TELMEN Y. T?\.‘;‘M%‘A\Eﬁ i bviﬁﬂ‘% b

MEmper, 1008 +o 1950

S Teimble I

THE TRIAL OF JISUS.

e widter has never hoeard any Alscussion of this Quos-
tion from an inmpartiel polnt of view- indecd 1t seems altopee-

-~y {mprobable that such could well be, for the resson thot

of them with whom ve associnte o terms of
ity, o8 many as 999 of every 1000 belleve in the divinity of
Christ snd thet His crucifixion was the greatest trapgedy of
the world's history, and thie notwithstending that thousands
nave suffered the same Or an equally horrible and wnjust deathe

Beyond e doubt wWe o¥C 21l fiymly impresacd that no court
of hmumen origin could I e jurisdiction to try & God and such
en cttempted assumption of power vendered every act of such &
court nugatory end its findings 2 travesty on justice.

o posume end belicve that this alleged trisl was unfelr
and unjust and the executlon of its judgment a judleial murder,
because we have been taught so to belicve.

But, in order to en wnprejudiced finding and even to an
srderly consideration of the various incidents of the trisl,
we rwst, so far as possible, divest oursclves of the idea of
christ's Divine nature and attributes ond try to think of Him
eg 6 mere men, & Gelllleean end & Jowish ‘subject, amenable
£1pst to the laws of loses and ot the sané time to the laws of
the Pomen Pripire. ZAnd this wo may do without sacrilege or ime=
piety snd with no surrender of conviction or faith, for Christ

rimaelf loid down iils insignia of Kingly auvthority and becemo
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a man end to vhich end and that there be no misconcen»tion of -
1ils esrthly stotus end pedigree}was born, as all othor mmane
zind, of r woman's travail, es a son of David—a Jewish sube
ject, emonable to ell hnman laws just as other mon.

¥e read— "But vhen the fulness of the time was come, God

sent forth ilis son, made of a wawan, made under the law' (al.

Did Jesus a8 @ mere man rcceive & fair triel of the charpges

laid against him beforec the Jewish Sanhedrin and later at the

f&

hands of the Iomen authorities— just as Simon “cter or Jolm the
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the gsame asccusations?

|
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Baptist might have exnscted if tried
Thet is the guestion., . nd if we can not approach the discussion
in gsuch splrit, we had best abandon it altogether.

For the great peri we have thought that this Just man died
at the hands of en inflamed mob of reople seeking Iis destruetion
without eruse, and wiih no semblance of that judiciel determinge
tion of guilt required by every code of laws Imown to civillatlon.
T¢ is hard to be divested of the conviction that a God eould be
guilty of the transgression of eny law, human or divine— but
agein are we begging the question for we have agreoed to consie
der the trial of a men born of woman. Furthiermore, a conviction
following a fair trisl never necessarily implies gullt. A fair
trizl means o consideration of the c¢harges mode according to the
established and recognized forms of procedure in a glven juris-
diction and veries materlally in different countries, as most
other humen institutions; a trial asccording to the cfiminal code
of the French would to Xentuckisns seen = mockery and the ancient

Common 1aw couvictions and cxecubions but judicisl murders. Yet,
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uow many neipiess women In this free land of ourg vwere convicte
ed of witchoraft and executed and their trials may heve been
eltogether fair and reguler? . So, an innocent man may be cone
victed and punished after & perfectly failr trisl, as has hanpen-
ed thousands of times— Hone now think for & moment that eny of
the Kew Inglad housewlves were witches., In our own country we
have momn the Judges of the Cowrt of ILast Resort to hold that
a trial hes been fairly conducted and thet wmder their ocaths
they were powerless to set 1t aside,= yet, feeling that the ace
cused was undeserving the pmishment accorded him, have gone in
a body to the perdoning power and requestcd %mies the e
fortumate accused.

All human Iinestitutions, the Courts not excepted, ere ime
nerfect—— In all time the Innoccent oft-times have suffered wme
justly end the gullty gone wnwhipped; but this does not argue
that any one of siueh trials was wmfalr,~ rather the frailties
of humen nature,.

So, forgetiing, If we may, the result of the trisl or
trials of Jesus, we are to inquire - Was it fairly conducted
wder Jewish and Romen judicature? Were the offenses with
which he was charged really violations of the prevalling laws
of the land? ¥%as he convicted upon competent evidence and did
the evidénce heard support the Jjudgment? Were his rights on
the hearings given the same protection accorded #e cthers, under
like conditions? If these questiong be all answered in the afe
firmative, thed the trisl was falr; but if any one be enawered
in the negative, the eantrery is probably true.
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. Tet us now confess that bub 1itile found herein is origle

nalee oractically ©ll has heen glecned from the writings of others.
Thore 1707 two trialg--=corie 807 threee- bul coertainly one

the Tewlsh Sonhiodrin and & 000 ond before the loman Govere

nov, “enting Pilate. d sritwmetely, the inenired wiltors have

beon quite meecger wiitn the details of ozt.,; trinl. _2ittheow, In
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anys: “Then all the dlse
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ginles fLorsock dim and Fledf— ind this may explein wiz Gospel
writers have given only the most general history of these trials.
ndeed, latthew and Herk refer almost axclusively to the Jewish
triel, vwhile Luke and Jolm devote the grenter pert of thelr nare

+atives to the happenlngs upon the hesrings had befors erod and

»iate., e shall refer to both trisle, bt et greator length to
$he honring in the Jewish Cowte. Com

So, that these proceedings may be nore elearly plctured, 1t
w11l be preoper to refer briefly to the Jews @8 & vace and esall to
mind that for generations they had been & subject people. Kebu-
clwd.nezza\"had destroyed the Ioly City and carried 1ts people into
captivity and when they sorrowed by the rivers of Babylon remems
bering the joys of Jerusalem, and later they é;ere succeggively
in subjection to the Medes and Persians, the Syrians, MNacedonlans,
the Fgyptians, wntil finally, then & thousend yeers before the
Christian Fre, they were conquered by Pompey, the Tomexn, and had
since beer ruled by a Romen Procurator. Yet, notwithetanding
their oppression end persecution, the distinguishing character=-
181,109'0.{' ‘these, the oldest people an the earth, were as clearly
defined ond apparent as before. Their faith In God and His

prophecies mas mebeted; they wore tried Inn the fFivas of passion
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and abuse and came forth wmelnged; they endured every imsginable
humilietion end affliction, yet they clung to the iMiniiteble trae
ditiona of thelr race-—~an imperisheble sect then as now, sténding
pre-eminent among their opressors in learning, love, faith and
ehardty, and noted for their superdority in mind, character end
tenperanent .

