Twelve Reasons Why Jesus'

Trial Was ILLEGAL

If Jesus were tried in many of teday’s courts He would be found
guilty and executed!—even though He were innocent! Read WHY.
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HE TRIAL of Jesus was JLLEGAL.
He was fraudulently convicted by
Jewish and Roman courts. He was
executed by crucifixion even though His
judge found Him innocent! Why?

It is time we understood what was
behind Jesus' crucifixion and leatned
the twelve outstanding reasons why the
arrest, trial and conviction of Jesus was

iltegal.

Modern Courts Would Execute Jesus

A COMMUNIST CONSPIRACY is afoot
today to prove that Jesus was legally
ctucified. Here are surprising statements
from a book unconsciously influenced
by this conspiracy. The book, entitled
The Projecution of Jesus, is by Richard
Wellington Husband. Concerning the
trial of Jesus he charges on page 281:
"The arrest was legal . . . The hearing
by the Sanhedrin was legal . . . The
course of rrial in the Roman court was
legal . . . The conviction was legal, and
twas fustifred.”

This man, a lawyer, is undoubtedly
sincere in his convictions. He has been
a professor of classical languages at
Dartmouth College!

Mr. Husband is not the only man
who has been unconsciously influenced
by communist propaganda. But his con-
tentions are better written than mosc.
Here is how Mr. Husband justifies his
shocking beliefs: “The arrest” of Jesus
“was legal, for it was conducted by the
proper officets, acting under insuructions
from the Sanhedrin. Thete was no
illegality in the circumstances under
which the arrest was affected. T'he hear-
ing by the Sanhedrin war fegaf, for it
was merely a preliminary hearing, and
was not a formal trial. The course of
prial in the Roman cowrt was legal, for it
harmonized with the procedure shown in
the sources to be pursued by governors
of provinces in hearing criminal cases,”

by Hermen L. Hoeh

Pilate conducted himself as other
judges did, enntends Mr. Husband. That
made it legal! It is a strange way of
reasoning. Burt char is the point of view
of many who have been wnconsciously
inflnenced with Communis! propaganda.

Now hete is his final conclusion. "The
conviction was legal, and was justihed
provided the evidence was sufficient to
substantiate the charges, and the rec
ords,” he writes, "do not prove the
contrary’!

Just imagine! A professor in one of
America’s leading colleges—Dartmouth
—spouting out that there is fargfficient
ervidence in the Bible to show that any
reversal of Jesus' conviction was justi-
fied. Here is a man, who, if he had sat
ofs the Sanhedrin, might have sincerely
said, "He i3 guilty.”

Why? What makes suppusedly Chtis-
tian lawyers believe Jesus was guilry?

The Jewish Point of View

I have anhother book before me, It
contaifis the Jewish point of view. The
book is entitled The Trial of Jesus of
Nazareth, by Max Radin. He has been
a professor of Law in the University of
California. This book was published by
The University of Chicago Press. From
page 229, I quote the following: "If he
[Jesus} had said only a tithe (tenth)
of the things credited to him it was
enough to make an indictment.”

Imagine! If Jesus said only a tenth
of the things credited to him, that was
worthy of "an indictment.” So states
Max Radin.

In this same book on page 109, I
would like to quote the following about
the trial of Jesus. Mr. Radin, who has
been taught from childhood to believe
what he does, says there is "no clear
starcment of how the knowledge of the
trial came to those who reported it
Radin has been taught to believe that
neither Macthew, Mark, Loke nor John

had any personal evidence because the
trial was private, a secret affair.

What he neglected 0 say, of course,
was that Jesus Christ, who was con-
demned, rose from the dead and is alive
today. The One who heard everything,
who was there on trial, rase from the
dead and told the disciples what oc-
curred so chat they could report it to
us that we might know today.

But lec us continue with the Jewish
point of view. On page 231 you will
discover the following statement as to
what a normal Jewish trial was like in
Jesus' day: "We are, most of us, familiar
with the procedure of criminal investi-
gations, The accused petson is arrested,
arraigned before a committing magis-
trate, specifically accused, and formally
tried. He may, and he generally does,
appeal to a higher court, if he is con-
victed. All these things take rime, and
thete is almost necessatily an intetval
of weeks and months between the later
stages of the procedure. But above all
the procedure is stricedy regulated by
law, and any setious deviation is not
metely an ittegularity but will probably
prevent punishment from being in-
fliceed.”

Notice that most trials involving
ctiminal procedure take weeks, if not
months, Did you know that Jesus' ttial
was completed in leir than nine bowrs
afrer His arrest? And it was all done in
private, secretly, so that there would not
be any witnesses who could testify on
bis behalf?

How does Mr. Radin reconcile these
faces?

On page 241, he reasons: " Mark's’
version, even by his own testimony, can-
not be mote than a guess. Instead of a
hurried night meeting, a harsh and brief
interrogarory, a disregard of esrablished
rules of evidence and procedure, the trial
may have been formally correct, and the
judgment even from the point of view
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of an upright judge fust thongh severe.

Do you see how these men reason? He
assumes thar Mark was guessing. Then
he assumes it could have been conducted
as be thinks. His conclusion is that even
“an upright judge” may consider Jesus’
condemnation a “just” decision though
a bit severe! The only evidence of the
trial comes from the Bible, There is no
other histotical record to justify the
Jewish point of view or the point of
view of atheistic communist propaganda,

Could the Jews Have Executed Christ?

What power did the Jews have w
convict and to execute Jesus Christ?

"According to the common view,”
reports Mr. Husband in his book, page
210, “"the right o uy capital cases,” that
is, cases involving death penalties, "and
even the right to pronnunce sentences,
still rested with the Sanhedrin, but the
actual penalty could nor be inflicted
until the governor” that is, the Roman
governotr-—in chis case Pilate, “had given
his sancrion.”

