each 
stain.  The facts that were demonstrated to be true 
under rigorous laboratory conditions, represent not 
man hours, but scores of man years of dedicated 
labor.  These are the facts that we will present in the 
following talks”.   
 
No other information was given as to when or 

where the talks were held.  The only bibliographic 
information was the title of the publication printed in the 
upper left-hand corner: 
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POPE PUBLICATIONS 
Parents for Orthodoxy in 
Parochial Education 
Box 6161 
SAN RAFAEL, CALIF. 
94903 

Had Father Tague asked me to re-key a document in 
the past, I would have gone straight to a typewriter or word 
processor and started to type.  In April 2003, however, the 
first step a librarian takes is to make sure the item has not 
already been digitized and mounted on the web.  Google 
yielded many websites on the shroud, but no links to an 
article published by P.O.P.E. Publications.  A search in 
Switchboard.com yielded no entries anywhere in the United 
States for either P.O.P.E. Publications or Parents for 
Orthodoxy in Parochial Education.  Google did locate a 
passage in a text that included a name, Mrs. Therese 
Ickinger, connected to the organization. 

“On June 25, 1970, The Wanderer published 
Religion Texts: An Indictment, a "scathing 
indictment" of a dozen of the most widely used 
catechetical materials. Therese Ickinger of the 
Philadelphia-based POPE, Parents for Orthodoxy in 
Parochial Education, authored this work. Written in 
the form of an open letter to the priests of the 
Archdiocese of Philadelphia, Mrs. lckinger's text 
showed how the new catechetics was an insult to 
parents' intelligence and morality” 
(http://www.dotm.org/60splan5.htm). 

No other information on Therese Ickinger, however, could 
be found. 
 



 Shroud of Turin, p. 4 of 50 

A standard reference department search in the 
Encyclopedia of Organizations, Ulrich’s Periodical 
Directory, and Gale Directory of Publications And 
Broadcast Media confirmed that both the organization and 
its publication had ceased to exist.  The next step was to see 
if there might be a copy of the publication in one of the 
libraries participating in OCLC’s interlibrary system.  A 
search of OCLC’s Worldcat yielded no results but two 
copies of the same reel of microfilm of P.O.P.E. 
Publications were located in the Union List of Serials.  
Unfortunately, there was no way of knowing what was on 
the reels without calling the libraries  - California State 
University at Fullerton or the Wisconsin Historical Society. 
 

The decision was made to re-key the article and, 
when finished, try to track down the author.  Father Tague 
wanted the article for retreat masters to use so retreatants 
could better visualize the details of as part of Our Lord’s 
crucifixion when sent to do their St. Ignatius spiritual 
exercises on the Passion. Contacting other libraries to find 
out if a particular article is on microfilm can be rather 
daunting.  Without the necessary bibliographic information 
(volume, date), the probability of locating the article on the 
reel of microfilm seemed slim. 

 
While typing, it became apparent that a clue to the 

author and the date of publication might be found by 
identifying the sources of numerous quotes throughout the 
text.  There was also the possibility of trying to find the 
author by copying and pasting clauses, not necessarily 
entire sentences, into the various search engines to try to 
find if the author had written anything else using the same 
material.  Some of the text, as noted was blurred, so 
GOOGLE was used to find the spelling of the names of 
some of the personages cited. 
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Thus began the quest to match “databits” to sources 
and to eventually add over 100 endnotes to the text.  The 
challenge to conduct a forensic citation analysis study of a 
forensic study of the shroud began to blur.  Father Tague’s 
hypothesis was that the author was a traditional Catholic, 
most likely a priest.  Some of the author’s opinion on 
modernism seemed to Father Tague to indicate that the 
author was a traditionalist.  The writing was so erudite and 
so well researched that both of us assumed the author was a 
scholar/priest.   

 
Soon into the quest, that hypothesis had to be 

abandoned for although the author quoted from the Douay-
Rheims Bible, he/she also quoted from Russian Orthodox 
liturgical texts!  Much of the material was quoted or 
paraphrased from a 1963 printing of a 1953 translation of 
Pierre Barbet’s 1950 La Passioin de N.-S. Jésus Christ 
selon le Chirurgien. Other material appeared to be taken 
from texts written in Russian. 
 

