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INTRODUCTION

In these pages we have attempted to show that the four gos=
pels present a harmonious msccount of the Passion of Jesus Christ, In

order to facilitate the work we have divided this thesis into two parts.

In the first part we prepare the grounde In a sketchy mermer
we first establish the authenticity of the four gospels by demonstrate
ing that they measure up to legal stendards as evidence. Secondly, we
teke up the documentary hypotheses, applying the principles of the Bible
critic to the modern newspaper with its ludicrous results. In the finmal
chapter of this introductory material we discuss the time of the Passiom
story, debating whether the Synoptists end the fourth gospel are at
variance or in agreement and whether Jesus was crucified on the fourteenth

or fifteenth of Wisane

_ In the second part the Passion story itself is the subject.
Ve have endeavored to relate the events of Jesus' suffering and death,
beginning with the incidents in the CGarden of Gebhsemane and terminat=
ing on the Saturday evening before Easter Sunday. The method we have em=—
ployed is simply to tell the story of this period of the Savior's life.
We have relezated most of the critical comment to the foot notes, so as
not to clutter the body of the material vith pedantic argumentation.
Though on the surface the detail work behind the harmonizing of the four
accounts mey not alweys be apparent, it was only after mature considera=

tion that certain courses were followede

With this in mind we offer our critical harmony of the Passion

storye.
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I
ON THE AUTHENTICITY OF THE GOSPRLS

. In the first century writings of the latin historisn Tacitus
we find the only contemporary reference to the death of Jesus Christ

in pagan historye There in the Ammales Tacitus uncovers the treacher=
ous plot of Nero, who, because of the press of circumstances, blamed
the early Christians with the burning of Rome, since popular suspioion
pointed to him as the author of the conflagration. And tims the Chris-
tians became the target of a series of bloody persecutions at the behest
of this cruel end unprineipled Emperors.

This pessage in Teoitus reads: "In order, if possible, to re=
move the imputation, he [Nero] determined to transfer the guilt to
otherss For thiu purpose he punished, with exquisite torture, a rece
of men detested for their evil practices, by wulgar appelation commonly
called Christisnse. The name was derived from Christ, who in the reign
of Tiberius, suffered under Pontius Pilate, the procurstor of Judaea," »
With those few words, and only those, the death of Jesus Christ is

2) ;
authenticated in pagan historys All the additiomal information on the

1) Tecitus, Amnales, XV, xxxxiv
2) The reference in Josephus, Antiquities of the Jews, XVIII, iii, §,

undoubtedly containing some interpolations, we would not class as pa=

gon historye In Suetonius, The Lives of the Caesars, "Claudius,” XXV,

iv, there is no reference to the death of Jesus Christ, but merely a

‘menticning of & man named "Chrestos,” which seems to be a form of
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Passion of Jesus Christ, extant today, is found in Christian writings,
especially in the four gospels.

Men of all ages have lined up on either side of the fence,
either against or for the Christ of the Christiens. Today is no m.p-
tion. Men cast aside the Christ of the gospels for the Christ of pagan
history and thus make nothing more of Jesus of Nazareth than & poor
martyr for a lost oauae; Their voices are heard;, r!.ngin; in clarion
tones, "Give us tho facts of pagan history, throw out the fistion of
gospel traditioni” Hence it is not strange to find men of our times
expressing themaélves in strong terms, such as theso; "Tacitus tells
us all that is to be known so far as historical facts are concerned.” g
And some even go ;o far as to deny this thread of historicity in Taci
tus, "It seems impossible for any unbisssed critic to doubt thet this
passage represents an interpolation, a forged addition to the text,
inserted long after the days of Tacitus by some monk or Christian
oopyist. It is fermlated in closest sccordance with the Christism
tradition thet gradually had become established.” 4

For us the question must therefore be answered, Is the story
of Jesus Christ's suffering end death, as found in the four gospels,
authentic? If we must come to & negative anmr, our kmowledge of the
Passion of Jesus is very meager indeede If the gospels fall as histery,
the Pamsion of Christ ceasss to be a fast. We oeuld only bs sure of His

deathi And of what men cannot that be said that he died? It is only from
the four gospels that the motive behind the death of Jesus Christ and

"Christos" due to iotacism.
3) Moore, Addison, A New Attitude Toward Jesus, p. 3.
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the details surrounding this incident are narrated by contemporaneous

writers.

