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The analysis of the imprint on the Turin Shroudakd recognizing traces of different kind of
corporal injuries. Many of these traces have beentified with bloodstairts which are placed all
over the body surface of the Man of the Shroud:esofmthem are on the face; others can be seen,
even with the naked eye, on the surface of the;lmthdr ones are visible on the wrists, and a large
bloodstain covers part of the right side of thedixo

On the imprint of the long Sheet are also cleargible a number of marks, falling all over the
surface of the body, from the shoulders to the toasremities of the legs: scholars interpreted
those signs like the result of a terrible scourgwgich was inflicted on the Man of the Shroud
before crucifixion. The marks of flogging and cifixdon, like the great part of the wound marks
visible on the cloth, strengthened the hypothekth@identification of the Man of the Shroud with
Jesus of Nazareth: the tortures suffered by the &dahe Shroud can be totally assimilated to the
ones that, according to the Gospels, were inflictedesus.

Mark and Matthew openly say that Jesus was floqgesl use the terrfraghellésas Mk 15, 15;

Mt 27, 26); Luke only talks about a chastisemegpaifleusasL k 23, 25), while John uses the word
emastigosefJh 19, 1), coming from the Greek termastix

The hypothesis of the identification of the torausaiffered by Jesus and the ones of the Man of the
Shroud requires verifying if the marks on the Skrate really compatible with the tortures adopted
in the Roman world in the®1century, which is the context of Jesus’ trial amhtence. Are the

! See in particular H. HELLER, A. D. ADLER, “Blood on the Shroud of Turfn Applied Optics vol. 19, n.
16, 1980, pp. 2742-2744p.l “A chemical investigation of the Shroud of Tdti€anadian Society of
Forensic Science Journdk (n. 3) (1981), pp. 81-103; Bl. HELLER, Report on the Shroud of Turin
Hougton Mufflin and co., Boston, 1983; AA. VV., “Bomprehensive Examination of the Various Stains
and Images on the Shroud of TurinACS Advances in Chemistry No. 205, Archaeologidendstry I1I
(1984), J. P. Lambert Editor, pp. 447-476; BRILLANTE, La fibrinolisi nella genesi delle impronte
sindoniche in La Sindone: scienza e fed#ti del Il convegno nazionale di sindonologia, Bgha, 27-29
novembre 1981, ed. by ICopPINi F. CAvAZzzUTI, CLUEB, Bologna, 1983, pp. 239-241; P. BAIMA
BOLLONE, M. JORIO, A.L. MASSARQ “La dimostrazione della presenza di sangue unsadia Sindone”,
Sindon 30 (1981), pp. 5-8; R.. BAIMA BOLLONE, M. JORIO, A.L. MASSARQ “ldentificazione del gruppo
delle tracce di sangue umano sulla SindoB8aidon31 (1982), pp. 5-9.
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scourge marks of the Turin Shroud really compatiith the tools used in that period and in that
place by the Romans?

This question prompted many researches, whichestatt the beginning of the 2@entury with P.
Vignor?, who believed that the Man of the Shroud had seffex scourging typical of the Roman
world, and would have been hit with a Ronfgellummade of three lashes ending with two lead
balls put one after the other.

This interpretation was confirmed by many scholaes in particular N. Noguier de MalijayA.
Tonelli*, R.W. HyneR, G. Judica Cordiglf; P. Barbet supposed that the scourge lashes ended
with animal bones (astragals, talus bones), argl lifipothesis was soon accepted also by many
other researchers, such as G. Rjdei Baima Bollone (who defined those marks asfiation and
bruise wounds’, and supposed that the Man of thieughwas hit also with other tools, such as thin
sticks), G. Zaninottd’, F. T. Zugibé' and recently by B. Faccini and G. Fahtivho supposed that
the Man of the Shroud was scourged with three miffetools (a Romaflagrum and flexible rods

or rigid leather cords). Many of the quoted scl®laften used a specific word to define tlagrum

that would have been used for the Man of the Shraxdlatum

The analysis of this theme may appear as concludete Historiography is unanimous.
Nevertheless, some new elements seem to emergetlimmxamination of this matter: in fact, a
particular datum that can be inferred from the esegof these studies is that the waxillatumis
used only starting from the 1980s. Before this tiswholars used to talk about a generic Roman

2 P. VIGNON, Le Saint Suaire de Turin: devant la science, I'héaogie, I'histoire, l'iconographie, la
logique Paris 1938, pp. 56-60 (see fig. 27).
¥ N. NOGUIER DEMALIJAY, La Sindone di Toringtranslation by PVALETTI, Libreria del Sacro Cuore A. e
G. Sismondi, Torino, 1930, pp. 67-68.
* A. TONELLI, La Santa Sindone: esame oggettiSocieta editrice internazionale, Torino, 193114.
® R.W.HYNEK, La passione di Cristo e la scienza mediglano, 1950, p. 99.
® G.JubicA CORDIGLIA, La Sindone contro Pilatdl944, p. 87.
" P.BARBET, La passione di N.S. Gesu Cristo secondo il chirutganslation by GBELLARDO, LICE,
Torino, 1951, p. 109f.
8 G.Riccl, L'Uomo della Sindone & GesGammino, Milano, 1985, pp. 1391, pp. 481-481; sl D., La
flagellazione secondo la Sindgriedizioni Fondazione Pellizza, Chiari (Brescid74, p. 8.
° P.L. BAIMA BOLLONE, P.P. BENEDETTO, Alla ricerca dell’'Uomo della Sindoned. Mondadori, Milano,
1978, p. 151; PL. BAIMA BOLLONE, Gli ultimi giorni di Gesy Mondadori, 1999, p. 71; R.. BAIMA
BOLLONE, “Il segno della sofferenzagindonN.S., Quad. 4, pp. 35-42.
19 G. ZANINOTTO, Flagellazione romanaCentro Romano di Sindonologia, Roma 1984; lLa flagellazione
romang s.d.
' F.T. ZuciBE, The Crucifixion of Jesus: A Forensic Inquiffowman & Littlefield, 2005.
12 B. FaccINI, Scourge bloodstains on the Turin Shroud: an eviddoc different instruments useid The
Shroud of Turin: Perspectives on a Multifaced erdged. by GFANTI, Ohio State University Blackwell
Hotel, 2009 (Proceedings of the Ohio ConferenctherTurin Shroud, August 14-August 17 2008), pf8-22
245; B.FACCINI, G. FANTI, New Image Processing on the Turin Shroud Scourg&d/iBroceedings of the
Internazional Workshop on the Scientific approacthie Acheiropoietodmages, ENEA Frascati, Italy, 4-6
May 2010, pp. 47-54.
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flagrum, without any further specification. This unexpectdement aroused the curiosity about the
use of this term in primary sources, but this rededed to an unforeseen answer: Latin sources
never mention dagrum taxillatum But how does this information reconcile with thygothesis of
the great scholars who analyzed this particulareiss the Shroud? Why do they always talk about
an object that sources never mention? And if tieere evidence of an instrument corresponding
with the one which originated the wound marks o& 8hroud, is it possible to state nonetheless
that the traces on the cloth are compatible withttitture practice of the Roman world in thHé 1
century AD?