Buc this view is nor crue. The Jews
not only had the power o try cerin
crimes, but they had the power to con-
vice and the power to execute in all bur
cases of treason or sedition.

The assumption that the Jews had no
power to execure is incorrectly based on
Johna 18:31-32. Here the Jews had said
thac, "It is oot lawful for us to pur any
man to death.” Lifting it out of its
context, critics have assumed that the
Jews had no lawful right whatsoever to
put anyone to death. But this does not
happen to be the case.

Have we forgocren how Stephen diedr
The Jews said, "He blasphemes,” and
they stoned him to deach. The Romans
didn't disapprove. When Jesus firse
preached his sermon the day of Pente-
cost in Nazareth in Galilee, the Jews
sought to stone Him to death. If it were
il'egal, they wouldn't have dared try ir.
The Romans would have pounced on
them.

The Jews brought to Jesus 2 woman
who was commirtcing adulrery. They said,
"Moses wrote in the law she ought to
be stoned to death. Whar do you say?”

If they had no righc o stone any to
death, Jesus could have said very simply,
"Don’t you know under what law yon
are living?” And whar would they have

The PLATN TRUTH

feit like before the Romans—if that
would have got to Pilate’s ears? But
Jesus didn't say any such thing. Jesus
accepted the fact thar they had the righe
to execute adulteresses and other crim-
inals. He told the guiltless to casc the
first stong!

Paul was stoned In Asia. Not oaly in
Judea, but in oiher areas of the Roman
world, wherever the Jews were settled
it is plain the Jews had the legal right
to execute the penalty of their law.

Here is what Mr, Husband himself
admits in his own baok, page 19: The
Romans agreed that “the high priests
should cnjoy the same privilcges which
they had possessed before the coming
of the Romans.” And on page 29, he
admits almost the same thing: “We learn
that the Romans allowed to the subject
nations all the rights that were consist-
ent with an adequate administration,
and did nor conflict unduly with Roman
intetests.” And page 33: "The ecclesias-
tical law of the Jews was allowed to
stand unchanged.” Josephus even bares
testimmony to the face chat the Jews could
execute criminals and enforce punish-
ment for any violation of the Mosaic
law.

Bur why did the Jews make the state-
ment that we find recorded in John
18:31 and 322

Here is the answer: “From the carliest
period the Roman governor took cog-
nizance of all maters that had any rela-
tion to the public security or the majesty
of the Empire. Consequently there was
no time at which the Roman magistrate
would not step in when a charge of
treason was made, or & feditions move-
wment began, The case against Jesus is
one especially in poine, for the charge
against him [treason] could under ne
ciccumstances be tried by any tribunal
excepe thar of the governor.”

Only when it came to treason, civil
disobedience, encitement to revolution,
attacks against the majesty, that s,
Caesar, did the Roman government de-
cide that it was propet that its governors
or representatives should intervene.
Otherwise, all local adminiscracion was
carried on by the people and the regular
constitured courrs of the conquered na-
tions, of the provinces, or the allies of
Rome.

The Jews accused Jesus of blasphemy.

Aupust, 1959

Buc they did not want to execute Him.
So they charged Him with treason before
the Romans.

What the Jewish religious leaders had
to do was to trump up charges of treason
against Christ in order to bring it up to
Pilate so that they would appear not 1o
ke responsible for His death.

Summary of Events

Afrer the Passover service, which must
have lasted to nearly midnight, Jesus
went out and prayed. Then Judas came
with a mob. In that mob were the High
Priese, and the judges and all the jury,
inciting the mob as they went out to
arrest Him,

After He was arrested, Annas ex-
amined Him alene. He was ex-High
Priest. They next tock Him to Caiaphas
and the Sanhedrin, before sunrise while
it was yet night, where He was infot-
mally condemned.

After sunrise, the Sanhedrin quickly
condemned Him formally to justify their
previous conduce. Then, they took Him
o Pilate on diferent charges. Pilate
wanted to wash his hands of the whole
affair. When Pilate found Jesus was of
Galilee, he sent Him to Herod. After
Herod saw Jesus and could not get any-
thing but silence from Him, Herod de-
cided to let Him go back to Pilate. Then,
at the second time before Pilate, the
Roman governor, under heavy pressure
from the Jews, gave senrence—even
against his own will, afrer he washed
his hands of it!

These are the six steps through which
Jesus went from after midnight to
nearly 9 o'clock. And at 9 o'clock He
was crucified. At 3 o'clock that after-
noors, He was spcared in the side and
killed {Matthew 27:49, Moffatc transla-
tion). Shortly before sunser, He was
buried. That's how quickly cthe Jews got
rid of their Savior!

Now let us examine the illegal bases
of the trial of Jesus.

Judas® Betrayal

“Then entered Saran into Judas sur-
named Iscariot, being of the number of
the twelve. And he went his way, and
communed with the chief priests and
captains, how he might BETRAY him
unto them. And they wete glad, and

{Please continge on page 27)
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Jesus’ Trial

(Continned from page 8)
covenanted to give him money. And he
promised, and sought opportunity to be-
tray him unto them in the absence of
the multitude.”

Judas’ treachety developed as a result
of Jesus' rebuke to Judas for having
condemned the woman who anointed
Him with oil. Judas had said to Jesus,
"Why didn't you give that co the poor.”
Judas waneed that money himseif. He
wauld have raken the oil, gone out and
sold it, then claimed he gave it to the
poor, and pocketed the money. That is
what he wanted to do for he was a
thief (John 12:1-9). Judas felt he was
about to be discovered.