Four or five words from part of a sentence were 
copied into Google and matched with online texts.  For 
example, “The Master of the Creation and the Lord of 
Glory is nailed to the Cross, and His side is pierced; and He 
who is the sweetness of the Church tastes gall and vinegar.  
A crown of thorns is put upon Him Who covers heaven 
with clouds.  He is clothed in a cloak of mockery.” is a 
passage from the Stichera from Vespers Tone 8.  
Sometimes, the search became complicated because the 
excerpt was obviously a translation so only the words that 
tend to stay the same in translations were strung together in 
hopes of finding passages with the same meaning. 
 

Although well-documented by information 
scientists who specialize in citation analysis, most 
academics and most readers are not aware of the very high 



 Shroud of Turin, p. 6 of 50 

incidence of false citations, i.e.  bibliographic entries in 
reference lists or footnotes of items that were never written.  
For example, MacRoberts and MacRoberts (1989) found 
cases where authors had copied citations from previous 
authors without ever seeing the item itself.  Thus, if there 
were errors in spelling or a date, or the entire citation was 
falsified the first time the citation went into print as part of 
an article or book, subsequent writers would simply copy it 
as if they had read the piece themselves.  Errors abound and 
it makes for a lot of detective work for interlibrary loan 
librarians. 
 

Egregious errors did not seem to appear in the 
article, although variations in spelling of names will always 
occur when writing about medieval personages and places.  
Approximately three hours were spent trying to match a 
reference to Cicero to the original passage printed in the 
Loeb Library edition of The Verrine Orations, Vol. II.  
Barbet cites Cicero as does almost everyone else writing 
about Roman crucifixion.  Unfortunately, very few authors 
ever take the time to obtain a copy of Cicero but instead 
simply “lift” the reference from an earlier writer.  Worse, 
no one writes out the entire citation so it can be found by 
future readers.  It was assumed, up until the twentieth 
century, that scholars all had a classical education, so 
footnotes were not deemed necessary.  Even Barbet (p. 73) 
writes the words “crudelissimum et teterrimum supplicum” 
citing Cicero but gives no bibliographic data to locate the 
passage.  As point of fact, Cicero wrote “ut crudelissimi 
taeterrimique supplici aliquam parvam moram saltem 
posset adferre” which is a different grammatical rendering. 
 

A similar problem arose trying to verify that 
Maimonides wrote about burial customs.  The author 
wrote:   
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In the 12th century, the Jewish doctor, Maimonides 
writes:  “After the eyes and the mouth of the dead 
person had been closed, the body was washed, it 
was anointed with perfumed essences and then 
rolled up in a sheet of white linen, in which 
aromatic spices were placed at the same time.”i  
This general procedure is restated in many Jewish 
documents. 
 

Rabbi Moses ben Maimon (1135–1204) was a Jewish 
philosopher and physician who was born in Córdoba, 
Spain.  He is referred to as Rambam based on the initials 
R.M.B.M. or as Maimonides, Greek for son of Maimon.  
Various writers glorify his writings but usually fail to 
provide a full citation.  The most widely cited work is the 
Misneh (Mishna) Torah begun in about 1170.  The work 
appears in various translations and sections.  Numerous 
writers cite Maimonides using various transliterations of 
the Hebrew.  One website states that the Misneh Torah is a 
“A compendium of all Jewish laws extracted from the 
Talmud and the works of the Geonim. The work consists of 
14 volumes and is also called Yad Hachazakah (the word 
yad in Hebrew is written as the number 14, an allusion to 
the fourteen volumes of his work). For short it is often 
referred to as Yad, or simply the Rambam. It was completed 
in 1180 and written in a lucid and concise mishnaic 
Hebrew”. 
 
The Sefer HaMitzvot, written in Arabic, “enumerates and 
elucidates the 613 precepts of the Torah” 
(http://judaicaplus.com/tzadikim/tz_viewer.cfm?page=ramb
am.htm). The most popular work, the Moreh Nevuchim 
(Guide of the Perplexed) is divided into seven sections and 
38 subsections.  The main headings pertain to views 
regarding God, views regarding bodily beings that come 
into being and perish, actions commanded by God and done 
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by God, and man’s perfection and God’s providence.  A 
search through copies of these works owned by the library 
for the passage quoted above proved fruitless. 
 