Centuries before they had been promised & lHessialh who would
come to free them fram captiviiy, restore their race to its one
time proud position as flrst and greatest nation of earth, and
who ghould vue them as King, end generction after generatlion
through the pasaingt;l\;;ir feith in this pronise and prophecy never
faltered. They were jealous of ithe purity of their blood, theilr
customs, thelr language and their leaws given Yo then by loseg-—
Indeed, they looked with contempi upon the Gallileans whose blood
had been slightly infused with foreign taint and for that reasan.:
They had been taught and belisved that the pr&aised Hessish would
be a temporal King, coming with all the pomp =and glory of victo-
rious erms. 8

This feeling had been intensified with advert of Roman suprem-
acy, its contempt for Jewlsh ecustoms and laws and disregard of its
recisl pride end preojudice, to say nothing of the onerous exsotions
of texes and tribute to Caesar, and which had recently been exeme
plified by revolts in certain provinces egainst the outrsgeous Op=-
rressions of Roman rulers and soldiery.

The exactions by their own euthorities, both of Church and
State, by way of tithes and tributes were also growing oppressive,
leaving the people restless, helpless and hppeless but for their
wmndyling hope and expectation of & divinely sent deliverer who
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should restore to them the throne and Kingdom of David.

To these people in such freme of mind there suddenly ape
peared a man of obscure origin, who was of the despised seect
of Gellileans and whose legitimecy of birth =as questloned
and who held in utter disregard 21l the religicus tenete and
ceremonles of centurlcs pasit, associsted with the vile and wme
clean-- herlots and drunkards, and disregarding «ll ite obli-
getions hesled on the Sabbath, and ote with publicoans and sine
ners with uwnweshed hands-- Hothing could be more abhorent to
the sensibilities and ag9401d rrejudices of this proud people.
sind yet such & men proclaimed himself publicly and persisiently,

the long expected Hessieh, the som of God, the Ulng of the Jews, .

who should restore them to their Xro=g lost pover and greatness,
Is 1t wonderful thet these proud but patisnt people should
view with indignation such pretensions of such a man, especially
the Sadducees, the proudest of them— their near rulers, the Tharie
sees, whose llves were consecrated io the observance of forms
and ceremonies, many ceme from the greet Law Glver of Isgrael
himgelf, and the Seribes and Elders, who were the learmed, the
wise men of these people? Surely not. |
With no iri'everence may we not cite as an example the life
and death,in our om lend and during the Nineteenth centumy, of
Joseph Smith, who claimed to be a messenger from God bearing' a
divine message and who, with his followers, was driven from
¥ew York to Chio, then to Missowri, and finally, after an 1B=
dictment for treasomn, he—wes heanged by a mob. However, his
surviving follomers, with Brigham Young for leader, moved to -
the fer away Utah, where they flowrish toeday, but whose mis-
sionaries, like the Wandering Jew, Jowrney yet throughout the
=B
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length and breadth of the land, and, ©8 we ell Inow, himve made
converts in owr owm nidet. e surol; could not wmve looked on

-

Jegexd it ond hds pretensions vith moyre sugpicion, dlstrunt
and scorm: than 4Aid the Jews on Jesmse. Shorld wo not exercise
the some folimens and comsilderation towexds the Jews that we

would 1like for ourselves In our corwinet touerds Josoph Smith?

e . J— S B o) Uy ry peny EN e =iy e N Capee
Jesus s errestaed in Sethsewrre of aywe tinge betvoen two

frt

and three ofclock of the a. re of Friday, ond tolon belore Annes,
who séems to bave held high place in the politicel affalirs sad
an fx-iigh Pricst, whence e was telen to Caiephas, the then
gh Priest, s vho comvenod the Jewish Court, called Sanhodrin,
oo widieh heard the chvrges rade sgainnt Jesus. ZAccording to
Jowish custon there wes an intermission untlil after the moruing
secrifice, whan thore ves o sceand trial before tho Senhedrizm,
resulting in the conviction of Jesus of the crime of blespheny,
the punisivient for vhich wnder ithe losalc laws was desth, but
the Fomans had deprivoed the Jows of the wight to inflict the
death penelty, except with the a;ymroval of the Noman Procurator.
So Jesus was then carried before Pontius Pllste for his approval
or affirmance of the sentonces A hearing was had before Pilate,
at wvhan in the course thereof it vas developed that the prisoner
was e Gallilean, he was by Pllate's directioms talien before
Horod, the Govornor of the province of (Gallilee and who was thon
in Jerusalem, and after a hearing before Herod Jesus was adjulgoed
guilty, rotwned to Pllate, vho affimed the juignmt, and he
wae on the same day exesuted by crusifixion.

llodern: eritice heve found rany grounds for cyiticism of
theno hearings or trials, and it is elmost wiverselly eontendod
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thnt they were lrvregulsy, wmfair and the outeome wmjust and wi-

1gmiul. Lot us consider:

T4 i3 sold ihe aviest ond vrinl ore the resvit of & cone
guiracy.of the Sexhodrin cad o thon bacorme his judges. As
Iptthew says:

"onen asgonblod toscthor the (hlef Uwioats

and the Gerihes cnd the Dlders of the neonle

2 end consulted thet towe¥ misit teie Jesud By

subblety and kill HirG
vyl e lenguage is:

o oo Yand the Chief DPricsts and the Seribes
souclit hiow they might teke Iim by crefi, end put

Hm to death”

According to Lukie:
#and the Cnief Pricsts snd Seribes scughtéwﬁ '
ghey right 111 him'.
Johnt wrote:
IThen fyoen thet day forbh they took counecl

togetner for to put Him to death” .