In order to understand if those doubts can be dohwe will try to retrace, through the witness of
original sources and in the light of the most redabliography, some information about Roman
scourging, in order to understand if there is aomgatibility between the scourging modalities of

the Roman period and the traces visible on thenTahiroud.

SCOURGING IN THEROMAN ERA

We have many Historical and Literary witnesses alsgourging in the Roman time, even if, in
most of cases, they are brief hints and we nevee la clear and precise description of the
instruments used to inflict this punishment.

The origins of the torture which led to the beatamgl often, as a consequence, to the laceration of
flesh, are unknown; probably, it was carried outaliythe primitive populations. It was doubtless
carried out by the Greeks, both as bodily punishtirt®enophon, Eiigvika, 111, 3, 11), especially
towards slaves Rlato, Népot, IX, 8 872b-c), both as a form of incitement for the troops
(Herodotus, Tetopion, VII, 56; Thucydides, Ilepi tod Ilehomovvnoiov morépov, 1V, 47,
Xenophon, Kvpov maidcia, V111, 3, 9; Xenophon, Avapaocs, 111, 4, 25).

The use of flogging was adopted by the Romans,paabdably it had been introduced during the
Etruscan reigh. It was soon regulated by civil laws, and it wasried out both in the context of
the civil justice and in the one of private and @stit jurisprudencé.

In the Roman time the punishment through fleshibgatould be inflicted for several reasons: it

could be a chastisement for lesser crimes, astaoavarning, a punishment to get prisoners to

13 E.CANTARELLA, | supplizi capitali. Origine e funzioni delle pedemorte in Grecia e a Rom&niversale
Economica Feltrinelli, Milano, 2005, p. 220. In tReman sources there is not always a clear diffiation
between the flogging in a strict sense (made vigxilile tools) and the beating (with sticks andsjodn late
sources there is a clear differentiation amongitisruments used to inflict this torture, dependaighe
social status of the criminals and from their bglag to the Roman citizenngth. 8, 5, 2; Digestum, 47, 9,
4.1; 47, 10, 9, 3; 48, 2, 6; 48, 19, 10); probably these rules where treflex of more ancient traditions (see
for exampleT erence, Adelphoe, 182: Ad necem operiere loris. Loris lib&y.

“ F.DI BELLA, Storia della tortura Odoya, Bologna, 1961, p. 58.



confess Acts of Apostles, 22, 24-29), or a chastisement part of a sentence of deatbftgn
preceded crucifixionLivy, Ab Urbe Condita libri CXLII*°, XXXII1, 36, 3; Flavius Josephus,
Totopia Iovdaikod morépov mpog Popaiovg, 11, 14, 9). Sometimes the sentenced died because of
the scourge blowdHorace, Satiras, I, 2, 41).

The Roman criminal law distinguished those who ddu¢ flogged: in the age of the Republic,
Roman citizens were protected by specific laws,ciwhiorbade to carry on scourging against
citizens before therovocatio ad populuff, unless the crime was very serious, like in theesaof
betrayal of the fatherland.{vy, Ab Urbe Condita, I, 26), patricide, attempt to restore monarchy
(Valerius Maximus, Factorum et dictorum memorabilium libri IX, V, 8, 2), violence against the
Vestal Virgins Livy, Ab Urbe condita, XXI1, 57, 3; XXVIII, 11, 6; Dionysius of Halicar nassus,
Popaiki Apyawodroyia, |, 78, 5; VIII, 69; 1X, 40; Suetonius, Vita Domitiani, 8, 5). During the
Empire, protections for Roman citizens ceased,asal those who had the Roman citizenry could
be scourged and beateBuétonius, Vita Caligulae, 26; Seneca, Deira, 3, 18, 3; 3, 19, 1).

No protection was provided for those who were ntizens, and even more so for slaves, who,
together with foreign people, were the main victim scourging Plautus, Persa, 4, 8;
Truculentus, 4, 3; Pseudolus, 1, 2; Martial, Epigrammata, X1V, 79; Juvenal, Saturae, VI, 8§ 678;
Tertullian, De spectaculis, 21; Digest, LXVIII, 19, 10; Adius Donatus, Commentarius in
Terentium, p. 37).

If scourging was a domestic punishment, it coulc@eied out in the house; when it was inflicted
against someone who had transgressed the publjdtlavas usually carried out in a public place
(Philo of Alexandria, In Flaccum, 10, 75; Flavius Josephus, Tetopia Iovdaikod morépov mpog
‘Popaiovg, 11, 14, 9; VII, 6, 4, Suetonius, Vita Divi Titi, 8, 5; Vita Domitiani, 8, 5). The sentenced
was bared L(ivy, Ab Urbe condita, Il, 5, 55; Suetonius, Vita Caligulae, 26, 3; Apuleius,

Metamorphoseon libri XI, VIII, 173), tied to a pole Dionysius of Halicarnassus, Popaikn

!> From now onAb Urbe condita.

® F. DI BELLA, Storia.., p. 58; see also EEANTARELLA, Fatto flagellare Gesu, lo diede nelle loro mani,
affinche fosse crocifisso (Matth. 27,26): il supj inll processo contro Gested. by FAMARELLI, F.
LUCREZzI, Jovene Editore, 1999, pp. 211-228romani identificavano la morte onorata condioldignita di
cittadini. 1l civis romanusera tale fino all'attimo estremo della sua vitallan e nessuno poteva privarlo del
legittimo orgoglio con cui per tutta la vita avgwartato questo titolo », p. 213. A first regulatignes back
to 509 BC, when P. Valerius Puplicola introducesl tlex Valeria de provocatjovhich forbade magistrates
to flog citizens before they had appealed to thepfee fprovocatio ad populumsee in particular L.
AMIRANTE, Sulla provocatio ad populum fino al 30 Studi di Storia Costituzionale Romaniovene
Editore, Napoli, 1988, p. 89f.); in 195 BC M. PargiCato issued theLex Porcia del tergo civium
according to some scholars, this law sanctionedtdted abolition of the use of rods against the Bom
citizens (B.SANTALUCIA, Diritto e processo penale nell'antica Ron@iuffre, 1989, p. 71; see al§icero,
Pro Rabirio perduellionis reo, 3, 8, 12; Livy, Ab Urbe condita, X, 9, 4-5; Sallust, De coniuratione
Catilinae, 51, 21, 22; Acts of the Apostles, 22, 24-29.