So he went to the chief prieses and
the captains who bribed him to deliver
Chyist in the absence of the crowds who
listened to Jesus. The idea was to have
Jesus seized privately, sa the public,
especially the Galileans would not know
uatil it was over!

The Galileans, remember, kept the
Passover on the eve of the 14th of Nisan,
The Judeans did not. They incorrectly
kept it one day later. Many Galileans
were up as late as midnight.

They probably slept late the next
morning. Many may not have arisen next
morning until the time Christ's cruci-
fixion was over.

The priests' plan was to get Jesus at
night, try Him at night, sentence Him
just after sunrise, to make it lovk legal,
take Him 1o Pilate, encite a mob to get
Pilate to condeme Him, have Him
crucified, if possible, even before 9 in
the morning, before those favoring Him
would be up.

Who made up the mob which arrested
Jesus? The answer to this question
brings us to the first error in Jesus con-
viction,

We should now examine, point by
point, the twelve primary reasons why
the arrest, trial and conviction of Jesus
Christ was illegal.

First Reason

The principle on which any trial may
be considered illegal is the fact that it
is prejudicial against the man who is
ttied—rhat it is not fair—thar it does
not allow him to have ful] recourse of

The PLAIN TRUTH

law so that he might present his part
of the case,

Now notice the illegal steps in Jesus'
arrest, trial and conviction. The first
point is that JESUS WAS ARRESTED IL-
LEGALLY. His arrest was conttaty to the
law of those who arrested him.

Consider John 18:2-8: "And Judas
also, which bettayed him, knew the
place”—where Jesus was aftet that Pass-
over night—"for Jesus ofttimes resoreed
thither with his disciples. Judas then,
having received a band of men and offi-
cets from the chief ptiests and Pharisees,
cometh thither with lanterns and corches
and weapons. Jesus therefore . . . went
forth, and said unto them, Whom seek
ye? They answered him, Jesus of Naza-
reth, Jesus saith unto them, I am he. And
Judas also, which betrayed him” by a
kiss "stood with them. As soon then as
he had said unto them, I am he, they
went backward, and fell to the ground.
Then asked he them again, Whom seck
ve? And they said, Jesus of Nazareth,
Jesus answered, 1 have told you that I
am he: if therefore ye seck me, let these
go their way.”

Now continue with Luke 22:52,
“Then Jesus said unto the chief prierts,
and captaini of the temple, and the eld-
ers, WHICH WERE COME TC HIM, Be ye
come out as against a thief, with swords
and staves? . .."

Those who went to have Chrise at-
rested included the priests and elders—
His judges! They wete also the very
ones who bribed Tudas!

Jesus was arrested secretly, gestapo-
like by night. He was not arrested on
the formal charge of any crime. There
was no charge presented here! There
was no warrant for His azrest, no state-
ment of what He had done. They just
simply took Him.

Contrary to what Mr, Husband said
in his book The Prosecution of Jesus,
THERE WAS NOQ LEGAL BASIS on which
Jesus  was arrested. Nobody had
presented testimony or evidence of guilt
to the Sanhedrin whereby they could
have requested His arrest.

Here is what the Jewish law declares
on this point. Mendelsohn says in his
Criminal Jurispredence of the Ancient
Hebrews, page 274: "The testimony of
an accomplice,” that is, Judas, "is not
permissible by Rabbinic Jaw . . . and no
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man’s life, nor his liberty, nor his reputa-
tion can be endangered by the malice
of one who has confessed himnself a
ctiminal.”

The very fact that Judas took a bribe
from the judges was certainly proof that
Judas was a criminal!

Second Reason

The first step in Jesus' trial was a
preliminary examination in a PRIVATE
NIGHT PROCEEDING before Annas (John
18:12-14, 19-23). Norice the Jewish
law on this poinc from Dupin's book,
Jesus Devant Catapbe o2 Pilate (a
French wotk): “Now the Jewish law
prohibited all proceedings by night”
Salvador in his Institutions de Moise,
pages 303, 366 declares: “An accused
man was never subjected to private or
secret examination . . . " Yet Jesus was!
From the Jewish Mish#a (Pirke Aboth
IV, 8) we read the following command:
“Be not a sole judge, for there is no sole
judge but One.”

According to Jewish law, as stated in
the Jerusalem Talmud, the Sanhedrin
sat from the close of the motning sacri-
fice to the time of the evening sacrifice,
And Lemann says in his book, Jerus
Before the Sanbedrin, page 109, "No
session of the court could take place
before the offering of the morning sac-
rifice.” No night meetings were per-
mitted!

The Jews permitted such an investiga-
tion oniy upon daylight,

Third Reason

The INDICTMENT against Jesus was
itseif illegal.

According to the law of the Jews,
declares Edersheim in Life and Times
of Jemns the Merssiah, Volume I, page
309: "“The Sanhedrin did not, and could
not originate charges.”

But in Jesus® case, it did!

Here was the proper Jewish pro-
cedure, as stated by Innes in his book,
The Trial of Jesus Christ, page 41 "The
evidence of the leading witnesses consti-
tuted the charge. There was no other
charge; no more formal indictment”
In Jesus' case there at first had been no
witnesses presented. The Jews simply
arrested Him and started to accuse Him.

Continuing: “Unecil they [the wit.

{Please comtinme on next page)
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nesses] spoke, and spoke in the public
assembly, the prisoner was scatcely an
accused man. When they spoke, and the
evidence of two agteed together, it
formed a legal charge, libel, or indict-
ment, as well as the cvidence for its
eruth.”