¢ rmat not be Torgottem thet the Senhedrin or the Judges
 constbituted tho whole of the judicinl mmehinexy of tho Jews—
there were no grend juries to profer indietments, nor any pro-

gecuting officers— nor, indced, ony levyvers to sssist ln cyimi-

nal trials— the accuseors UCre Both the witnesces and prosocu~
tors. Thepre vere no writien proceases, warrants of arrest or
otherwise— all judiciel cormands wore g‘iven by word of mouth

to the executive officers, who withouvt fwrther ado ozecvted such

orders
cgom in thds tirve aund ca;fltry the Fudres of the Gowrt of
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. Appeals of hentucky, or of the Supreme Court of the ihited
Sta't.es, would not hesitate to consult together and without
other initiative order the errest ond presentment before them
for trial by thom of any person whom they may think gullty of
contempt of the Court, end, yet, we hwve grzmc"i juries and pPro-
secuting officers without number—— Indeed, that very thing has
been done quite recently by our Court of Appeals. The Clrcult
Judges, acting singly and alone, often do likzewise, and whene
ever, in the opinion of a trial judge, some }crime , Zreat or

small, has been cormitted, it is his duty and custom to convoke
the grand jury and cormand them to indict the guilty persons,
oven tho! such must subsequently be brought before him for trial.
The judges all itake an oath to uphold and administer the lew.

So, whon it was nolsed about that Jesus weas guilty of
the most f£lagrant breach of the Mosalc la?:'s—v,‘ wag 1t wnmseemly
thet these judges should cowmsel together to cause His appre-~
hension for trial on the charges?

Again, it 1s said that 1f Jesus had violated the laws,
Judns was an accomplice and, under Jewlsh rules of procedurs,
en accessory hed no place— "that the stream of justice must
not be defiled by the vise of an evil instrument at any point
of its course"; and that the use of Judas to accomplish the ar-

' rest was another illegal step..

Thder modern laws an sccomplice is a competent witness,
but his testimony must be corroborated, so that & conviction
may not be had on his testimoRY alone. So the Jewish rule
was more favoreble to the accused than any modern rule of
practice.

‘ However, it will be noted that Judas gave no testimony
e



cgninat Jeouvs at all; tho most of ids oifendiiy; was thet he
idemtifiod Him to the arresting officers, just as any bye
standor night Lave donee Quoting Dvon Jolm: % # o fand the

O
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core Lo toke Him"” e—e
: o
"Then eome tho officers without IHnm and wore ordered, Ty

havo yoo ot brougid HIm"? Jesus said, "o shell seoek me
. 4 t 4
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and shell not £ind me", Of cowrse, iz snocch wos fiswmae

£

and vhore I am thither 7o ean not

Q

tive, for continwod He,
coue”, showing thet o had rofovence 1o 7is advent wmio
Jdoaven, but the Jows did not so wderstand m, for said they:
"fhen seid the Jows amomg thomselves, whither vwill Ie go,

that we ohall not find Hm? 111 He go wnto the disncrscd
mnong the Gentiles, and teach the Gentiles”?

It 1z ovident thet Jeosus wes avtemoting o ovade them,
Imowing thet His time was not yeot come, Por it is éai&’.-—- oG
"then woent e also up unto the feast, not openly, but ag ii
vere in secret". Mnd, egein: "Thevofore, they sought agein
to talze Ilim; but e esceped cut of their hends”. The only
ect of Judas was to point him oubt to the arrvesting officers.

Under our laws, the wife can not {with ome exeeption)
tostify, nor be required to tegbify, against her husband.
Yot, should she point him out to the sheriff, who melres his
arrest, would 1t not bo the greetest sophistry to argue thot
for this roason the husbandd trial following such arrest
would be wfzir or m.just? |

It is further snid that the arrest was 1llegel because
made at night. The Goepels do not £ix the procise hour, but
historiens tell that it was botwoenm two and thwrce of the morme
ing, and It ic mot cortain viwother 1t wse the night or ey
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The Biblo says, Tand the evening and the moyning wore the
first dey". But in Egypt the dey bogen an howr bofore sume-
up and onded an hour efter sun-down, ond in certain montl

1t rose at about tiwee o'clock, whilo from [epreh till July
34 roso neopvor two, and the day comwuncing wien any izt
bocame visible, 1t would appeoy fron profance history that

the arrest was had by day. iowover, according to Johm, the
officers, lod by Judes, come with "lanterns and torghes”,
indlecoting hie night; and when arrested Josus caid (Luke)
"put this is your hour and the power of dayimess®, Yot

e, & little while before imd sald to “otor (Tulke) "the

cock shall not crow this dny, before that thou shall thrice
demy tbat. thou Imowest me". IHatihew says, guoting Jesuss
iverily I say unto thee, that this night before the coek
crow, thou shalt demy me thrice® ,~while Mayl puts it - fyerily
1 say wmto thee, that this dey, even 1n this night, before the
cock crow tWree, thou shalt deny me thrice] using both words,
day and night,and showing that the exact time of the arrest
ues not deemed important. /fter the first hearing before the
Senhedrin, it is seid that "straightwey in the morning’ the
second hoering was held, Implying that the arroat rust have
been made before 1t was mnorning,

e innibition of Jewish law to make en arvest, in a
capltal case, in the might~time did not anply whem tho ac-
cused was taken in the act of camaitting the erime. The charge
egeinst Jeeus wes Blasphory, and if guilty et all, his had
been o continuing offense for weeks, as he had during all
thot time been publicly procleiming His Messishship, the whole
of Thursdey night being so occupled even to the cctusl arrost,
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for the seripture says, "And while he yet svele belold e siultie
tude with swords and staves' fx. So, sdmitiing that tihe ave

rest o8 ab night, wet it scee to hreve bheen Justified; then,

3

t00, it will be recalled that Jesus, es the Jeus lmnd Lvery roce
son 10 belicve, vwas trying to evade ~:wost and melte his nscane.
Criticism is mede thrt Jogws vasg first talken bofore Annas,
an Xehigh i’.'.:*ieﬁt-? o reference is made of this occurrence s
eny of the fow Goswels seve Jolm, who uses those worde: Yang
{(thoy) led him away to Annas first, for he wes fathepreinelaow
to Ceisphas, which was the (ligh Priest that seme year. ¢ %
soy Annag hed sont him bownd unto Calaphas, the Idgh Priest”.
If Jesus was wnlewfully questioned by Ammms, =s is cleimod, ve
find no ascecownt of 1t in the Gospsels, but even po, it is_of
easy explanction, for Annes was the big men of Jerusglem, the
political boss, and it was but naturel that the arresting offia-
cors should advise with him as to the nroner mrocedure-—but ag
stated we find no record that Annes over esked Jesus cven one
questiong he nmerely caused him to be teken forthwith before
Calaphas,~ manifestly the proper thing to do. ;
It has also bean said thet Caiaphas subjected Jesus to
e privete exemination, vhich was wnlawful for the resson that
even the lowest Jewish Court consisted of three Juiges. If
g0, that was merely e preliminery cxamination to ascaﬁain ‘
if thore were rcasoncble grounds for mresentment of the accused
before the great cowrt for trial. Ceortainly it could not, umder
the facts given us, at the vory worst even so rmoh as approach
the "third degree” mothods mracticed elmost wiversally in our
om comntry et the present time, Neither Habihou nor liark moabeg
mention of such an ezaz:ﬁnafion—-——in fact they, in texms, soy thot