Apyawodroyia, VI, 69) or a column Plautus, Amphitruo, 4, 2, 10; Plautus, Bacchides, 4, 7, 25) or
simply thrown on the ground.

Juvenal states that there was a specific categasiaves who executed the torture, calledores
(Juvenal, Saturae, VI, 479; Martial, Epigrammata, 11, 17, 12); in Plautus’ comedies they are
calledlorarii (Plautus, Captivi, 1, 2; 2, 1; see als®ulus Gellius, Noctes Acticae, X, 3).

In the Roman world the number of strokes that cdidyiven was not fixed (differently from the
Jewish world, were the number of lashes was fixe8d"); if scourging was just a punishment not
connected to a death sentence, the executionets ladid the death of the sentenced.

Scourging could have various consequences, anddéyggnded on the kind of tools that were used
(which was probably chosen by the judbier ace, Satiras, |, 3, § 117-125)*.

THE TOOLS OFROMAN SCOURGING

In the Roman world many different instruments wesed to inflict chastisements through flesh
beating. The use of the different tools was deiteeth by the gravity of the crime, but also by the
social class of the prisoner and by its nationality

The lowest level of this punishment was carried iauschools, against undisciplined children: in
this case was used an instrument cdibedla, which was a thin stick or a flat leather si(fipartial,
Epigrammata, X, 62; 14, 79; Juvenal, Saturae, |, 15).

Another instrument which could be used for the dstimepunishment was the so callgniga
(Juvenal, Saturae, VI, 210); in the case of serious crimes, it could becomenstrument of
deatt®. It was a small rod made of elm or birch, whiclildabe used singularly or joined together;
in this form,virgae were also carried by the lictors as symbols ofjthilical and administrative

authority of the magistrates, because they werd tsdlog criminals Cicero, In Verrem, 2, 5,

" There is not a total agreement among studentst abeunumber of scourge wounds visible on the Turin
Shroud; according to someone, the Man of the Shreadived 40 blows; according to others, much more
than 39 scourge marks can be counted on the dheetnt studies seem to confirm this second hypisthes
(see in particular B=AccINI, G. FANTI, New Image Processing...

18 About the physical consequences of scourging rsgeuiticular GJubICA CORDIGLIA, La Sindone.., p.
89f; M. A. DINA, Indagine Anatomo-patologica della PassipmeL'Uomo della Sindonepreface by F.
ANGELINI, Edizioni Orizzonte medico, 1978, pp. 131-143185f; E. BERNARDI, Le varie cause di morte
nei crocefissi e il meccanismo della morte per efmssione in L'Uomo della Sindonepreface by F.
ANGELINI, Edizioni Orizzonte medico, 1978, pp. 144-2041§2f; G.LARATO, L’ignominiosa flagellazione
secondo la Sindone: rilievi di fisiopatologia cliaj in La Sindone, nuovi studi e ricerchatti del 1l
Congresso Nazionale di Studi sulla Sindone, TrE14 ottobre 1984, Ed. Paoline, Cinisello Balsgmb,
1986, pp. 191-218, p. 200f.

9 See ECANTARELLA, | supplizi.., p. 171.



140; Livy, Ab Urbe conditam, I, 5; XXVI, 15-16; XXVIII, 29; XXIX, 9; Pliny the Elder,
NaturalisHistoria, XV1, 30, 75; Acts of Apostles, 22, 24-29).

We have many iconographical witnesses of\ingae used as symbol of the magistrates’ power:
often representations can be found on tombs (likehe sepulchral monument of M. Caeilius
Dyionisus (Vatican Museumsiig. 1)*° and on the tomb of T. Aquinius Proculus (Naplesidyel
Archaeological Museunfig. 2)%), on coins (see for examples the denarius of MiuduBrutus,
dated to 59 B&, Fig. 3) or even on monuments (like on Trajan’ Arch in Beentd”).

Fig. 1: Monument of the lictor M. Caelius Dionysus, begra bundle ofirgae (Rome, Vatican Museums)

Fig. 2. Detail from the tomb of T. Aquinius Proculus; ls®d bundles ofvirgae (Naples National
Archaeological Museum,"2century AD).

29| fascio littorio, by A.M. CoLINI (?), Istituto Poligrafico dello Stato, Roma, 1988, 31.
2 BID., fig. 37, p. 99.

2 |BID., tav. |.4.

% IBID., fig. 21, p. 36.



Fig. 3: Denariusof M. Junius Brutus; parade of lictors witligae (59 BC).

Sometimes the lictors are represented while holdinglevirgae like on a bas relief coming from
Nime<* (Fig. 4).

Fig. 4: Fragment of monument from Nimes; lector with agh virga (Nimes, National Archaeological
Museum)

Isidore of Seville states that from th&gae could originate an even more terrible torture tool
calledscorpia if virgae were nubby and full of quills, their destructiveesigth grow up and they
could inflict deep woundd $idore of Seville, Etymologiae, V, 27, 18). It is not possible to exclude
that some of the scourging marks visible on theo&thr(in particular, the double-shaped marks
called Type 1 by B. Faccini and G. Fanti) coulddnaeen caused by an instrument like this.

2 |BID., fig. 59 p. 176. Another interesting representatibrihe use of the singhérga can be found on a
fresco of the Villa of the Mysteries of Pompeii {gld to the 70 BC): here a woman is being floggedby
winged demon (probably this is a scene of initiatio the Mysteries of Dionysus, seeSBURON, Il grande
affresco della Villa dei Misteri a Pompei. Memodeuna devota di DionisaJaca Book, Milano, 2010, pp.
87-107).
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The Romans often used whips made of a unique laith could be called with several words
(like lorum or habena Plautus, Epidicus, 5, 1, Mercator, 5, 4; Persa, 4, 8, Horace, Epodi, 1, 16,
47)%. There are many iconographical witnesses attestiaguse of this tool: we can quote, for

example, the iconography of Apollo Helios, oftepresented while he drives horses with a whip
(Fig. 5).

Fig. 5: Apollo Helios driving horses with a whip made afunique lash (Naples National Archaeological
Museum, { century AD).

On a mural painting from Pompeii, we can see tbeps of the Persian army incited by a man with
a whip made of a unique I&h

In the Roman time were widely used also whips mafiseveral lashes, and they are often
represented in art: we can mention, for exampke ptinting of a house of tiiegio Viof Pompeii,

where Apollo Helios keeps in his hands a globeamdip provided with two lash&Fig. 6).