Next consider what Mendelsohn
writes in his book, The Criminal furés-
pradence of the Ancient Hebrews, page
110: "The only prosecutors known to
Talmudic criminal jurisprodence are the
witnesses ta the crime. Their duty is to
bring the mattet to the cognizance of
the court, and to bear witness against
the criminal”—after he is arrested. "In
capital cases, they are the legal execu-
tioners also. Of an official accuser or
prosecutot there is nowhere any trace in
the laws of the ancient Hebrews.”

The PLAIN TRUTH

In the case of Jesus thete were no
witnesses who presented their evidence
to the court. The court took it upon
itself to secretly arrest Jesus; then they
had to find false witnesses.

Fourth Reason

The Sanhedrin court illegally pro-
ceeded to hold its trial of Jesus before
sufrise.

Norice thar the preliminary investiga-
tion before Annas brought forth ne
evidence whatsoever! Instead of dis-
missing the case they proceeded to hold
an illegal court.

Why was it illegal>? Mendelsohn
states: "Criminal cases can be acted upon
by the various courts during day time
only, and by the Lesser Sanhedrins from
the close of the morning service till
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noon, and by the Great Sanhedrin till
evening” (page 112},

The trial of Jesus was begun a¢ #ight
without any witnesses to defend Jesus!

Here is what Maimonides writes in
Sanbedrin II1: “The reason why the trial
of a capital offense could not be held at
night is because . . . the examination of
such a charge is like the diagnosing of a
wound—in either case a mote thorough
and searching examination can be made
by daylight” An interesting way of
putting it, buc nevertheless true!

The Mishna says, Sanbedrin IV, 1.
"Tet a capital offense be tried during
the day, but suspend it ac night.” Once
more the Jews violated their own law
in order to get rid of Jesus and His
teachings.

(To be continued)

AUTOBIOGRAPHY

{Continned from page 18)

had bheen no minister of this church in
Oregon, except for occasional visits by
the minister from Idaho, and the one
from Texas of whom 1 had inqguired
about water baptism during his visit to
Oregon in 1927, Bur there were at that
time perhaps 33 to 50 members of the
church in Oregon, from Salem to Euv-
gene,

And, with the beginning of my speak-
ing before these people in Oregon—and
with my articles being featured in their
church paper—no time was lost in send-
ing a minister to Oregon to tzke charge.
He was a young man—I] believe abour
28 or younger—who, 1 believe, had
come from Arkansas or Missouri. He
came to see me in Portland. His attitude
appeared cordial and friendly. Buc very
soon after his arrival publication of my
articles in the Bidle Advocate was
stopped.

Soon 1 learned the reason. Probably
the most influencial member in the state
at the time was eldetly G. A. Hobbs, of
Oregon City. He was past 80 years of
age, but very alert, aggressive and active,
He had received a letter from the editor
in Stanberry, Missouri, explaining that
my articles were being discontinued at

the request of the young minister newly
arrived in Oregon. The grounds were
that [ was not 2 member of the Chuich
and it was dangerous to give me this
much standing and prestige before the
brethren there. I might gain influence
and become their leader and lead them
astray,

This had aroused the fiery indignation
of Brother Hobbs. Immediately he sent
a scorching lerrer back to Stanberry, a
copy of which he let me tead. It resulted
in reinstating my articles for publica-
tion.

Firsc Regular Preaching

As soon as [ had heard of this Brother
Hobbs, and the little group at Oregon
City, 1 had visited him a few days after
my firse “sermon.” I found a very small
group of brethren who met together in
a little church building at the top of the
hill, on the Molalla road, in Oregon City.

There were only around 8 to 12 of
them, but they habimally mec on Sab-
bath afternoons to study the “"Sabbath-
schoo] lesson,” using the “quarterlies”
from the Stanberry publishing house.

On discovering this litle group, I
began going to Oregon Ciry to meet
with them regularly, Almost immediate-
ly they asked me to be their leader in
the study of the lesson. And soon I was
delivering them a “sermon” every Sab-
bath.

These wete days of extreme financial
hardship in out home. We often went
hungry. Several times there was not
enough car-fare for my wife and family
w0 accompany me to Oregon City—in
fact it was seldom that they were able
to go. At least three times, during the
next couple of years ot so, [ had barely
enough for car-fate to Oregon City on
the electric line—with no car-fare to
return home. 1 even lacked bus fare
from down-town Oregon City out to
the litcle church house at the top of the
hill on the outskirts of town. It was
probably two or three miles, up a steep
hill all the way, but I walked it, carry-
ing my brief-case with Bibles, concotd-
ance, etc.

But in evety instatce when 1 had
come without car-fate to return home,
someone would "happen” to hand me a
dollar or two of tithe money. And,
strangely, no one ever handed me any
money on those Sabbaths when I had
enough to get back to Portland. And,
of course, I never made the need known.
But God always had a way of supplying
every NEED!

My First Son!

I believe 1 have recounted in earlier
chapters thar, following the birth of
our seccnd daughter, three doctors—one
an eminent obstetrician of international
reputation—had warned Mrs. Armstrong
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N THE previous issue we learned
the shocking events surrounding
the arrest of Jesus.

We also discovered that many promi-
neat writers have been unconsciously in-
fluenced by Communist propaganda into
believing that Jesus® arrest, his trial and
conviction were legal and just!

We learned che Jewish point of view
—and the devious means by which they
try wo deny that their own religious lead-
ers bribed Judas to betray Jesus!

First Four Reasons Summarized

Then we learned the first four reasons
why Jesus' atrest and trial were abso-
Iucely illegal.

First, Jesus was arrested illegally, He
was arrested secretly, by night, on neo
formal charge of any crime, by those
who were to be His judges,

Second, Jesus was illegally subjecred
to a secret preliminary e¢xamination by
night, contrary to Jewish law.