vﬂ ien Jesus was brought bofore Cailaphns there ilien —ove assembled
with him "all the Chief Priests end the Eldere and the Seribes®,
and it is evident from thcir sccount that the first session of
the Sazﬁmdrinv(gpeneci end the firgt Jewish irial hnd. ILuke gays
nothing of an examination bafore Ceicphas, nor one word of the
first trial, contonting hinvseld wiih the neager gstotorment that
Jesus wae "brought unto the iigh Priost's house” : that Peter
followed afay off end later denicd the Jevior, ond ofter on hour
denied Iiim agein, and that iis captors mocked snd derided Jesus,
and then describes the second trial which ocowrred, as he says,
"as soon as it vas day". As steted, Joln alone specks of an
examination by Caiaphas, and omltting all reforence to other
thuings, viz: the asccusations of Peier by those who .rore uarving
ot the fire and Peter's denials and the striking of Jesus by
the offlicers, we quote Jolm's ezitim agocumt of whelt havpencd
when Jesus was brought to Caiaphas:
"The High Pricst thon asked Jesus of his dise inles
and of his doctrine.
Jesus enswered him, I spake openly to the world;
I ever teught in the Synmgogue and in the Temple,
¥hithor the Jews always resort; and in secret hove
I said nothing.
Wiy ask thou me? Ask thom which heard me what I have
said wnto thems bohold they Imow vhet I said % ¢ =
# i Then they led Jesus from Cais.phaa wmto the
hell of judgment; and it wes esrly; and they thene
selves went not wnto the judgment hell,lest they
should be defiled; but thet they mirht eat the
- Pagsover,

Pilate than wirnt out wate thom ond said, wint
13 '
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accusation hring ye sgeinst this men?"

This "judgment hall” wes not the Court of the Sanhedri:n, '
but the nalace of Pllinte, the Romer Covernor,= & Geatile home “
shich no Jow could entcr during the time of the Tassovar withe-
out being defiled, and so Pilate, In respset to Jowish customs,
went out to thews.

e point out tiwse things to emphmeize tho fret that Johm
moakos no spocific rofercnce to olther the first or sceond {nox
indeed to any) trial before the Sanhicdrin, nor Lo any Judpent
of & Joewish Court, end only by inference can it be gathered
from his eccount that there was any sitting of the Senhedrin
at all or any jundguent whniever of that Court, bub Hatthew and
snpk both malre perfecily clear there wore itwo separate tricls
bofore the J eﬁish Senhediin: Sd that we must almost necoccerily
conelude thet the exanminetion of Jesus by Calaphaes weas had in
open Court and on one of those two Jewish trials, and thai ‘thore
wes no 1llegel private cxamination of the accused as has becn
charged. ,

Many other objections heve been urged egainst the logality
of this triel, viz:

(8). Becouse the Sanhedrin sat et night.

(b). Because iis meeting was before the morming sacrifice
at sun rise.

(¢}, Because it wes on a Feast Day-- the Feast of Unleaven=-
od Breed.

(d) . Because it was on the day before the Jewish Sabbath.
(e). Because Caiaphas, the High Trlest rent his clothos.
(£). Because the igh Priest voted first instead of last.

2
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Leferring to theseelt is not ~t all cortain thet thore

)

was a triel by night, even If forbi Jden by Jewieh law,= whicl
also Is & mattor of question,- for oo we have sJef | the arrest
was between two and timroc o'clock a. M., and it vas then pose
sibly s 1f not Jrobably, day, and as it ocourred i the Trrdon
of Gethsemane on the loumt of Olives » & point enat of Jeruste
lom,- put how Tor we are not advised,e- 1t certaninly consumed
consldercble time for the ervestiug party teo walk to the City,
and if Jesus wes first p‘res?;nted o and sexamined by Anmes, this
also required time, and 1f oxamined by Caiaphas still more time,
end then the trizl wes had. Voi, conceding thet the first trial
wng ot night, there wns a scemdé trlal before the Sanhedrin

-

which Hatthow seys was hed Pwhen the morming wes come®. Iaxk
says, 'And streightway in the morning” it oceccwrred. Tuke says
it was, "as soon as it was days; and Johm says only "and 1t was
early", and it is evident the seecond trial was not by night.
Ve heve foumd no sceriptuwrel denial of the promricty of

the sitting of the Iigh Court bofore the morning secrifice, or
o a feaat day, or the day before the Sabbath, nor any reguirs-
nent that the High Priest shall volte last of the momborsj; but
even i1f so, thcae were matters of detial whieh could net affect
the merits of the case or tend to result in substontisl injury
to the accused. loses did say: "Uheover not your heads, nor
rend your clothes”, but probebly this was to lend digzitsr to
the Judges, and an oversight of the injunction could hardly be

said to affeet the legality of the findings of the Jourt.
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Owr Gonstitutions, both State cnd Federal, gusrantoe to .
every accused a speedy cud miublie triel, bul these ters are
reletive in thelr asplication, and wonths and somctines soovs
pass after the charge and before the trial, and freqguently
trials are conducted, Tfor Toa song deamed sufd cient,' belhiing
locizcd doors ond adiiscion is hed only by tieket: Uhile thore

no such oxpress siotute, custom requires that trials he

e
s

by day and not in the night timeg yet no one would seriously
camplain that e trial was, controry to custom, begue before
brealfast or continued after anight fall, =nor thot any of these
minor irregularitics sffect the logality or fairmesz of & triel.
The noxt objection uwrged,= that the Judges were hwatile
o the accused,~ was truly more serious, if well telen. In
order o disqualify = Judge, there muat be shown game porsonal
animosity tovards the prismmer,- not merely abhorvence of or
mjudice egainst the crime chawrged eg;ainst hime. Jesus was
accused of Blasphemy, the grovest chorge wmder Jewish law,
end especially odlous to those charged with the maintensnce
of law,— but wmless the Julges entertained some hostility
towvards Jesus pez‘sénally, and which they would not have had
mder the same cirewnstances against feter, James or Jolm upon
e siniler charge, then they were not disgualifisd. Jesus wes
striking at the very fundementals of Jewish customs and insiie
tutions so as to alerm those in power, but 1t ia evident that
1t was not Jesus in person, but rether the things thet he had
sald and done end threatened to do against which this feeling
wag directed, -
& -Juror is incampetont if he has formed and exnressed en
ordnion regrrding the prisowor's guilt or innoccnce,--not so
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Lwith e judge who his a judielal qiind, capsble of discriminating.