% SeeDictionnaire des antiquités grecques et romajneg Q4. DAREMBERG, EDM. SAGLIO, Reprint
Akademische Druck-u. Verlagsanstalt, 1969, 10 (&lipr. of the ed. Hachett, Parigi, 1877-1919), EoBy
Vol.2 , s.v.lorum, by G.LAFAYE s.v.lorum; lbid., Tome 3, Vol. 1, sa\habenapy G.LAFAYE.
% See for example LBARRE, Ercolano e Pompei: raccolta generale di pitturepbri, mosaici, ec. fin ora
scoperti e riprodotti dietro le antichita di Ercala, il Museo Borbonico e le opere tutte pubbliciequi,
Giuseppe Antonelli ed., Venezia, 1841-1845; Voll, ¥l. 95, p. 196; see also Vol. |, pl. 14; Vol.,Iyl. 9;
Vol. IV, pl. 39, 40, 47.
“"BID., vol. IV tawv. 13, 14, 15.
2 Pompei: pitture e mosaici, Istituto della Enciclopedia italiana, Roma,
vol. 4, p. 450, fig. 2.
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Fig. 6: Apollo Helios with the globe and a whip made wfotlashes (Naples National Archaeological
Museum, { century AD).

Another interesting witness comes from a coin: aenarius that can be attributed to the moneyer
T. Deidius(consul on 98 BC) we can see a man on the leftigheating another man with a whip
made of three lashes. The coin is dated to 113BF2 (Fig. 7).

Fig. 7: Denariusof T. Deidius, 113/112 BC. Fighting scene where fighter is scourged with a whip made
of three lashes.

Scholars supposed many explanations for this sagewarding to someone, it would represent a
fighting between two gladiatols while according to others it would be an episofithe civil wars
which were fought in Italy in the"2 century BC. Even if we do not know anything abths
attendance of a member of tigens Didiato those fights, probably the moneyer wanted to

commemorate one if his ancestors with this reptesien".

29 M. H. CRAWFORD, Roman Republican Coinagéambridge University press, Cambridge - New Ydr,

308, n. 294.

%9 A. BANTI, L. SIMONETTI, Corpus Nummorum Romanorulonetazione Repubblican&ornvficia-Gallia,

A. Banti Editore, Firenze, pp. 93-94.

31 E.BERNAREGG] Eventi e personaggi sul denario della RepubblicenRiog Mario Ratto Editore, Milano,

1963, pp. 37-38; this interpretations is propoded by Fougéres (cDictionnaire des antiquités grecques et
9



Latin sources also mention tiseuticga a whip made of several lashes (sometimes of ax, sk
Plautus, Mostellaria, 4, 1, 26%%), which could be twisted. A representation of ihistrument can be
found on a lead jug from Pomp&ii

Another particular kind of whip with many lashessathe so called ‘Spanish cord’, mentioned in
the Horace’'sEpods(4, 3). According to B. Faccini, this tool was made ohandle and several
leather straps, and it could be one of those tleaéwsed to flog the Man of the Shrdtid

We have an interesting witness of a tool like fhisn the Roman worf&: it can be seen on the lid
of a sarcophagus found in the cemetery of Pretestaated to theScentury® (Fig. 8): here is
represented a woman (Aelia Afanasia, as it is @mitbn the surface of the sarcophagus) who is
being scourged by another woman. It was initiafiyeipreted as the scene of martyrdom, but

scholars now state that this it could be the scémeritual initiatiori’.

Fig. 8: Sarcophagus of Aelia Afanasia; the defunct isi¢peicourged with a tool that can be assimilated to
Spanish cords (Rome, Museo Classico delle CatacainPeetestato, 3rd century AD).

A similar instrument is represented on a mosaitidoin a villa in Rome, now preserved at Villa
Borghese, dated to thd£entury AD: here we can see a man, a little distam some fighting

romaines... Tome 2, Vol. 1, s.Mlagellum by G.FOUGERES see in particular footstep 9, p. 1115: «Sur une
monnaie de la gens didi, le préteur T. Didius, gagur de esclaves rebelles en Sicilie, est repi&sem fuet
double a la main, frappant un hommé armé». See BISBABELON, Description Historique et
Chronologique des Monnaies de la République Romaifenaldo Forni Editore, Bologna, 1963, pp. 455-
456.
% According to Rich, thecuticawas made of a unique lash (seeRicH, Dictionary of Roman and Greek
antiquities 1890, London, 5 ed., s.scutica p. 289).
33 5. TAssINARI, |l Vasellame bronzeo di Pompdi”Erma” di Bretschnider, Roma, 1993, p. 31 (vase
B1222).
% B. FACCINI, Scourge bloodstains. Fjg. 16A, p. 18.
3Aurea Roma: dalla citta pagana alla citta cristiariay S.ENsSOLI, E.LA RoccA, L'Erma di Bretschneider,
Roma, 2000, p. 594.
% G. WILPERT, “Fustigazione rituale”’Roma. Rivista di Studi e di Vita RomaxX&Il (febbraio 1939), pp.
49-53, p. 52.
3" Aurea Roma., p. 594.

10



gladiators, with a whip formed by several lasheshis hand® (probably he was one of the
incitatores who had to incite tired or coward fighters).

The chastisement through the flesh beating coulohfieted also with sticks of various diameter:
insubordinate soldiers could be punished Wittis® (Livy, Ab Urbe condita, V, 6, 14; Cicero,
Philippicae orationes, 3, 14; Tacitus, Annales, X1V, 44; sometimes they were also used to hit
Roman citizensSuetonius, Vita Caligulae, 26), stimulus(a stick ending with a goad; often it was
used to spur animalgibullus, Elegiae, I, 10; Columella, De re rustica, Il, 2, 26; Plautus,
Menecmi, 951; Plautus, Mostellaria, 1, 1, 56; Plautus, Pseudolus, § 1240%%), but sometimes
chains were usetho (Suetonius, Vita Caligulae, 27, 4)*.

THE TERRIBLEFLAGRUM

Archaeological bibliography considers all the instents described up to now as associable to the
concept offlagella, generally defined as «plusieurs instruments d@s'tanciens se servaient pour
frapper les animaux et certaines classes d’inds/[du] Des noms different étaient appliqués a ces
objets, suivant leur forme et leur destination &de®.