_ In order to ascertain the correct answer to our question we
shall pursue a course, which may seem & bit strange for the moment, tut,
after a sober second thought, should prove conclusive. Ve will take the
four gospels to court and see what modern law has to say concerning the
authenticity of documents presented es evidence. If these early writings
stand in the eyes of the law «= and how many of us have not experienced
in somo way or another the intricate system of legal proooduh that hes
been built up through the years? == they must certainly stand as history,
until sufficient evidence is provided to the contraryl

We find that when testimonial or circumstantial evidence is
not available for & document, produced in court as evidence, there are
four kinds of circumstances, which will suffice to admit the document

prima facies These are Age, Contents, Costudy, and Seals

"Ages When a document is so old that there would usually be

no available witnesses to its execution or to its handwriting, a neces=
sity arises for being satisfied with other evidence: The circumstances
that will thus suffice (as defined by a& rule of thumb of long stending)
are these:

Ages The document immst be shown to have been in existence for
thirty years, i. e«; 8 generaticne ¢ « ¢

Custodys The document must come from e place where it might natu<
rally be found, if gemuines

Appearances The dmt mist bear the appearances of gemuinenesse. « «

4) Brandes, Georg, Jesus a Myth, pe 50.
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"Contents. When & document, usually a letter, mentions mate
ters which could have been known only to the person purporting to have

written it, this is strong evidence of its gemuinenesse « o

"Custody. Tho presence of a document in official custody, in
the natural place where a document of the particular sort would be
found, is sufficient evidence of its genuineness to admit it. The wite

ness producing it must of course testify to the circumstances. « «

"Offieial Signatures. At common law the essumption of a seal's
genuineness included the signature, if any; but no purporting official
signature, lac:ing seal, was assumed genuine. But for the usual routine
of official certified coples and the like there is little risk of for-
gorye Accordingly by modern English and Canadian statutes virtually
every official certified copy of certificate is made admissable by its
purporting appearance without other evidence authenticating signature
or seal. i similar measure could well be adopted in the United States." »

Vhen the four gospels are gaged by these "rules of thumb," we see
that they are admissible as substantiated evidence. That they are more
than e generation old is common knowledge. Many a home contains a family
Bible which can boast a century or more of existencee The ancient menu=-
scripts of the four gospels go back to the fourth century of our era,

and some fragments even to the second centurye.

They have been in the custody of the Christian Church since

the earliest times. In the second century they are mentioned by such

6) Wigmore, John He., A Students' Textbock of the Law of Evidence, Sec-
tions 320 = 327, ppe 327 = 336.
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Christian writers as Papias, Bishop of Hierapolis; Ignatius, Bishop of
Antioch; Polyearp, Bishop of Smyrna; Irenaeus, Bishop of Lyons; and
Theophilus, Bishop of Antioche. In the second half of this same century
a learned Christian of Assyria, Tatian by name, compilod‘l harmony of
the four gospels, oalled the Diatessaron. Had these gospels not been
in existence by then or had they not been held in high esteem by the
early Fathers, such a compilation, which is definitely besed on the
identical four gospeis, known to us, would have been an utter impossi-
bility. And thms through all the succeeding years, even to the present,

these four gospels have never left the protective shrine of the Church.

In regard to contents who could have known more about the

life and times of Jesus Christ than the very disciples who knew Him per=
sonelly or were associeates of those in the inner circle? St. lMatthew
was one of the twelve, St. liark was a companion of St. Peter, St. Inke
was a pertner of St. Paul and e figure well known by the first Chris=-
tians, and St. John was the "beloved disciple" of the Lord. Is there
enything in their writings that would lead us to disbelieve thist Are
there anachronisms? Are there historical discrepancies? Does the culture,
described by them, fit any other period but the first cenmtury Anno Domi-
ni? Many would say, "Yesi" But what is behind that broad positive assur-
ance == evidence? There? Or is it not rather subjective criticism, based

on personal bigotry? Let them bring forth their evidencel

Thet the gospels are appended with the of'ficial seal and sig=
nature of each of the writers no one is foolish enocugh to claim. Te do
not have in our possession today the original memuscripts of the four