Indood, the Senhedrin was the only Court heving jiorisdice
tiony it was the most august tribunal in the world at thet time,e-
compoacd of soventyeone judges, soue of whom woere the personal
frionds of the accused and wiw loved him, Ilo other tribuwmal
nng ever been cussected before which the triel could or ghould
have beer had,

Prior to hils arrcst, when the Pharlseos were chiding the
of flcers {or not having tslen him and vere condomming Jesus,
ildcodemus chided them, as it is related by Ste Jolm:

"iicoderms sayeth anto them (he that came to

Jesus by night) doth our law judge any men, hefore

it hear him, and imow Jhat he doeth??

Glcodenmus was e norber of the Sanhedrin and one of the Judges--
Could 1t be said that he was hostile? Ilo more could it be
sald of others of the Judges, es will herecfter be nobed,

This uitcrance and the judieclel poise indlceted thercby would
do nhonor 4o any Judge of any age or land.

The rule universal in its application is that any oppo-
sition to the pergomnel of a Court must be made at tho earliest
stage ol the proceedings, olse 1t is deemed to be waived; and
in neithor divine nor profane uistory is there so much as an
intimation that Jesus interposed objection to any mesber of
the trisl Cowt. Om thie contrary it 1s evidont that Jesus
recognized the supreme euthority of this Cowurt, for it is seid:

"Then s peke Jesus to the multitude, and to his
disciples, |
Saying, the Scribes and the Pharisces sit in
iioses! sest;

A11l therefore, whatsoever iher hid wou ohaorve,

17—



that observe and do. (iatte 23 = 1)

It secrms too clear for srguwient thot the Sanhedrin were compee
tent and not disqualified.

fle now come to the crucial point of the discus lons ng
the trial as hed e folr one and eccording to cstablished uvmage?
Vere the inhorent rights of the llazarene, ae a man, given the
saxne orderly conslderntion due wnder sinilar circumsionces 40
any other member of the Jewish mace?

The orderliness of modern courts waes not then knmown when
the witnes:os veore also the accusers or nroscoutors es well ag
the exscutinmmorsw— the proceedings wore the rather disorderly,
ez at present in Itallan Couwrts, where tiie nrisoners are cone

. —
. . oL
fined during trial in iron cages whence they scresm gibe st

the witnes:.es ad libitum and denownge Judges, Jurors and .Qi’fi-
cers to thelr hearts content and keep the Cowrt in e comtinual
- uproar. Ve can imagine the confusion in & Cowrt com.osed of
seventye~ome Judges, with numerous witnesses or prosscutors all
talking as, and as long as,they chose, the officors also teiing
& hend at their omn pleasure, and all, no doubt, et times talke
ing and gestlculating at one and the same time,-- and all of
them Jews. But such was the system in vogue and we must so
consider it.

Tt will be useful io consider briefly the makeup of this
Com. The Samhedrin wes a continuance of the Court organized
by lioses in the wilderness, and called the Great Cowncll end
consisting of seventy of the Priests and Elders, as stated in
Tunbers XI « 16, viz: |

. "Gathor wnto me 70 of the Elders of Isreel whom
]G



thou lmowest to be the eldest of the people and
fricers of them; and bring then wrto the tabornacle
of the corgregetion thed they oy stand with theo%.
The Iigh ‘rieet wvas i1l Chiel of the seventy and loses, the jro-
siding officeor, comzlolod the soeventyeone,
In later yeoarg this Gourt comsiciod of tivree constituont

marts, vi

[}

: tvonty=-threo wriocsts, twenty-thiree scribos and twontye
three elders, with two nrosiding officers, malking soventiy-ome, |
and was then called the Sanhedrin end was the suprene tribumel
of the Jews, not only In judicisl meiters, but‘m rattoyrs of
goverment, sducrtion and religion es well- It Iws been said
that "no more zugust tribumel has ever interoreted or adminise-
tered justice or religion to man®,

“he guelificitiors for memborsiip om this Cowrt were rigld;
ne must be a Jew by lineal descent, learmed In the laws; must
have hed judicisl exvporience and be an sccomplished linguist,
femiliay with the tongues of all neig}zﬁcrizag netions,- modest,
popular, of good awpenyrance, plous, strong, cowrageous and withe
out haughty demeenor— end tho' possessed of all these, he vo.s
ineligible wmless 'he had gome regulay trade, occupstion or proe
fesalon by © fiich he mede a livelihood. o old rur was gualified,
nor one who nevor head cehildren, nor eny bastard, nor any young
men-- he must be et least fordly vears of rgee A vlace upon this
Court wes the hipghest honor to which a Jew could espire, the'
it carried no compensation,

This Court and its laws wore jéalous of the righte of
every accused and none could be convieted by a mjor’iﬁy of lesns
than two votes.

£g belore observed, thare vere no progccuting officors-—-



e tostimony of the witnosses corgtituted both indietment
and evidence, end while o lawyors ove allowed to annoanr
against hin, 1t was ncee 9300y that tvo members of the Court
should apnear for the fecused and sco thet the rules of lew

fere obsorved and nis ights nrotectad. COirer matanticl ovie

dence wes never pemnitiod in eriminal eascs—only ove witnosse
@8 eould be heard, and no one could be ¢ onvicted of a capital

offenge wnless at lonut two witnesses test ified to the matere
ial feets of the case, and the testimany of thesze 1vo rmust
egree throughout, otherwise there wag on acquittal., And,
strange to sevr, it wes required that eaeh wvitness wmust prove
the vhole casey it not being allowable, oo with us, that core

seln facts be ostablished br one witness and otlior faets by
another; each wilnoss must lmow it all o nid they must Sully
agree o to all materinl circiumstances.