Nevertheless, in the same bibliography can be f@udear differentiation between tiagellumin

the strict sense of the word and flagrunt although these terms can be considered as syrausym
(from an etymological point of vievilagellumis the diminutive oflagrum, seelsidore of Seville,
Etimologiae, V, 27, 14), flagrumis considered a more destructilegellum According to A. Rich,
the main difference between the two objects ig thieucture: while thélagellumwas a whip made

of leather and flexible lashes, tiiagrumhad blunt endings, which could beat and rip fleshe

Also G. Fougeéres, in the Dictionary of Roman anéeE&rAntiquities by Daremberg and Saglio,
points out the mayor destructivity of this tool: aid les plus terrible de ces instruments était le
flagrum qui, dans ce cas, ne doit pas étre confondu lavié@gellum propement dit¥. According

to this scholar, the Romans udkyra made of a short handle from which originated tedstittle
chains ending with metal balls. We have some hahtis tools in sources like Prudentilsber

% F.GuipI, Morte nell’Arena. Storia e leggenda dei gladiatdviondadori, Milano, 2010, figg. 30 e 31.
39 A. RICH, A dictionary..., s.v.fustuarium p. 310.
“IBID., s.v.stimulus p. 622.
“1 For other torture instruments used to beat flesthé Roman world sdaidore of Seville, Etimologiae,
V, 27, 18-23; G.ZANINOTTO, La flagellazione.,.p. 2.
2 Dictionnaire des antiquités grecques et romaineJome 2, Vol. 1, s.Mlagellum by G.FOUGERES p.
1152.
*3 A. RICH, A dictionary..., s.v.flagellum s.v. flagrum
*4 Dictionnaire des antiquités grecques et romaingSome 2, Vol. 1, s.lagellum by G.FOUGERES
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Peristephanon, X, 116, 121), the Theodosian Codél X, 35, 2.1; here this instrument is called
plumbatae because the balls were made of lead) and ZogHistoria Nova, V, 2, 7)*.

There are not many iconographical witnesses ofitissument: it was used only to inflict terrible
chastisements, unlike other tools which could hawymbolic value as well as a punitive one. In
the classical world, artistic subjects usually anan idea of a reality which is filtered througe t
symbol: for this reason, scenes representing stcaurgre always of a mythological type (for
example in the representations of Apollo Helios)can be related to cult and religion (like in the
cases of ritual flogging) or to the world of gamgtadiators fighting, for example, which had
strong symbolic values). Violence episodes haveagdato be filtered through the lenses of myth,
game and cult.

Nevertheless, it can be supposed that on a bas daited to the™ century BC, preserved at the
National Archaeological Museum of Naples, is représd a sort oflagrum ending with metal
knobs Fig. 9): on the left of the monument we can see a man iwl@ating another one with an

object with round (but quite elongated) endings.

Fig. 9: Bas relief with scene of comedy. A man beats l@mobne with an instrument which could be
identifiable with aflagrum ending with rounded knob@aples, National Archaeological Museund® 2
century BC).

It could be alagrum of the kind mentioned above. This is the repredent of a theater comedy:
also in this case, a scene of violence in convélyexligh a playful vision of life.

So, the existence of tifeagrum ending with metal balls, which, according to soseholars, was
used to hit the Man of the Shroud, is witnessedHIsyorical and probably also by Iconographical

sources. Nevertheless, these sources never defgfeagrum ‘taxillatum’. So, what does this word

5 See als?Ammianus Marcellinus, Res Gestae, XXX, 1, 23.
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refer to? To answer this question, it is necesgago back to some older sources, which talk about
another type oflagrum made of a handle from which started some lashegded with animal
bones (astragals).

Plutarch talks about this tool in the wobkklversus Coloteyrwhere he states that the priests of the
Magna Materwere punished with adoti dotpayorwtiic (p. 1127c). Probably in this case
Plutarch referred to rituals of self flogging whiakere widely practiced by the priests of the Syrian
divinities Cybele (that was thdagna Mate) and Attis, whose cult was introduced in Rome from
Asia Minor in the & century BC®. The cult of Cybele and Attis was officiated byaegory of
priests calledGalli, whose head was th&rchigallo. They carried out a series of rituals which
required bloodshed, and scourging was one of thiemas put into practice through tiilagrum
provided with astragals. The existence of this ieotonfirmed also by Athenaeus of Naucratis,
who states that the Parthians used to beat peojtle taols @d&pdoic xai ipacwy) defined
dotpayarmtolg (detrvocopictai, 4, 38). The same object is described by Lucian in thekwacius

or The AsgAovkiog i} "Ovoc), where the protagonist is beaten witlk@paydrov pactiyt (38).
Also Julius Pollux in hinomasticortalks about @ctpayaiot whip (10, 54).

In the 3% century Apuleius, in hidMetamorphosesclearly describes this object, which he connects
to the rituals of the Syrian goddess AtargatisRome known as Syria), who was often assimilated
(in cult and in iconography) to Cybele. Apuleiuates that thélagrum used by her priest for self-
flogging wascontortis taenis lanosi velleris prolixe fimbriatugh multiiugis talis ovium tesseratum
(Metamorphoseon libri X1, VIII, 28); shortly after, in the same work, the protagohistself will

be beaten with this tool, definp&cunis ossibus catenafd etamorphoseon libri X1, VII1, 30).

Also Eustathius of Thessalonica, in the Commenparyliad (p. 1289, § 52), talks about th@ooti&
4oTPayOAmOTAC.

On a 29 century bas relief (found at Lanuvio (RM) and npreserved at the Capitoline Museums),
this torture tool is represented in all its terildeatures, with its lashes garnished with several
boneé’ (Fig. 10).

6 P.SAcCA, Cibele e Attis. Dalla Frigia a Roméntilla Editore, Messina, 2012, p. 23; pp. 45-49.
*"IBID., p. 143, Fig. 42.
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Fig. 10: Bas relief of Cybele and Attis’ priest (the sdl@a Archigallo) holding aflagrum provided with
astragals (Rome, Capitoline Museurd$,c2ntury AD).

The witnesses talking about a whip provided withimeah astragals seem to recall exactly the
flagrum taxillatumoften mentioned by the Shroud scholars startinghfthe 80s. But also in this
case sources never use the exact waxdlatum to describe the torture tool. So where does this
adjective come from? The answer to this quest@mes from a work published in the™6entury

by the philologist and humanist Justus Lipsius:hisa De Cruce he analyzed the practice of
scourging and flogging in the Roman time, and hengred all the sources which talk about the
flagrum that he considered the most destructive one, wivi$ the whip provided with astragals.
Here he translates the passages of the authorsomegtthisflagrumin different ways: Plutarch’s
naotié dotpayarmtiic becomedlagri illius taxillati*®; Athenaeuséotpayaimtolc whips arevirgis

et loris taxillatis Eusthatius’nootié dotpayarotac becomeflagra talaria, while Apuleius’ Latin
passages are quoted fegro ... contortis taeniis lanosi velleris prolixenbriatum, et multiiugis
talis ovium tessalaturfV111, 28) andflagrum pecunis osibus cathenat(t 1, 30)*.