 A search in Google using the first few words of the 
quote “After the eyes and mouth” yielded one source, a pdf 
file of an article “The Shroud of Turin— “Is it, or Isn’t it” 
(the burial cloth of Christ?) by Arnold E. Lemke [A paper 
read at the St. Croix Pastor, Teacher, Delegate Conference, 
on June 13, 2000] 
http://www.wls.wels.net/library/Essays/Authors/L/LemkeT
urin/LemkeTurin.pdf.   
The passage, ironically, is a quote from a quote and the 
footnote leads to an article published by William Meacham, 
a fellow at the University of Hong Kong, who wrote “The 
Authentication Of The Turin Shroud - An Issue In 
Archaeological Epistemology” published in volume 24 of 
Current Anthropology in 1983.   The article can be printed 
from JSTOR or photocopied from the print journal.  A html 
version appears on the Shroud.com website but for some 
reason the passage is not retrievable using GOOGLE.    
 

Meacham, writing at least a decade after the 
P.O.P.E. author, states 
 

In other respects, the Shroud does accord with 
burial customs known or surmised of 1st-century 
Jews. The account by Maimonides, a 12th-century 
Jewish scholar at Cordova, parallels what can be 
constructed from the 4th-century Palestinian 
Talmud, 2d-century Mishna, and biblical accounts: 
"After the eyes and mouth are closed, the body is 
washed; it is then anointed with perfumes and rolled 
up in a sheet of white linen, in which aromatic 
spices are placed." The possible presence of a chin 
band and coins over the eyes has been noted; the 
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failure to wash the body may be explained by the 
Sabbath prohibition or by the existence of early 
injunctions, similar to those later incorporated in the 
medieval codes of Rabbinical law, against washing 
of the body or cutting of the hair, beard, and 
fingernails of victims of capital punishment or 
violent death (Lavoie et al. 1981). 
 

Ordinarily, the time it would take to hunt for the source of 
the passage attributed to Maimonides would seem less than 
prudent, however, it seems that this is a passage that has 
been obliterated from the citation record.  A plethora of 
information has been posted on the web and in the indexed 
literature on and by Maimonides but this crucial passage 
documenting the fact that one of the most famous Jewish 
writers of all time summarized the preparation of a body for 
burial listing all of the elements necessary to support the 
Gospel is most telling indeed.  An e-mail sent off to 
Professor Meacham is still awaiting a reply.  It is possible, 
Meacham may be able to provide the full citation to the 
passage he quotes. 
 

In mid-June, all the endnotes had been added to the 
text and the search for the author resumed.  Excerpts from 
the text were again fragmented into a string of keywords 
and searched using Google.  In trying to write an endnote 
about “Anna de Lusignan” having received the shroud from 
Countess Margarita de Charny, I keyed-in “Lusignan and 
Charny and Shroud”.  I discovered that only one other 
document stated that the countess and Ann(e) de Lusignan 
had been friends: “The Shroud of Turin:  A Mystery Across 
the Ages” published in Issue 65 of Orthodox America Vol. 
VII, No. 5 November - December, 1986. 

 
The 1986 article, written by Father Alexey Young, 

Nun Michaila and Mary Mansur, did not make mention of 
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anyone publishing a talk in the late 1960’s or early 1970’s 
but it did provide a lengthy account supporting many of the 
points made in the P.O.P.E. article.  One reads, for 
example, 

 
In view of the Shroud's possible 

significance, it is rather surprising that there has 
been very little of substance offered from an 
Orthodox Christian point of view. In the '60's a 
Russian emigre scholar, N. Boutakov, undertook a 
thorough investigation of the Shroud. 
Unfortunately, his manuscript, which was to have 
been published by Holy Trinity Monastery, was 
misplaced when its author died, and has never been 
found. The results of his research appeared in a 
condensed form, but this gives only fleeting 
reference to some of his more interesting 
observations from an Orthodox perspective. The 
second edition (1973) of The Law of God (in 
Russian) by Archpriest Seraphim Slobodskoy 
contains a brief chapter titled "The Holy Shroud of 
Christ," based on an article by Bishop V. 
Grigorenko, which looks very positively at the 
Turin relic. In more recent years, a short series 
called "The New Testament and the Shroud of 
Turin" by Bishop John of Atlanta has appeared in 
The Orthodox Observer, and an article by Bishop 
Chrysostomos of Orei (Greece) and Hieromonk 
Auxentius, "The Holy Shroud: the Controversy in 
Perspective" in Diaconia (see Bibliography), whose 
purpose is not so much to evaluate the Shroud as to 
caution against hastily dismissing it as a fraud--as 
some Orthodox do--on the basis of certain 
objections which will be discussed below. This 
sparse treatment is regrettable since Orthodoxy has 
a rather unique vantage point from which to 