The witnesses wore none of them sworn, though esch wes
solemnly wormed to tell the truth., o accused wag compelloed
to give testimony sgeinst himself, though his confession 4n
Court of gullt was compotent, and a confession out. of Couxrt
could be established by two witnesses.

Before this Eigh Cowrt end wder such rmiles of practice
wag brought for trial Chriet, the Yezarene, cherged with £he
cyime of Blasphemy, the pumisiment for which was death.

"And he that blasrhemeth thic nore of the Lord,

ho shell surely be put to death, and 211 the CONgro-

gotion shall certeinly stonze him" &o.

There 1s a great difference of opinian regarding the pere

scanel of this Court, and one writer, wging the illegality

of the trial, coneludes that Cama liel,~ one of 4L Seribos 5=
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cc«uld not have been presont for the reason that he was the
grestest wnd purest lawyer of his time and & stickler fox
the strictest rcgerad for legal formiz sng procoedure, end he
would not have perticipated in an illegal trial, rnd magh
the sume things sre said of tliose pioug Tiders ¢ lcodemus
ond Jeseph, of Arimathes-e but sueh Teasoning ls manifouily
msownd and begs the guestion Y, asswiing 28 true the vorTyr
tilng sought to be demastreted, viz: the ilicgality of the
triale If the absence of these men were showmn otherwise,
it might be plausible to argue that, without theirp reetire ine
ing Influence, the other merbors of the Court might or Pro=
bably did hold an ilisgal session of the Court, So, if it
be shom that these men vore setvally present, the reasoning
utlerly falils,

It is to be regretied thet the Cospel writers have given
8o fow of the details of “heso trials, but profane higtory
shove that these threo mem were of the soventywcne Judges -
in fact thils seems to be admitted by all, lsrk cloerly states
t’wt the fml Court perticipated in the trial, viz:

"pnd they lcd Jesus awey to the ligh Priest; sng
¥ith hin were a.“semb ed 2131 the Chicf Priosts and the
Elders and the Seribes”-w

this with reference to the Pivat hearing, angd speaking of the
second trial he says:

"And straightway in the morning the Chief Priests
held & consultation with the Elders and the Sem.bes,
and the wvhole cowncil®, |

i t‘t}mw uses those words:

"How the Chicf Priceis and Elders and the councii?

L
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fad egeln he says:
"Then the morning ves came ALL the Chief Priegctis

Tlders of the Meople too"' c"ﬂ"zcil“ —

2

.53
omitting to neme the ¢ & \cr%he« Lt terme,= but ; ieoderug end
J08enh were Ilders und,\:»crlbes‘
luke says: “"The Tlders of the people and tiae
Chief "riests and the Scribes came together” .
Jom makes no referonce whatever to e meribership
of the Court,
dence 1t seems rensonably sure that the entire geventy=-
one wore mresont and participeted in the triel,- whille rrofens
hlstory tells us Gemall iel, thet plous srd lesrned lawier, together
with & priest newns i, Ferada, defended the Savier end represented
M in the triel, |
. If the shoence of these three men, Gampliel, JFoseph
and Nicodemus, could be ux rged a8 any ovidense of an illepal and
wiair triel, thon by o perity of reasoning their r rosence, if
shown, would be evider.ce of a jJust and legaul considers xbion of
the rights of the accused.
That witnesses were hesrd on the trial must be
admitted. According to iatihew they
soush Palse witness dghingt Jesus to pub Iidm
to death, but fowmd nme. Yoe, tho many false
witnesges came, yet found they none'-e
evidently meaning that the testimony of thoge wid wicsses, though
thoere were many of them proved (Possibly wnder the CI'OSS~CXaming e
‘tlon of Gemeliel end Narada) Insufficient to measure up %o the

requirencats of the law and varrent a comviction., nef orring to

-l



t:he same ogccwriences, ilary says:
"For mony bore false witness ageingt [Mm, but
tihoso witnesses arpeed not toscther',--
showing that those two judges appointoed to protoet the legal
rights of the accused nust nve polnicd out to the Cowrt the
discrepancics in the testinony and its fs.i*.:ure 0 satisly tho
law, even tho'! given by meny wiinesses. |
Firaily, ceys Hetthew, efter the continued failwre of "roof:
"4t the last came tuo false wilitnesses, and saiq,
This fellow =said, I am able to destroy the temple of
God and to bulld it in three days”,-
the two witnecces apperently sgresing in thsir itestimony as ve=
guired by law, 2md, thorefore, the Iigh Pricost dermnded to know
of Josus AT he really claimed to be ithe Christ, the Son of God,
and to which Jesus assented; and the Court therefors adjudged
Him gullty of Bliasphemye. o
It would not be fair {0 anii mentlon of the fact that lerk
expresses the opinion that even these last witnessos did not coree
together in their testimonmy, but he says there came ceriain saye
g :
e heard Him say, I will destroy this temple
that 1s made with handa and within tlree daye I
will build another made without hands",
The use of the plurel pronoum Mwe' indlientes that a2t leaznt o
witnesses made thils statement— if so they agreed; there is ro
disagreoment shown, or if so, it must have been immaterial, for

surely the learned lawyer, Gamalilel, would quiclkly have pomtedl

t ovt 1o the Judges 1If it existed.



ind when Jesus wes called on by the Ohisf Pricst to ’
malze defense and was askoed:
ATt 'h’,:sc‘r;,he Christ, the son of the Blesund’e,
he prompily answerad:
"I am; and ye shell see the son of mar aitting

on the right hand of »ower and eoming in the clouvds

of Heaven¥,.

“het more could Gemeliel wnd ¥erada do or sov on huis
vehinll, when J‘esus had in oper Court confessed tho truth of
the chnrgos made by these witnesses?

o coubt rmany of the witnesses relatad frets rapnrding
other acts of Jesus in defience of Jewizh laws and CUTLONS ,-
as eating with rublicans snd sinners and with wweshad handsa,
associaving with herlote and drmlords, comrending the i slatrous
Sarmriten, while eonderming the Pricst and the Lev Loy hcvl_*zg
upon the Sebbeth and in meny ways shoving Tis disregard for the
custons and observances of the Jews, rreseriboc 1 by ihe sasred
laws of Hoses, but these were nussed by the Gorrt g of minor
importance, and the judgment of the Cowrt was directed to the
more scrlous offense of Blésphem which was proved br the wig-
nesses, end then adrmitted by the Savior.