So Lipsius freely translates the words referrethéopresence of astragals through the various forms
of the wordtaxillatus, but also withtalaria andtessalatumClearly he adapted to the various lexical
forms and contexts the Latin translation of thenterstragal, which isalus it could be translated
both as ‘astragal’ (bone), and as ‘game dfteLipsius considergaxillus (small dice) as a
diminutive form oftalus Dices in Latin were also calladsserag- it was a type of dice slightly

different from thetalus, since it was marked on the six faces from 1 tBrémtesseraderives the

8| Lipsius De Cruce libri tres. Ad sacram profanamque historiatiles Ex Officina Plantiniana, Apud
lohannem Moretum, 1597, p. 52.
“91BID.
%0 | atin Dictionary, founded on Andrewsedition of Freunts Latin Dictionary, revised, enlarged, and in
great part rewritten by Charlton T. Lewis and Coi$hClarendon Press, Oxford 19%5v.talus.
*l |sidore de Siville, Etymologiae, XV111, 63; Tesserae vocatae quia quadrae sunt ex omnibusparee
alsolLatin dictionary; s.v.talus
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word tesseratusused by Apuleius, and translated by Lipsius witissalatum The phonetic
resemblance of those words probably led Lipsiucdasider them as synonymous, variously
inflected.

So the wordflagrum taxillatumused by several Shroud scholars seems to comelyefamn
Lipsius’ work, which has been translated in the B@sthe famous sindonologist G. Zanindfto
After this translation, Lipsius’ work started citating in Turin Shroud studies, and, as a
consequence, the wotalillatumstarted to be commonly uséd

For philological accuracy, it would be better tdereto this specific kind oflagrum not with the
word taxillatum (which is the result of a free terminological meetation), but with the expression
‘provided with astragals’, desseratunf{see Apuleius).

Also the connection of this tool with the scourgimigthe Man of the Shroud seems not exact: this
type offlagrum is always connected by sources to customs thagd wer Romans, but typical of
foreign religions. To connect this tool to the Ronmactices of % century Palestine does not seem
much likely. Furthermore, the marks on the Shraailt a scourge whose lashes end with only two
weights (or one weight for each lash), while tlagrum of Cybele’s priests was provided of several
astragals.

Shroud scholars not always connected the adjetd#atus to an instrument made of astragals:
sometimes,taxilli were identified simply with blunt objects placetl the end of the lashes.
Nevertheless, thagrum with astragals was an object specifically conretttethe cult of Cybele
and Attis, provided with a specific shape, anduke of this term for the description of other kind
of whips is improper. And similarly improper seemesbe the comparison between this kind of
whip and the Turin Shroud.

Nevertheless, this information does not undermiiséohcal and iconographical witnesses talking
about scourging tools compatible with the Shroudksaln order to have further confirmations

about this datum, it is necessary to examine alsdi¢ld of Archaeology.

2 G. LIpsIo, Il supplizio della croce (De Cruce), Trattato stoiletterario sul supplizio della croce dalle
origini fino all'abolizione Introduction, translation, notes by ZANINOTTO, Roma, Ed. Giovinezza, 1987,
p. 80.
>3 Lipsius himself stated that tiilagrum provided with astragals was the one that had beed to scourge
Jesus: «Era di questo modello il flagello con ilgufu colpito il nostro Cristo? Taluni, spinti dantimento
religioso, cosi immaginano e dipingono. Non sonadbasserirlo, ma il brano famoso dell’Evangelista
Matteo, in cui &€ narrato che fu battuto, per digin un flagello», G.IPSIO, Il supplizio..., pp. 84-85.

15



ARCHAEOLOGICAL WITNESSES

Are there any Archaeological witnesses of the Rotirae confirming the use of whips similar to
the ones used to scourge the Man of the Shroud?

It is necessary to state that the great part ofrtbieuments used to scourge the prisoners have not
been preserved, since they were made of naturdlq@perishable) materials, like leather or wood.
For this reason, it will be very difficult to findpecimens ofirgae, ferulae, scuticaer Spanish
cords

The same applies to tHagrum with astragals, although it is possible that ®ngérts of it are
preserved, like for example the bones: in many nnuseit is possible to find series of astragals. In
most of the cases they were probably used as gameg, dut it is not possible to rule out that they
were parts of dlagrum Often they are pierced in the center, and isigally interpreted as a result
of the fact that they were wore as jewels becaassidered apotropaic obje¥tsbut in many cases

it is possible to suppose that they were partssafoairge.

For what concernflagra made of chains and metal balls, we have someatdits about the
existence of such kind of tools in some dictiorarsé Archaeology: we can quote a specimen
mentioned in the Dictionary of Rich, which, accowglito the author, was found at Herculaneum,
«in the house of which city other specimens hawnldeund, with two or three tails, but otherwise
of similar character to the preseft»This information is reported also in the dictionaf Greek
and Roman Antiquities by W. Smifh in the dictionary of Roman and Greek Archaeoldyy
Daremberg and Sagfiband in the dictionary of Christian Archaeology Ggbrol and Leclerc§.

In all the previous cases, the specimens are rapeatwith images taken from xylographegFig.

11).

* See for exampleEnciclopedia italiana di scienze, lettere ed atttituto della Enciclopedia italiana
fondata da Giovanni Treccani, Vol. V, Roma, 1930, astragalus by B. B. M.
5 A, RICH, A dictionary..., p. 289, s.vflagrum
5 W. SMITH, A Dictionary of Greek and Roman Antiquiti@oston, Little, Brown and Company, 1859, s.v.
flagrum
* Dictionnaire des antiquités grecques et romaineFome 2, Vol. 1, s.vilagellum by G. FOUGERES fig.
3092, p. 1155.
%8 Dictionnaire d'archeologie chretienne et de litiegby F.CABROL, H. LECLERCQ Librairie Letouzey et
Ane, Parigi, Vol. V, s.vilagellation (supplice de Iy by H.LECLERCQ c. 1642, fig. 4474.
* A. RICH, A dictionary..., p. 289;Dictionnaire d'archeologie chretienne et de litiegi, Vol. V, s.v.
flagellation (supplice de I3 by H. LECLERCQ fig. 4474; Dictionnaire des antiquités grecques et
romaines.., Tome 2, Vol. 1, s.Mlagellum by G. FOUGERES figg. 3092, 3093.
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Fig. 11: Reproductions of specimens fdagra found at Herculaneum; the first image comes frdm t
Dictionary of Greek and Roman antiquities of A. IRifp. 289), the second one from the Dictionary of
Roman and Greek antiquities of Daremberg and S#fitjo3092) and the last one from the Dictionafy o
Christian Archaeology of Cabrol and Leclerque (fig74).

In the dictionary of Daremberg and Saglio is stateat, beyond thélagra found at Herculaneum
(made of chains and ending with metal knobs) offirilar specimens were found in the Roman
catacomb¥. The information is reported also in the dictignaf Christian Archaeolody, where

are provided several illustration of objects intetpd as torture tools (fig. 4473ji¢. 12).