Third, the Indictment against Jesus
was illegal because the judges them-
selves brought up a false and secret
charge against Jesus without any prior
testimony by witnesses.

Fourth, the trial of Jesus began illeg-
ally before sunrise in order thar no onec
could testify on Jesus' behalf.

Now to continue with the second
installment;

Fifth Reason

In the case of Jesus, the Sanhedrin
was illegally convened to try a capital
offense on o day before an annual Sab-
bath,

Notice why: “They shall not judge
on the eve of the Sabbath, nor on any
festival,” says the Mishra, "Sanhedrin”
IV, 1. In Wise's Martvrdom of Jerss,
page G7, we read the following con-
clusive evidence: "No court of justice

really happened ot Jesus’ triall

by Herman L. Heeh

in Israel was permicted to hold sessions
on the Sabbath or on any of the seven
Biblical Holy Days. In cases of capital
crime, no trial could be commenced on
Friday or vhe day previcws to amy Holy
Day, because it was not lawful either
to adjourn such cases longer chan over
night, or 1o continwe them on ihe Sab-
bath or Holy Day.”

The Jews even violated their law by
artesting Jesus on the day before an
antiual Sabbach. They arrested Him on
Wednesday 1n 31 AD,; the annual Sab-
bath was Thursday,

Sixth Reason

The wial of Jesus was ilegal becanse
i war concluded tn one day.

We read from Jewish law: “A <rim-
inal case resulring in the acquittal of
the accused may rerminare the same day
on which the trial began. Bur if a sen-
tence of death is to be proncunced, it
cannot be concluded before the follow-
ing day” rMisbra, "Sanhedtin® IV, 1;.
This was o allow sufficient opporrunity
for any witnesses In support of the ac-
cused o preseat themselves,

The Tews did not want to allow Jesus
this opportunity.,

Seventh Reason

The sentence against Jesus was ille-
gally pronounced by the Sanhedrin be-
canre i war fownded wpon  Jesws'
uncorroborared statement. The Jewish
Court pronounced sentence on  Jesus
with no supporting evidence whatever!

Consider! ‘The only evidence present-
ed by witnesses to cthe Court was given
by two false witnesses. Buz their test-
many war not even #sed by the Cowrt
in senfencing Jesws to death., Here is
what happened.

The Jews obrained rwo false witnesses
who testified that Jesus said, "I will
destroy this temple that &5 made with

bands, and in three days, I'll build an-
other made without hands™ (Mark
14:58).

The Jews used this statement as an
indictment against Jesus. Bue this piece
of evidence was mot what Jesus said.
He never said the words “that is made
with hands.” Jesus was not referring to
the physical temple erected by human
hands, but to His body {John 2:19, 21)
whick would be raised in three days.

Then “the high priest arose, and said
untc him, Answerest thou nothing?
what is it which these witness against
thee? But Jesus held his peace. And the
high priest answered and said unto him,
1 adjure thee by the living God, that
thou tell uy whether thou be the Chris,
the Son of God" (Marthew 26:62),

The question the High Priest asked
Jesus had nothing to do wich the in-
dicement! Jesus was indicted on the
false charge that He would destroy the
physical temple, and rebuild ir in three
days’ time,

But they condemned Him on another
mateer alcogether. Notice! They asked,
“Tell us plainly if you are Christ, the
Son of God?"

" Jesus saith unto him, Thou hast said:
nevertheless I say unto you, Hereafter
shall ye see the Son of man sicting on
the right hand of power, and coming in
the clouds of heaven. Then the high
priest rent his clothes, saying, He bath
spoken blasphemy;, what furcher need
have we of witnesses? behold, now ye
have heard his blasphemy. What think
ye? They answered and said, He is guilty
of death.”

Do you see how quickly the trial was
over? Upon the sole testimony of the
One who was being tried, the judge
said: "What do we need of any more
witnesses? What do you all say?” The
jury responded: "He's guilty,”

Jesus was indicted on one charge,
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tticd on another, and condemned on
His own testimony without any wit-
nesses!

Jesus was not condemned because He
said, “Within three days [ will build
this temple.” He was condemned on the
false charge of blasphemy!

Here is what Maimonides wrote in
his bock, Senbedrin 1X, 2. "We bave it
as a fundamental principle of our juris-
prudence, that no one can bring an
accusation against himself. Should a man
make confession of guilt before a legally
constituted tribunal, such confession is
not to be used against him unless prop-
erly attested by two other witnesses”
{"Sanhedrin” IV, 2}.

Noticc what the high priest said:
“What further need have we of wit-
nesses?”

Jesus was condemned on His own
testimony, even though His testimony
was not proved blasphemons!

The Jews didn't even examine Him
according to the law to see whether His
statement was blasphemy! They only
demanded: “Are you the Son of God?”
And He responded: “You're going to
see the sun of man seated at the right
hand of power and coming in the clouds
of heaven ... "

Was this blasphemy? Of course not!
Jesus did not even refer directly to Him-
self. He merely said "the son of man.”
The Jewish Court did not seek to prove
who the “son of man” was,

They knew, of course, that Jesus
meant Himself. For all thirough His
ministry, they came and purred in frome
of Him, and asked, "How long dost
thou make us te doubt? If you be the
Christ, tell us plainly. Jesus answered
them, I told you, and ye believed not”
{John 10:24,25 3. What hypocrites they
were!

Bur as soon as Jesus even gave an
indirect statement at the trial, they did
nct doubr whom He meant by the “son
of man”!

On this testimony Jesus was con-
demned.