Jesus wes claiming to be CGod, the son of Jehoveh and the
long promised HMessiah, and which in the eyes of the Jews was
the most flagrant Blasphery— to try to induvce the people to
renounce thelir sllegiance to Jehovah ard go off after other
Gods. loses had said to them:

"These are the statutes and j udgments wilch
Je shall cbsecrywe to de iu the land, vhich the Tord

God of thy fethers giveih thee 1o possess it, a1l



the days thet ye live wpon the eaxilh”, o+ &

TIf there erise among you & prophet or a dreamer
of dyomms cnd glveth thes a siym or e wonder, ond the
sign or ithie wonder cone Lo pass, whereof he syenlosnt
mbo thee = < & thou 3hwll not heayken 1mtio Thae Uords

Y

of thnt wrnphot or thalt drcamor of dromme *+ o+ & thot

£

prophwet or tust dreswer of drecems sirll be wult to
death, wccause He hellr spoken to tum you ocway fron
the Lord yowr Zod". (Deut. 12 & 13)
1 could not bo denied thet the witnesscs {tho oyl
%ﬁfﬁ}?ﬁ to0 them ac felse vwitnesses) spoke svbstantiallyr the
truth, for Jokn says, (2 - 10}
"Fesus answered and seid wnto them, destroy

- will meise it wpt,

]

this temple exd in three days
and the Jews in emezement ens zereds
*Forty end six yosrs was this temple in building
end wilt thouw resr it uwp in three days®e
To say that the JTudges were aliogether wrong; that Jesus
was @od, doos not satlsfy the mind thet the trial wes 1llegal
or wifalr-— e large vercentage of 2ll cases in the courts of
man are decided wronge. It would bg too nmeh to expect these
mroud Jews, the vietlms of thousands of years of persccutiocn,
to believe for en instant that this man, poorer then the fozxes
end birds of the ajir, was really the Hessimh who should come
with victorious hosts, blare of trmmmets and glitter of gold
and jowels to yveclaim for the Jews their long lost splendor
end dominion. | o
So, alter the proor uns Loard, cod the vobe trlrern, 1t
appeared thelt everyone of the Judges veoted sgainust Josus s Top

L3
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MRk saya:

1

“And they A1L condermed Iim %o be gutliy of Jdonth'.

[64]

wely, Ganaliel, nemed the piovs and junit, o riost lecrned
lawyer and stickler for the full obscrvance of every law snd
custor, had pointed out every cireumsiance ihat rilecht favor

the accused. It wss said of him that with hinm e sigyr of
TR RLNTE the law hes deparbed. Paul, the Apostle, studied
widey him and Barmebas and Stephen wore of his foilas 8. li@
defended the Apvostles and saved them from o senteonce aof decth.
Ficodemus loved the Savior and inciurred denger imsell

in spesking ox his behalf, and laier broaght syrrh 20f spices

W P - .
Joserh of Arimathea, the Hoble Centurian® s oz e friend

i later geeretly (fearing eritieisn of e gollesues} bogmod
tle Sevior's body ond interved it in his oun Lomb. |

These three men each voted Jesus to he guildy, for as we
teve ceen the entire scventyeone were presat, 4nd | ark says,
they ALL condemmed him 1o denth,

It would hard:tz} bive been nrobable thut Jesug wes desied
the rizhit to call witnosses in his behalf oy was required Lo
glve evidence ngainat himself, as ks been cnarged, ~hen L& had
such defendors and with sueh stewch Friends om tne Cowrt. o
r«zith,egfses ¢ould have been eallod who would not have made Jesus'
guilt more anparant from the Jewish viewpolint, and when called
onr to presert o defanse, the accused frankly confesaed himsols
to be guilty of an infraction of the oscic lewe ile cume into
Jerusalen £z a Ting, awmed o mititude, waving E}?ﬁzxc?ﬁ‘zés bs'_rzd

palns ond erying Hoganneh,
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S0, whatevor may acld of oanw prior

is swre viet by Jewilsh ciexdords Jesus pas

oo

g0 realized: it is e mivorsal rulc of procodure that OrTors
not affscting the ovbstantial rights of & litigant, do not ren-
Ger the triel illegal. Another rule of law is thnt in overy
court of geroxoal jurisidetion, wless tho record 1tzell disg-
closos meterial lvregularity, ell the oroeccadings uve nresuned
to be Iin coxdovmliy with tle lavw~ 7w Padersl Constitulion proe
vides that esch stats shwll give £211 feilh and credit Lo the

judiclal proceedings of ovory other stotoe It hwes hoeum gaid

by Geenleaf, one of our rectest sritere:

13 ey o B - . o = o

I e vogerd Jecus simnly as a Jewlsh citizan
. ap & BTe wn,e 3uS b R L 4 wryones rersonn
and with ne higher c¢iuracter, hils conviction coomg

. substantieily right in point of law. # % o . 1 is

not easy to porcelive on what grommd his comdned could
have boun defonded belore any tribmel, wiless .'x_zz;: X
thet of #His supereiiman cxm.c"» cter. Iip lawyer, it is

concelved, would

any other basis”,

Some say that the Sanhedrin heod

£3T v amnn

-,
.*. 03

tidnk of placing hisz

defense upon

fallen Prom ite owse high

esvote and its members were ind ced by politice and led by

the cuning nend of Amnas, the Ix-high Prlest. Yet, ihe sone
bee boen sald, at some time, of the Cowrts of every lend; nnd

even 80, it = the highest end best Court the Jews hiad,
viewed fiox any angla, whether the accounts of the Gozpel
writers, or rules tnd presumpbions of the laws of all come
tries, it would appear that the judgmenit of the Senhedrin was
justified

-,a Fe=



f‘?O‘t’f.’iﬁ?ﬁ}tai’zﬂiiﬂg thelr fudgent oy guiit wnd death, ihe
Jews, a subject meople, hind no ight to enfavce it; the power
of 1life and de~th had been talen Py them v Lo and one
Han only In all Judenh had zuely Dover, Peapytius Pilets, the
2103%;1 Govarmor, and it was aboolubals- nee,nnary that he £ e
-mﬂove Lhe Fewish judgomt s thet 1% be effective s> 08 the con-

denmed wng lod before Pilute,

-

ienieanor, while tlwn claywoy of e sccoeing ruiiitude alfarnded

1lg gensne of nro riety. T cirrge that Jests xd blasphencd

e Jewish dod fownd 1itile PEYOr With him, end be eould ot -
sgres thet bleod chould be #pilt Yor whnt seemed 4o tuim =1}
trivizl an offonse; hence efter an aXemination, oo oo his cuge
tort, he anmouwncad that he Townd no feult with Jesus e.nd refused
to afri’irr" the judgrent of tue Senhedrin,