Fig. 12: Reproduction of objects interpreted as tortumdstocoming from the Roman catacombs (Dictionary
of Christian Archaeology of Cabrol e Leclercq, #g75).

% Dictionnaire des antiquités grecques et romaineome 2, Vol. 1, s.vilagellum by G. FOUGERES p.

1155.
%1 Dictionnaire d'archeologie chretienne et de litwgi, Vol. V, fig. 4475.
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The information about those specimens was ackn@eft@lso by many scholars of the Shféud
the shape of the Herculaneutagra, such as that of the catacombs ones, seems tongatible
with the scourging marks visible on the Sheet.

Another indication about a specimen oflagrum can be found in a work of G. Maggioni, who
states that a sample of a tool similar to the aseduo scourge the Man of the Shroud would be
today preserved at the National Museum of RSme

The indications about the existenceflafra connectable with the Shorud marks, dated to the 1
century (the Herculaneuftagra) or to the first centuries of the Christian eff@e(tatacomb#agra

or the ones of the National Museum of Rome) seerartmve every doubt about the possibility that
the Man of the Shroud came under a Roman scourgotgfar from the period when Jesus lived.
Nevertheless, those dictionaries are very old wigee, and they lack of indications about the
preservation places of the specimens: for thisorgas was necessary to verify if it is possiblegto
back to those objects and to understand whereaiteelpcated today.

Since the information from the dictionaries refeflagra found in Herculaneum and Rome, we got
in touch with the main Institutions related to #rehaeological excavations of those areas. For what
concerns thélagrum of Herculaneum, the research in the databaseeddith, made by the General
Direction for the Cultural Heritage of Campaniad diot give the expected results: it was not
possible to find any evidence of tiflagra mentioned by Rich. The same result came from the
research in the databases of the Naples Natioraiedtogical Museum (where we can find many
evidences coming from Herculaneum). Neverthelebs, $cholars who made this research
underlined the difficulty of finding specimens laolf of an inventory number, even more so
because they have been found in th® @éntury. The General Direction pointed out thatbgbly
they have been registered in archives under ardiftenomenclature, or maybe they lay forgotten in
some depository, or, more probably, they have lseéhto other museums or private collections or
even dismembered in their main parts (in museuncavefind many examples of twisted chains,
handles or metal knobs, which could be part tdgrum).

So the research about tthegra from Herculaneum did not give the expected results

At this point we tried to have some information abtheflagrum of the National Roman Museum
mentioned by G. Maggioni, but the answer was timeesano samples dfagra are today preserved
in this Institution.

Finally, the research concentrated on the inforomasibout thdlagra found in the catacombs: we

turned to the Vatican Museums, where, during the¢ panturies, were collected specimens coming

%2 See for example G.ARINOTTO, La flagellazione.,.p. 2 and FT. ZUGIBE, The Crucifixion.., p. 19.
% G. MAGGIONI, La Sindong http://www.rotarymilanoportavittoria.org/Archiviindone.pdf (last
consultation: 27/08/2014).
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from the most important sites from all over the Mom this case, the answer of the Institution was
positive: in fact, in the Vatican Museums are togagserved four objects classified as bronze
Romanflagella, catalogued with numbers 60564-60567. On Septer@ieit was finally possible

to go and see them in their current place of puegien.

The object number 60566-igg. 13, 13a) is made of a long chain ending with other threels
chains which finish with round knobs. It is repmatgel in the Dictionary of Christian Archaeology
(fig. 4475), and it is very similar to the one nuwemkB0564 (which is represented also in the

Dictionary of Daremberg and Saglio, fig. 3093), ehhends with irregular metal knobs too.

@ (Vatican hMusewms)

Figg. 13, 13a: Bronzeflagrumfrom the Vatican Museums (inv. 60566), whole pietand detail.
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The object number 6056FiQg. 14, 14a) is made of four bronze chains starting from thiiegs
and ending with triangle-shaped small objects, gdirio the chains with a small ritig This

specimen is represented in the dictionary of Cabiadclercq (fig. 4475).

© (Vatican Museums)

Figg. 14, 14a: Bronzeflagrumfrom the Vatican Museums (inv. 60567), whole pietand detail.

The last object is similar to 60567, but it is mangy of two chains, and it is not represented on

any dictionar{’.

% The photos of thélagella number 60566 and 60567 were kindly provided byRhetographical Services
of the Vatican Museums.
® Similar specimens are quoted bylA&GRAND (Le Liceul de Turinpreface de RLAURENTIN, Desclee De
Brouwer, Parigi, 1980, p. 116): according to thehar these objects are preserved at the Musée du
Cinguantenaire of Bruxelles, where they are clasbihs ‘phaleres’ (horse ornaments). Neverthekbss,
author himself supposes that they could be theeties offlagella (p. 116). It is necessary to point out the
resemblance of these specimens also with some tebpécthe Iron age, found, for example, in some
Villanovian and Etruscan tombs (see for exampleEM.AMBURINI —MULLER, La necropoli del Campo del
Tesoro-Lavatoio di Verucchio (RNBologna, 2006, Tav. 50), described as pendantsiré& researches will
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None of these specimens is exposed at the Museuinthdéy are all preserved in the store. They
were part of the Christian Museum (established 7871by pope Benedict XIV), where were
collected objects of various places and times, fitvn ' to the 18 centuries. In 1999 the
collection was taken to the Vatican Musefiins

Even if there are no sure indications about thevgmance of thélagra, we know that they were
exposed in the Christian Museum together with otbeure tools and they were definedineus ex
aere ... sive singula ad excarnificanda corpora S&tjum adhibita®’.

These specimens are not dated to the Medieval t{ordike other objects that were preserved in
the same ca8®, but to the first centuries of the Christian efatually, their provenance is
unknown: clearly it got lost, in the course of tintke connection between these objects and the
information of the archaeology dictionaries: bothr@€nberg and Saglio and Cabrol and Leclerc
state that these exact specimens come from theorabs, as we have s8&rThis is an important
datum, which allows dating these tools, with moeetainty, to the first centuries of the Christian
Era (in fact, the catacombs were used only urgildh- 5" century?).