Even Mr. Radin admits thac Jesus’
testimony was not blasphemy. On pages
248 and 249 he says: “The ‘blasphemy’
which the Pentareuch mentions is a
literal cursing of God or a direct de-
fiance of him. The only pentateuchal
reference makes this clear. It is in Leviti-
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cus, chapter 24, and the incident which
gave rise to the stature indicates the
character of the offense of blasphemy in
Jewish law. The haif-Egyptian had
cursed God—be Israelitish God—as
under the circumstances of the quarrel
there described he would have been
likely enough to do. Ne such rhing
cosld have been chavged apainst Jeius
by hir muost invelerate enemies”

Yer the Jewish religions leaders did
this very thing!

Now consider another violation of
Jewish [aw in extracting this testimony
from Jesus: "No attempt is ever made
to lead 2 man on to self-incrimination.
Moreovar, a voluntary confession on his
patt [on the defendant] is not admitced
in evidence, and therefore no? competent
o comvict bim, unless a legal number of
witnesses minutely corzoborate his self-
accusation.”  (Mendelsohr, Criminal
Jurispradence of the Ancient Hebrews,
page 133.)

Eighth Reason

The condemnation of Jesus was illegal
becawse the merits of the defense were
not considered,

When they heard Jesus' statement,
the high priest shouted: “He blas-
phemes” Bur the law in Deureronomy
13:14 says, "Then shalt thou inquire,
and make search, and ask diligencly.”

The Jewish law in the Mishna says:
"The judges shall weigh the matter in
the sincerity of their conscience” (“San-
hedrin” IV, 9.

Ninth Reason

The condemnarion of Jesus BY PART
OF THE SANHEDRIN was illegal becanse
those who would have voted againgt
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the condemnation of Jeius were mos
there!

Notice what took place at Jesus' trial
before dawn according to Mark 14:64.
“You have heard the blasphemy: what
think ye? And they ALL condemned
him to be guilty of death,” It was unani-
mous. There was no investigation, no
examination, to see if He did or did not
blaspheme. They just used His testi-
mony against Him without any proef,
without any witnesses. They all did it
immediately, instancaneously, simultan-
eously. It was mob spirit that condemned
Jesus!

Here is what Mendelsohn states of
such a proceduce: "A simulianeons and
wnanimous verdict of guilt rendered on
the day of the irial har the effect of
an acquittal”

The verdict against Jesus was simul-
taneous and unanimous, although the
Jewish law required at least one of the
Council to serve as a defense counsel,

The proper method of voting was to
have “the judges each in bis turn absolve
or condemn” { Mijhna, “Sanhedrin” XV,
5). “The members of the Sanhedrin
were seated in the form of a semicircle
ar the extremity of which a secretary
was placed, whose business it was to
record the vores. One of these secretaries
recotded the votes in favor of the ac-
cused, the other against him,” states the
Mishna, “Sanhedrin” IV, 3.

"In ordinary cases the judges voted
according to seniority, the oldest com.-
mencing; In a capiral case, the revetse
order was followed. That the younger
membets of the Sanhedrin should not be
influenced by the views or the arguments
of their more mature, more cxperienced
colleagues, the junior judge was in these
cases always the first ro pronounce for or
against conviceion,” says Berny, in
Crintinal Code of the Jews, pages 73-74.

Furthermore the high priest rent or
tore his clathes ac the trial (Mark 14:63
and Matthew 26:65).

In Leviticus 10:6 and 21:10 the high
priest is forbidden to do so. "And he
that is the high priest among his breth-
ren, upon whose head the anointing
oil was poured, and that is consecrated
to put on the garmencs, shall not uncover
his head, #or rend hir clothes” They
tore their outer garment to stir up emo-

{Please continue on page 22)
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give than to rcccive, She reaped chac
greater blessing. But 1 reaped the spitit-
ual biessing of being humbled a little
further—having to swallow mote pride,
and see the hand of God in it!

And so the year 1929 had come and
gone. 1930 was to be another of the
"lean years"—as indeed were several
others 1o follow. We were at rock bot-
tom financially. We had learned what
it is tw go bungry. Bur these were,
nevertheless, years of spiritual growth.

These were the years in which Jesus
Christ, the lrvsng Head of His Church,
was instructing me in His Word, pre-
paring me for His ministry, humbling
me, tooting our the self-confidence, the
cocky conceit, the vanity and egotism.

But He was replacing these self-
trusting attributes with teliance and de-
pendence on Gob. Instead of self-confi-
dence, He was giving me painful but
valuable lessons in FAITH. He was
granting us & few miraculous answers to
prayer. Some far morc astonishing an-
swers w prayer were o follow in the
year 1930.

In the nexr installment you will read
of the birth of our second son, Garner
Ted, as a direct result of a miracle-answer
to ptayet, and the year ending with my
first evangelistic campaign, along with
other events | hope you will find in-
teresting.

Jesus' Tnal

(Continued from page 14)

tion, to prejudice others.

The high priest should have remained
calm so that oo mistake in judgment
would be made.

In Jesus' trial none of these require-
ments were followed.

Let Wise's book, Martyrdome of Jeius,
page 74, explain the law on this point:
“If none of the judges defend the cul-
prit, Le, all pronounce him guilty,
having no defender in the court, the
verdict guilty, war snvalid and the sen-
tence of death could not be execuced.”

Yet Jesus was executed contrary to
the law!

Now notice which members of the
Sanhedrin were missing during the trial.
Take the case of Joseph of Arimathaea.
After Jesus was crucified, we read from
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Luke 23:50; “And, behold, there was a
man named Joseph, a counsellor; and
he was a good man, and a just™—the
word “'counsellor” is admitted by all
hands tc represent 2 membetr of the
Sanhedrin. "The same bad not consented
to the counsel and deed of them”—and
neither had Nicedemus.