This wee ihe ond of the Jewish o Zecelesisstical trial,

ond aven though 21l ih 1llesalitics ciatmed o ¢ the irinl in

faot eXisted, yet all such were overcome end held for x:aught

when Pllsteo reversed this judgment and deciined o aloree 1t,

Jegug vos sxeented, not by virdue of the

hédrin at 2)i— this md beon snmulled cnd Tl aubsoguent trisl
before the Roman Jovernor slone was authority for his darth,
That this is trve ig 'berne out by the fact tihoi tae penlzitvient
L’mflictfﬁ?;- decth by ¢ veifizion, - was o peymitied undop
Jewish lavs— their riode of cxecution wae hy Livrning, sirangling,
decaitation or s‘tof".:!_ng. Crucifixion wen the veng ity mrescribed
by Romwrn lew For 4he cyime of reasa, 1t belrp welistass wiint &
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certain Homan Geroral erwveificd itwoe thowwsand Tews in ono dowr

2

o the getes of Jerusaler.

Tl AT R A * = Tl A L
JOtS Hoss T, e T e T SAECE 3G AT

bheen held so lightly, wore still =zt

P 2 - - A *5e . s
ilate aumounced hie findiags on the appenl, ot

Ea L Sey T AU Ly o Y PR R
aomed tielir cianrga of Blagiheny and osvefevred 1w cccumak

that Jeuws Wnd Aafled tho authworiby of Bowo od vag oalliy of
treasme. Jlony Bee Sutidmet Rim, e ool ingg
e stirrsth we the neople, teschlng Uwough
out ell Juden, hoglilng fran Gallilos to 4.ig »izce”.
(Luze 22 « 3}
"rig vea g vioy ol tne facd

oo s e fly s Do & n i,

Geonarly Tinions
EER D % - . Pl e Lo & = . N - = T P

itk the uitnost coverity— 1o incite the pecsls tiug wes an ate

4 o ) . e S L 39 - ” - £33 - T et b S TR X ", oy .
tack upon Rome and lts svor-lordsidp. And when Cllicte loarned

and sent Jesus to lerod, whe Tas (overnoer of
who was then in 3‘ émtsalem.
dgrod was ocagor, DY reasm of hig long erviity, to ,f;zzﬁgé
the Bavior, ond ihers wes a trlel hofore him, vhen, Talre sorm:
Ang the Chilef rlesobe and Seribes stoed mnd
Tehonently accused HIin"',
The ocutcome of this n-‘:‘arhw ls wmeertain, tho' it iz seid the
Hered Yaot Hin ot nmawshd and nocked it and eriuved Him in a
gorgeous rche end sort kim azain to Mliate". Vihethor these
words Imoly thet Josws wra ediudged gullty is hard 4o say, for
1511;92*’ Jllate snotze as if Jored had fownd ne fodt i dim: but

P 1o .
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sor’c'b}z:‘;: g ococwrrald tuet guve lleyod favor in oo ostimation of

Miate,— quoting ILuke agnin:

A
it a A 1

o B - leyor TrE Yo m ey T ST e s 3
Ard the amee do7 Tilate o:d Terod wiove v-ode

frierds togotiherr, for bofore they vwere o4 ernity

themaclives®™,
Zefore Pilote 1t mae chavged speinst Jesus:

e foumd this fellow kezﬂ&v&tim tie yation

that #¢ himsclf is Chwist, 2 Hing". (Iuke 05 - 2.
Lirese were grere ccousstiong~ yet Pilete was locihe 1o comsie
der them exnd coudemm . thw occused, Tor i 4imes he anied

"hy, whet ovil heth he doue'? Fhewewsor Lo Jeus, bin socue

Vi)

. =i C o m . b 1
ore, In des ervtion, cried:

If thiom let this pan go thou art not Carser's

§4
1
}3:.

end; whososvor maketh himgell o Ting snenizath
3 2
ampingt (osaed’s

This vwas 6 dlireet thrust et Pllete hineelld snd wihiech went hiome

(B

giving hin peuse.

dione of the nighly technieal prules of vrectice rrevelling
in the Court of the iebrevws could govern this Fomar Fudpe, who
condueted his Cowrt gu he cnose, shwowing revey 2né leoniencs
according to his humor. Yel this open tlrest of the sugry
Jews broughlt him svddenly to realize that he himgelf micht be
charged with treason in case he held 1igitly this indictment
against Jesus involving most trcrsonsble maticrs.

Treason 1s an iusulil to the di@zity snd an eitack upom
the sovereighty of e ruler— Yo grester crime was Imown to
Fomen lew. o stir up thwe oeople, to \.gezﬂel\t the urtlon was
sedition, a form of ireasom; to Torbid the giving of {ribute

I L7
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Lo Cassar wos oven worpe— it Wes a cnallensc of Romsn 2overe

e .-

o LR A ¥+

<. - 3 2 o r.d Ry X ) %3 v
edlgnty in Plestine, s defionce of ~te lougy

&

§::In a8 Tiigh $reagor

8L &

L 4

Tiboridéus Cmssar, the oman mperor, io said 4o Lnve boon
ne moct morbid, jealous end cappies ous tyrant wio hwd ever
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that I should not be delivoved o the Jews; but

rov is my idngdom not from hence™ (Jolm 18 - 30)
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chogen vrace &nd as 2 nation through the rogularly constitute .
authorities and not by the rabble,— t0 contrast huran instie
tutions, howvever excellent, with the perfeciion of God's plan,
to the utter discomfltwre of the former.

To this end was it not intended that Jesus should be Hube
jocted to trial under the forms of human law before the most

learned Cowrt of the oldest nnilen of earth and agein by the

- Court of the regnant comtiy of the ‘*or!:ﬁ~ & regular trial,

a felr trial, In order 4’4.% e Ssmo-'fectim-s, frailtios and
injustice of mwaan instliutions, at their very best, nmight be
exposed to the scornful eyes of & world.
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