So now we have more elements to suppose that ifirsheenturies of the Christian eflagra with
heavy knobs existed in the Roman world. The shdpbese specimens seems to be compatible
with some of the scourging marks visible on theo8tr in particular with the traces defined «of the
Type 1» by Faccini and Fanti, which consist in «tgmall round marks connected by a little
trail»'": they may be the result of a flogging made wittoal provided with a couple of round
knobs (like the ones of specimens n. 60566 and40&6 even more likely, with #iagrum similar

to n. 60567, whose endings are made of two extiesnjone slightly triangle-shaped and the other
one rounded) connected by a thick metal piécg. (L5).

allow clarifying the connections among these speasnand the ones of the Vatican Museums and a#o th
use in the ancient times.
% About the History of the Christian Museum seeL€GA, La nascita dei Musei Vaticani: Le antichita
cristiane e il museo di Benedetto Xfkom theBolletting Vol. XXVIII, Tipografia Vaticana, 2010.
" IBID., pp. 159-160.
% «Assieme ad oggetti di epoca medievale [...] eraricsistemate cinque lucerne bronzee biclini [...] Ad
esse si affiancavano tutti quegli oggetti consitlesaumento di tortura e di martirio: triéagella, due
graffioni [...]», IBID., p. 159.
% see in particulaDictionnaire des antiquités grecques et romaine§ome 2, Vol. 1, s.vilagellum by G.
FOUGERES see in particular p. 1155 footstep 1, where ththa relates this information to the work
Catacombes de Rorby Perret.
0 See VFioccHINICOLAI, F. BISCONTI, D. MAZZOLENI, Le catacombe cristiane di Roma. Origini, sviluppo,
apparati decorativi, documentazione epigrafi€chnell & Steiner, Regensburg, 1998, p. 59.
" B. FACCINI, Scourge bloodstains. p, 232.
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Fig. 15: Comparison between the shape of the endings @fobrtheflagra of the Vatican Museums (inv.
60566) and a scourge mark on the Turin Shroud.

Furthermore, the existence of the specimens mestiom the 19 centuries archaeology
dictionaries confirms the reliability of those wesses, and so confirms indirectly the truth of the
information about thélagra found at Herculaneum: even if today we do not kramything about
the collocation of those specimens, they probakisted, and maybe in the future they will be re-
discovered in a museum or in a private collectiexattly as it happened with thiagra of the
Vatican Museums). This is also a demonstratiomeffact that in the*icentury (Herculaneum and
Pompeii disaster happened on 79 AD) exidtagra ending with round knobs, compatible with the
marks of the Turin Shroud.

Another statement dfagra with the features of the ones that must have lbsed on the Man of
the Shroud comes from an even more ancient cotttextthe Roman one: the Etruscan world. In
one of the numbers of tiRullettino dell'Instituto di Corrispondenza Archegica’?, dated to 1859,
the Italian Etruscologist G. Conestabile report®uibthe recovery, in the area of Volterra
(Tuscany), of a bronze scourge made of six long thains starting from a handle; each chain
finishes with a small ball: «Consiste in sei lungiaenelle che vanno a riunirsi tutte in un’asta

serpeggiante, per la quale I'oggetto medesimaesetin mano; tre di quelle catenelle sono doppie,

2 This is a science magazine published by the urstiti Corrispondenza Archeologica, an Internationa
institution created in 1828 by J.J Winckelmann &nelderick William | of Prussia. ThBullettinoaimed to
collect and broadcast all the information abouhaeological recoveries through the activity of pagtners
who worked in the different countries. The Ins@tubecame later the Associazione Internazionale di
Archeologia Classica (AIAC), still existing and eptng (url: http://www.aiac.org/; last consultatio
21/09/2014).
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e tre semplici, formate da anelli e fornite in pueli una pallina%. The scholar states that this
object had to be used in a domestic or ritual cdnte

The news of thdullettinois confirmed in an issue of the same review dabeti860, where it is
affirmed that in 1857 the Etruscan Museum Guarnatdaiolterra purchased ffagrum similar to
the one found in 1888 We asked information to the Museum about thisispen, but they told us
that today this object is not preserved there amgmuarobably it was sent to other collections, like
in the case of the Herculanedlagra.

CONCLUSION

The body of historical, literary, iconographicaldearchaeological witnesses allows deducing that in
the Roman world several instruments were useddorge people, and their shape and destructivity
depended on the gravity of the crime and on théakatatus of the sentenced. Some of those
objects can be related to the one that was usédeodan of the Shroud, because their shape (as we
know it from historians’ descriptions and from iocgnaphy) is compatible with the scourging
marks visible on the cloth.

Some of these marks seem to have been left by sogee they are often mentioned by Roman
authors and represented on monuments too, singevére carried by the lictors as a symbol of the
magistrate’s authority. Probably, it will not begsthble to find any archaeological witnesses of
them, since they were made of perishable materials.

It is not possible to exclude that some marks Hmen caused by the ‘Spanish cords’, witnessed by
written sources (in particular Horace) and by iagnaphy (sarcophagus 8klia Afanasia

Other scourge marks are ascribable to the actioa ofore destructive tool, flagrum Some
scholars who studied the Shroud state that it wiesyeum taxillatum whose lashes were provided
with several animal bones. But the use of the &dgdaxillatum is not totally correct, since it
comes from a free interpretation of sources byl#{& century humanist Justus Lipsius. To define
this type offlagrum, it will be better to call ittesseratum(an expression used by Apuleius) or
simply ‘provided with astragals’. And it is probgbhot correct to relate this instrument to the
Shroud, since this scourge was used only in relgicontexts which were external to the Roman

one.

Bullettino  delllnstituto ~ di ~ Corrispondenza  Archegica 4  (1859), url:

http://archive.org/stream/bullettinodellin1859itstiettinodellin1859inst_djvu.txt (last consultatio
28/8/2014).
" Bullettino  delllnstituto  di  Corrispondenza  Archegica 9  (1860), url:
https://archive.org/stream/bullettinodellin1860ibatlettinodellin1860inst_djvu.txt  (last  consultati
28/8/2014).
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Probably, theflagrum used to hit the Man of the Shroud was a rough objeade of lashes or
chains ending with blunt objects of different typ&he use of similar tools by the Romans in the
first centuries is confirmed not only by Iconogrgplbut also by Archaeology. In the Vatican
Museums are preserved four specimens classifidst@wze Romarilagella, ending with heavy
metal knobs: they are mentioned also in the ardbgmal literature, which states that they were
found in the Roman catacombs.

Their existence seems to confirm the reliability thie information about the recovery in
Herculaneum offlagra ending with heavy terminations: as a consequeitceonfirms the
possibility that the Man of Shroud was scourgedwitRomarflagrum compatible with those used

in the ' century.

Certainly this can not be considered the definifiweof that the Man of the Shroud is Jesus; the
custom of flogging was diffused in every centurythe classical world as in the medieval and in
the contemporary one: it was not a prerogativehefRoman times. But the witness of the sources
allows confirming the compatibility among the madks the Shroud and the context of the tortures
which were inflicted in the time and in the plaedsere Jesus of Nazareth lived and underwent the

harder trial for the human Salvation.
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