In Mark's account we learn thar ALL
those present condemned Jesus instan-
raneously and unanimously. But since
the night meering was illegal, Joseph
of Arimathaea was not present. The
Jews wanted to make sure he could not
defend Jesus.

Think of the uttet lack of any fair-
ness in this trial!

Tenth Reason

The sentence against Jesus was pro-
nounced tn a place forbidden by law.
After the mob seized Christ, they led
Him away, after having been at Annas’,
and brought Him into Caiaphas, the
high ptiest’s, house. The trial of Jesus
wasn't held in court! Read Luke 22:54:
“"And they seized him, and led him
away, and brought him into the high
priess’s bowse”

The court building wasn't legally to
be opened until afrer sunrise.

According to Jewish law, “A sentence
of death can be pronounced only 5o long
ar the Sanhedrin bolds its sessions in the
appointed place,” says Maimonides, in
his book, Section XIV.

The Talmud says: “Afrer leaving the
hall Gazith (the court) »a semtence of
death can be pasied wpon anyone so-
erer.” (From Bab. Talmud, "Abodah
Tarach” or "Of Idolatry,” Ch. 1, fol. 8.}

A sentence of death may be passed
only in a Jegal court, not in some private
home, s the Jews were doing,

Eleventh Reason

Most Sanhedtin members themselves
were fegally disqualified to try Jerus.

According to Mendelsohn, Hebrew
Maxims and Rules, page 182, "The robe
of the unfaitly clecred judge is to be
respected not more than the blanket of
the ass.”

Some of the judges wete elected un-
fairly. We have the names from the
Bible and from Josephus of most of the
men who were on the Sanhedrin ar the
time of Christ. Such men as Caiaphas,
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Eleazar, Jenathon, Theolphilus, Mathias,
Ishmael, Simon, John, Alexander, An-
anias and many others were, according
to Josephus, recipients of bribes, ap-
pointed by members of the family who
themselves had no right to sit on it,
bought their offices, and wete disre-
spected by their pecple. Thete were 12
ex-high priests living ac this one time,
all part of the Sanhcdrin. The Bible ex-
pressly requires a man to be high priest
throughout bis lifetime, at the end of
which another took his place. Bur the
Jews permiteed high priests to be voted
into office year by year. The whele
official arrangement—the whale choice
of offices—was wrong.

Bur thete was another reason which
disqualified almost all Cheist’s judges.
It is this: “Nor must there be on the
judicial bench either a relation, or a
patcicular friend, or an enemy of either
the accused or the accuser,” writes
Mendelschn, page 108.

Many of the judges were Jesus'
enemies. They even paid bribe money
to betray Him.

In Benny's work, Criminal Code of
the Jews, page 37, this surprising state-
ment is found: “Nor under any circum-
stances was a man known to be at
enmity with the accused perion per-
mitted to occupy a position among his
judges.” Everybody knew that the Sad-
ducees and Pharisees wete ar ours with
Jesus. Yer chey were permitted to try
Him.

Twelfth Reason

The Jewish Conrt illegally switched
the charges against Jesus from blas-
phemy to sedition and treason before
Pilate. Observe how it was done!

The nexc step in Jesus' crial was to
rake Hirm to the legal court for a modk,
ptivate trial at sunrise.

“And as soon as it was day, the elders
of the people and the chief priests and
the scribes came together, and led him
into their council”—now that they bad
already condemned Him of blarphemy,
they are going to taka Him ro court for
a mock trial'—"saying, Art thou the
Christ? tell us.”

Notice that they are repeating the
same questions over again.

“And he [Jesus} said unto them, If

(Please comsinme on page 31)
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“This is not good,” one of them said. “It could be a
plot to arrest you for not paying for the grain.”

“They could arrest all of us if they could prove that
one of us is a thief,” said another, "I can’t help feeling
that God is beginning to deal harshly with us because
of the wrong things we have done especially for what
we did to Joseph!” (Verses 25-28.)

The rest of the trip was not a happy one, because
with each step the brothers feared thar Egyptian soldiers
would appear on the horizon behind them. But they
returned to their father safely.

Jacob was happy to receive the grain. But he was
most unhappy to learn, when his sons told him what
had happened, that Simeon was being held prisoner
and that the Governor of Egypt demanded to see
Benjamin.

The PLAIN TRUTH

Page 31

When the brother looked in his travel sack, he found a
bag of coins—the exact amount he had paid for his graini

{(To be contintied in next itrue)

Jesus' Trial

(Continned from page 22}

I tell you, ve will not believe: and if 1
also ask you, ye will not answer me, not
let me go. Hereafter shall the Son of
man sit on the right hand of the power
of God.”

They had to make this trial look legal.
So they all said, "Arc thou then the Son
of God? And he said unto them, Ye
say that 1 am. And they said, What necd
we any further witness? for we ourselves
have heard of his own mouth. And the
whole multitude of them arose, and led
him unto Pilaze” (Luke 22:66-71 and
23:1).

This meeting probably didn't last any
mote than two minutes! Now their
trial, which was illegally conducted in
the private home of Caiaphas, was now
outwardly legalized. But instead of tak-
ing Jesus out to be stoned for blasphemy,
they switched the charges after the
Court was dismissed! They took Him
to Pilate, and hete is what we read
in John 18:28: "Then led they Jesus

from Caiaphas unto the hall of judg-
ment; and it was early; and they them-
selves went not into the judgment hall,
{est they should be defiled; but that
they might cat the passover.” The Juda-
eans were eating the Passover on an im-
proper day, one day latc as they still do
today.

