Person

Andre Lemaire

Ada Yardeni

Hagai Misgav

Shmuel Ahituv

Yosef Naveh

Y.L. Rahmani

APPENDIX C

ExPERT WITNESS OPINIONS REGARDING THE
AUTHENTICITY OF THE JAMES OSSUARY

Expertise

Epigrapher, ancient
Hebrew and Aramaic

inscriptions

Paleographer,

researcher, Hebrew

University of
Jerusalem

Member of the IAA
Committee, expert in
Hebrew and Aramaic
ossuary inscriptions

Member of the
2003 TAA Writing

Committee to exam-
ine the authenticity
of the inscription and

expert on Hebrew
inscriptions

Professor, prosecution

witness

Archaeologist, has
published the cor-

pus of IAA ossuary

inscriptions in IAAs

possession
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Comments

Has no doubt that the entire inscrip-
tion was ancient and inscribed in a
single event. No reason to believe
the contrary.

Examined the inscription in 2002
and concluded that the entire
inscription is of ancient origin and
inscribed by a single individual. She
also stated, “If this is a forgery, I
quit.”

Found no indication of forgery in
the inscription.

Found no indication that the
inscription is a forgery or is mod-
ern. The text and paleography make
it difficult to rule out the authentic-
ity of the inscription.

No indication the inscription is a
forgery.
After examining the inscription,

found no indication that the inscrip-
tion (or any part of it) was a forgery.
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Person

Esther Eshel

Roni Reich

Gabriel Barkay

Gideon Avni

Orna Cohen

Wolfgang
Krumbein

Expertise

Prosecution witness

Jerusalem professor,
archaeologist, and
researcher

Jerusalem archaeolo-
gist and professor

IAA “Writing Com-
mittee” appointed to
examine the paleog-
raphy and inscription
in 2003

Senior antiquities
conservator for the
TAA and Israeli muse-
ums, archacologist,
chemist, and special-
ist in the conservation
of ancient stone items

One of the world’s
leading experts (Old-
enburg University,
Germany) on the pat-
ination process, stone
patina, geology, and
bio-geology

Comments

Cannot rule out the possibility
that the entire inscription may be
ancient.

Ossuary inscription is ancient, there
is no reason to doubt its authenticity,
and most likely comes from the late

Second Temple period.

Ossuary is ancient; found no sci-
entific evidence to doubt its
authenticity.

Never testified against the authentic-
ity of the inscription.

Based on her careful analysis of the
patina within the letter grooves
under various light conditions, she
concluded with certainty the phrase

“brother of Jesus” had been engraved
in ancient times.

Analyzed samples of patina taken
from the ossuary letter grooves, and
concluded that this patina would
require 50 to 100 years to develop,
and most likely reflect a develop-
ment process of thousands of years.
The patina in the letter grooves was
consistent with the patina on the
surface of the ossuary, whose antiq-
uity has not been contested.
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Person Expertise

Shimon Ilani Experts in archaecom-

Amnon etry (scientific testing

Rosenfeld of archaeological arti-
facts) at the Geologi-
cal Survey of Israel in
Jerusalem

James Harrell University of Toledo,

Ohio, USA, expert in
geology and stone of
the ancient world

Dan Rahimi Royal Ontario
Museum of Toronto

Yuval Goren Expert in petrography
of potsherds and clay/

silt, former member
of IAA, and prosecu-
tion witness

Comments

After examination of the inscrip-
tion in 2002, they identified natural
bio-patina in all the letter grooves,
thus demonstrating the inscription
occurred prior to the scratches and
patina forming. They have no doubt
about the ancient origin of the
entire inscription.

Found no indication that any part of
the inscription was forged.

Museum researchers tested the
patina and found natural patina in
the letter grooves under a granu-
lar substance that is consistent with
detergent used by the IAA to for-
merly clean the ossuary.

Though Goren initially had sub-
mitted an opinion on the ossuary at
the IAA’s request in 2003 in which
he denied any presence of natural
patina in the letter grooves, he later
contradicted this by reversing his
finds. In 2007, after a reexamination
of the inscription, he admitted to
finding natural patina in the second

half of the inscription.
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Person

Avnor Ayalon

Elisabetta
Boaretto

Jacques Neguer

Israel Police
Forensic Depart-
ment (Mazap)

Expertise

Geochemist of the
Geological Survey
of Israel in Jerusa-
lem and prosecution
witness

Expert in carbon-14
dating, prosecution
witness

Chemist for the IAA
and prosecution
witness

Forensics

Comments

He proposed to examine isoto-

pic composition of the oxygen and
carbon in carbonate patina, and
compare it to the same found in sta-
lactite caves in Jerusalem. Similar
isotopic values would prove the car-
bonate patina on the ossuary may
be natural, but a dissimilar value
would demonstrate it is not natural
and most likely a forgery. However,
Ayalon’s model has been demon-
strated by others to be based on
false assumptions and deemed inap-
propriate for examining ancient
artifacts.

Found no evidence to support

that the inscription is forged or

new. Only signed the IAA petition
against Golan because Goren (who
later reversed his opinion) and Aya-
lon (whose model was subsequently
shown to be mistaken) had previ-
ously asserted that they had found
no patina, not due to her own analy-
sis of the inscription.

Asserted the inscription had been
cleaned (with detergent) in the past,
but could not determine whether it
was a forgery.

Letters in the first half of the inscrip-
tion (which are not contested), were
engraved by the same individual

who engraved the second half of the

inscription.
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Person Expertise Comments

Gerald B. Adjunct professor of  Conducted scientific tests of Oded

Richards forensic science at Golan’s photos (including infra-
George Washington red and ultraviolet tests) of the ossu-

University, and senior  ary, proving that the inscription had

consultant to the FBI  been engraved prior to 2002 since
the photography (Kodak) paper
used was discontinued in the 1980s.
The indictment against Golan had
claimed Golan had forged the
inscription around 2002. This claim
is now impossible to sustain.

Dan Bahat State prosecutor in Announced that the State would
the case most likely dismiss the charges
involving the ossuary and retract its
claim that the ossuary inscription
was a forgery had the bill of indict-
ment not involved other charges.

Chart from Joseph M. Holden, “The James Ossuary: The Earliest Witness to Jesus and His Family?” in Bible
Translation Magazine: All Things Bible Translation 13 (July 2012). (© Joseph M. Holden 2012. All rights
reserved.) This chart is based on the summary of court proceedings offered by Oded Golan, “The Authenticity
of the James Ossuary” (March 2011), 1-15.





