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This curious stateimciib, wvhichi le:ies ont of accounit the
trial before Caiaphas and ttie charge of blasphemy at the
saine time, does so on the ground that the disciples and the
evangelists could neyer know what happened at a trial for
blasphemy, for only the judge a nd witnesses could be pres-
ent at such a p)roces.s. It is intimated by the author that
this Caiaphas incident is brought in to unfairlv implicate the
Jews in the condeinnation of our Lord ; but there is no suffi-
cient reason for the rejection of the record, and there are
several ways of accounting for the securing of the informa-
tion given. Whetber 11e were an ordained teicher or not,
we may hold that Jesus was condemned before Caiapbas and
the Jewish rulers for blasphemy. 1 think there cannot be
urged a contradiction between the statenients of Mattbew,
Mark and Luke that there was a hearing before Caiaphas,
before any took place in the civil courts and that of John
who, as if lie knew of the synoptic relation of the matter,
says Jesus was brought to the bouse of Annas first,
and then goes on to say what occurred at the high-priest
Caiapbas' bouse -the intimation of the ohange of place be-
ing, as it seenis to me, fromt some unexplained cause founid
in the middle of tbe account, in verse 24. lie follows this
up, of course, with the bearing before Pilate.

In regard to the false witnesses, the author dlaims that
Mattbew is the only Gospel wbich speaks of these as sought
out, and that bis accounit is a departure from the other
naratives. The truth, bie thinks, is not that false witnesses
were sought; but that tbev came, and that the high-priest
and the counicil sought to ascertain whether their testimony
were false or not. Luke and John omit any reference to
witnesses in the trial before tbe councîl, and, as to the re-
cord of Mark, it assnredly does appear to differ from.that of
the first evangelist. Mark says, Mark xiv. 55ff.: Now
the chief priests and the whole council sought witness
again8t Jesus to put him to, death ; and found it flot. For
many bare false witness against bim and their witness agreed
not togretber. And tbere stood up certain, and bare false
witness against bim, saying, We heard him say, I will des-
troy this temple that is made witb hands and iii tbree days
I will huild another made without hands. And not even s0
did their witness agree together. And the bigh-priest stood
up in the midât and asked Jesus, saying, Answerest tbou
nothing 1 What is it which these witness against thee 1"
The account proceeds to, intimate that the higb pri6st did
not press this question, but turned his attention to the
dlaims of Jesus to the Messiahsbip. Tbis passage says no
word about the seeking of witnesses, and favours a close sif t-
ing of the evidence sncb as is contended for ; but one can see
that Mark's meaning clearly is, that witnesses of any kind
were sought, but that true witnesses were not found. Matthew
mnst beunderstood, in this waytoo: not as meaning that
it was the only purpose of the J.ewish. anthorities to, find
false witnesses, but that they sought any kind of testimony,
and in their search secured much that was false. I conceive
that the real search of tbe rulers would be for reliable rather
than unreliable evidence.

Tbe writer of the tractate denies that there was any
judgmient of Jesus as worthy of death before a Jewisb tri-
bunal, for the reason that such would bave been against
their own law. Hie calîs Luke and John as witnesses
against Matthew and Mark ; but the lack of express men-
tion of the capital finding in the two former is largely made
up by circumstantial evidence (of. Luke xxiii. 10, 13-L)5 and
John xviii. 31, also xix. 6-7, where judicial action on the
part of tbe Jewish rulers is presupposed.>

Tbe dlaim is made that Annas and Caiaphas with their
following, mostly Sadducees, being known as weak adher.
ents of Roman autbority, wished to show their faitbfulness
to Rome ; and, consequently trumped up a charge of treason
or sedition against Jesus, delivered him to iPilate, and ex-
cited tbe populace to demand a sentence of deatb. But
their conduct af ter Pilate had pronounced our Lord innocent
shows their real motive to bave been intensely Jewish and
not Roman.