“Pilate then went our unco them, and
said, Whar accusation bting ye against
this man? They answered and said unto
him, If he were not a malefacror, we
would not have delivered him up unro
thee. Then said Pilate unto them, Take
ye him, and judge him according o
yomr law” {John 18:31}). Pilate was
difficult to convince. He didn't wanc to
be bothered at this hour in the morning.
Bur the Jews replied: "It is not lawful
for us to put any man to death.” Why
wasn't it lawful? Let Luke give the sur-
prising answer:

“And they began to accuse him, say-
ing, We found this fellow perverting
the mation, and forbidding lo give
tribute to Caesar, saying ihat be himself
it Christ @ King” (Luke 23:2}.

Notice that the Jews did not charge

Jesus with blasphemy. Had they done so,
Pilate would have told cthe Jews not to
bother him, but to execute Christ ac-
cording to theit own law by stoning
The Jewish leaders were afraid of their
own people! So they trumped up ozber
and new charges agasnst Jerns befote
Pilate.

Pilate now had reason ro be surprised.
The only cases for which the Jews could
not try 2 man involved sedition or ctrea-
son. “Pilate entered into the judgment
hall again, and calied Jesus, and said
unto him, Art thou the King of the
Jews?”

Jesus said, “Did others tell it thee of
me? Pilate answered, Am I a Jew?” He
didn’'t like the Jews, did he? "Thine
own nation and the chief priests have
delivered thee unto me: what hast thou
done? Jesus answered, My kingdom is
not of this world: if my kingdom wete
of this wotld, then would my setvants
[the disciplesl, figh, that 1 should not be
delivered to the Jews: but now is my
kingdom not from hence"—not of this
time, not of this world order.

"Pilate thetefore said unto him, Art
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thou a king then? Jesus answered, Thou
sayest that T am a king. To this end was
I born, and for this cause came I into
the world, that I should bear witness
unto the truth. Every one that is of the
truth heareth my voice. Pilate saith unto
him, What is truch?” (John 18:33-38.)
Jesus didn't even answer that,

Pilate Finds Jesus Innocent

“And when he had said this, he
[Pilate] wenr out again unto the Jews,
and sazith unto them, I find in bim no
fault at all.”

When Pilate heard that Jesus was
from Galilee, he told the Jews to take
Him w Herod (Luke 23:0-7). "And
as soon as he knew thar he belonged
unto Herod's jurisdiction, he senc him to
Herod, who himself also was at Jeru-
salem at thar time” for the Passover.
After an interview with Jesus, Herod
sent Him back to Pilate. To frighten
the Roman governor, the Jews stirred
up the mob outside.

Pilate began to see there was wrouble
brewing. He had a mob on his haads.

This was trial by mob rule!

So Pilate took Jesus, terribly scourged
Him, let the soldiers plait on Him a
crown of thorns and array Him in
puzple.

Pilate brought Jesus our again and
shouted to the mob: "Behold, 1 bring
him forth to you, that you may know
that I find no fault in him.”

“"When the chief priests therefore and
officers saw him, they cried ourt, saying,
Crucify him, crucify him. Pilare said
unto them, Take ye him, and crucify
him: for [ find no fault in him.”

The Jews answered and said, "We
have a law, aod by the law he oughe o
die"—and now for the first time they
reveal to Pilate why they condemned
Him—"because he made himself the
Son of God” (Joha 19:7). They were
getting very angry!

Pilate became frightened. He didn't
want to have anything happen for which
he would be held responsible by the
Roman gods! Upon this, Pilate definiteiy
sought to telease him (John 19:12), for
there were no witnesses whatever in this
trial before Pilate. The Jews had com-
menced accusing Jesus without proof,
without witnesses, without testimony.

Then the ignotant mob cried out:
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“If you release this man, you're not
Caesar’s friend.” They were threatening
Pilate with loss of his office.

Macchew 27:24 picks the story up:
“When Pilate saw that he could prevail
nothing, but thar rather 2 tumult was
made, he took water, and washed Ais
bands before the multitude, saying, [ am
snnocent of the blood of this just per-
Jom: SEE YE ‘10 11"

The ignorant mob of Jews responded:
"Fiis biood be on s, and on owr chil-
dren.” What they were really saying is,
“We accept wholly, fully, the responsi-
bility for His execution, only yox ex-
ecute Him, We don’t want to stone
Him; we want yom to execute Him."

Then Pilare “scourged Jesus, [and}]
delivered him to be crucified.” The pur-
pose of scourging was to prepare a
criminal for deach.

But notice—Pilate did not even give
a formal decision sgainst Jesus Christ.
He just turned Him over to the soldiers
o do what the Jewish mob wanted.

Jesus Deliherately Crucified
Though Found Innocent

That is where the rtrial of Jesus
abruptly broke off. No justice here! An
innocent man condemned by mob vio-
lence! The dastardly act of crucifixion
followed. Yet some would sdll falsely
claim, in the face of all this evidence,
that Jesus' trial was legal, and His
crucifixion justified!

Mast of us have never really examined
the trial of Jesus before. Just ook at
this trial. What a mockery of justice
it was! Can you imagine what it would
be like if yox had been on trial, to be
spitefutly treated as these thrill-seeking
soldiers treated Jesus? What considera-
tion, what fairness would have been
given you?

All this suffering fesus endured to pay
the penalty of sin for you! Yet not you
only, bur to pay the penalty of the sins
of the WIIOLE WORLD. It is time you
personally were made to look at the last
hours of Jesus in moreal flesh w see what
a miscarriage of justice led up o the
crucifixion—whar a mockery was made
of trial; and to undetstand the 12 teasons
why the conviction of Jesus was an zufer
fraud—all voluntarily endured by Christ
to pay the penalty of your sin én your
stead!
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