The following grounds why a Jewish sentence of death
could not have been passed are enumerated;- (a) The
charge of blasphemy must bave been'tried before the full
Sanhedrim of 72. members. The place of trial required to
be the Square Hall of the Temple, where the Sanhedrim
regularly met. The session must have been held by day,
judgment could not be pronounced until the follow-
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ing înornin1g, and only afrer a repetition of the pr0cm&
Three days must follow for the publication of the seftlle~
and for possible modification of the resuit by the rec6fPton
of fresh evidence favourable to the prisoner. ThreefOld fl
tice of the charge must precede the trial. Ail these 0od
tions fait to, appear in the case of Jesus. (b) The crin' #~
said to consist in the dlaimi of *Iesus tha;t H1e was the 80110
God, that [Je wouid sit at the rigbt hand of God, and tbât
11e would descend with the clouds of heaven. Th punish'
able offence according, to the Law was the uttraice Of the

sacred name in imprecations or insuilts. (c) The Lf
required in the case of a false prophet that judgmeflt ShOUJd
be passed only af ter a time sufficient bad been allowed for
the accomplishment of the sign or miracle named by the 8i-
leged prophet as his credential. (ci) The dlaimn Of Je"' 5

that Hie was the Messias the Son of God was only 61)
opinion, and, as such, was flot punishable in a land vhe
freedom of speech and teaching was allowed. (e) The L
of the Jialacha says expressly that he who announces i
self as God is not to be visited with death, because ai' 1be
world may say of him, IlWhat is lie more than we 9e aid
(J) The dlaim of Jesus that Hie would sit at the ih
of God was one which in the mytia drti- th,1tlCrîinsteM ed
was ascribed to the Messiah. (g) Jesus knew and regard
as fundamental the cardinal Jewish doctrine of the lJn'ty
of God. (k) The ilalacha Li-w ordered that none could b'

put to death on bis own confession of crime alone, as itW

held that hie was probably weary of life or afflicted with re
ancholia, and longed for death. (i) It was an ordiflnce
that a unanimity in judgment among the Sanhedits ii
the judgment. The Gospels represent the Sandhedrin s
one mmnd in condemningy Jesus. (j) As the t'rial (for
blasphemy) must have been secret to be ,lega], the
of the Gospels cannot be reliable (k) It is finthifka

that a Sanhedrim- should pass sentence of death upofi
which would be f ulfilled by a heathen Roman authoritY.'0
such a frightful manner as crucifixion, which in wi8
circles was abhorred. il d

We do flot stay to review these points, but '0 1 d
only that they appear to the aurbor sufficient to 1ut.ýy the

conclusion that the crucifixion of Jesus was an act O~fthe
Roman Procurator, Pontius Pilate alone, and t' Pilte
occasion for condemning Jesus was gi yen him by the l'

Priests Annas and Caiaphas and their following, wh0 " foaW
that the Romans wouid come and take awav their placean

nation." Other cases of the execution of -sncb persOfls 8,

Roman governors are on record. Fadus executed 1 heI
Felix would have put to death the Egyptian for wh0fl'
was mîstaken. The record of the death of Jesus by Tacit
makes mention of Pilate only as the judicial cause Of b
death.

Two curions documents, with little doubt unautborîta
tive, are cited as supporting the view that the Jews had "

part in the crucifixion, either in the trial, the seateflde or tIIe

execution. The words of one document are givenq, antd the'

other is said to be similar in its contents. The ot the
found among a collection of manuscripts destroyed ifl18 7 1,
bourning of the archiepiscopal palace of B,)urge53 the
The following is the translation "Jesus of Nazareth 0 îOft
Jewish tribe of Judah, because of deceit and ree"0
ag.ainst the divine authority of Tiberins Augustus, deli vrer

ofOU"
and on account of titis sacrilege, upon prosecutOn th
lord Herod, representative of the Emperor in Judwa, by
sentence of the Judge Pontius Pilate condemned t' de&

shaîl be led in the early morning of the 23rd beforethe la

of March under guard of a detachment of the Pro l 0 f
guard to the usual place of execution. The so-called lil
the Jews shall be led through the Strunean Gate.
Jerusaleni, 22nd before the ides of March, 78:3, IJCle

Af ter this argument to, excuse the Jews from tthbtl
of our Lord's death, it is claimed that at the ba&5t50 ,Ï
accounts in Matthew and Mark is a mock trial before or
has for blasphemy, beld by arrangement with the Gvrb
so that the justice of the condemnation by Pilate inighe 0
confirmed to bis superiors by the result of this Jewish ProOth

ht is strange that, after asserting B.C. 7 or 8pa &0
year of Jes us' birth, the trac tate should, in its last se 0 Jbooo
say : "lSo died Jesus after bis public activity of tWo
half years in the year 35, aged 3V."
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