rospels. But that these writings have had the same titles practically
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since their inception Church historianas of those early times imply.
Rever has there been any fear within the Chmurch that forgers had duped
the early Christians into believing that the four whose names appear
over the four gospels were not the real authors. They were acco.p't ed
unenimously as authentiec until the eighteenth century when outbursts of
rationaliem in various parts of Europe tried to sweep them from their
coveted position. But this attempt, though still rampeant today, has
been to no availe. We heve many gospels which are not gemuine, some in
fragmentary form, others in their entirety: But we heartily agree with
Dean Farrer, who wrote; "Ve still possess a rich collection of Apoecry=
phel Gospels, and; if they serve no other purpose; they have this value;
that they prove for us undoubtedly the unique end transcendent superie
ority of the sacred records: " G)A cursory reading of these forged

documents will clinch that assertions

Does this evidence, though only produced in a sketchy manner,
prove our contention? The four gospels have offered their testimony;

based entirely on fact: This must be accepted until facts showing our

statements erroneous ere producede From Greonleaf on Evidence we quote:
' "When documents purporting to come from antiquity, and bearing upon
their fece no evident marks of forgery; are found in the proper repo=
sitory, the law considers such documents to be authentic end gemuine;

7
and the burden of proof to the contrary devolves upon the objectors"

Until such evidence is forthcoming we accept the four gospels -

as authoritative writings, which contain the true history of Jesus

Christs That is the only honest, unbiased verdiot that can be reached.

6) Ferrar, FiV., The Hessages of the Books, ps 27:

7) Quoted from Rimmer, Barry, The New Testament and the Lews of Evidences

pe 19, italics being our own.

N e T ———
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ON THE HISTORICITY OF THE GOSPELS

The fect, howsver, that we have shown that the four gospels
are accepted history does not solve our entire problem, for we have
not ecompletely emswered our question, as to whether the history of the
suf'fering and death of Jesus Christ is authentic. Since the eighteenth
century men have echoed and re~echoed the skepticism of Thomas Paine,
"The four books nlready mentioned == latthow, Mark, Luke, and J ohn ==
are eltogether anecdotal. They relate events afiier they had taken place.
Thay tell what Jesus Christ did and seid, end what others did and said

to him; and in sovoral instances they rclate the same ovent differsmtly.

Revelation is necessarily out of the question with respect to those

books; not only because of the disagreement of the writers, but because

rovelation ca;mot be applied to the relating of facts by the persons
who saw them done, nor to the relating or recording of eny discourse
1

or conversetion by those who heard it."

Today, though the rationalism of Paine still thrives in ocur
nmidst, it has become more subtle. People for the most part do not en=
tirely deny the historicity of the gdspe].o, but they employ the so=calle
ed critical method of intorpretﬁxg them, which in the final analysis is
the same thing, coming, however, as & wolf in sheep's clothing. This
modern oriticlism has been defined by a scholar of vur generation thus:

"Every statement of fact in an ancient author is & problem, and has to

(¥

1) Paine, Thomas, The ige of Reason, pe 19. Italics are supplied.

BRITZLAFF MEMORIAL LIBRARY
CONCORDIA SEMINARY
ST. LOUIS, MQ.,
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be accounted fore If it accords with the context, and the entire bLody
of statement agrees with the best scheme we can form in cur mind's eye
of the epoch, We accept it, just as we would the statement of & witness
standing before us in a law courts" This statement taken by lL.self
is veory accepteble. It is the common sense rule which we used in the
first chapter of this treatise. However, when we examine the works of
these very critics, we find that their entire emphasis is on the "we"
half of the defininition. They formulate the pattern, and then they
weave the gospels into & gorgeous tapestry, choosing carefully each
thread and discarding all that does not fit into their plan. In the end
we find nothing but a naked subjectivism, deveid of all foundatim,

resting on the individualt's whims end capricesl Is that scholarship?

In order that we might bring their theory into the light of :
better understanding, we shall apply it to an everyday item, the daily
newspapers Practically every large city in the United States has more
then one daily newspapers VWhen something of interest or importance oc=
curs, it is printed in these papers. Ve read these parallel accounts and
never stop to think that, in a way, we have a similar situation in the
four gospels. St. latthew, Ste Mark, snd Ste Luke, the so-called Synop=-
tists, we might call news reporters, who wrote brief biographies a short
time after the death of Jesus Christe Each had his own viewpoint, even
as each newscaster today, when reporting the dayt's events. St. John
might well be locked upon @s an editor, who, at the end of the first
century of Christianity, wrote his editorial on the life of Jesus Christ,
the suthor aend founder of this new religion. In no editorial do we look

2) Conybeare, Fred C., The Historical Christ, ppe 7« 8. Italics added.

P PP ———



for the same enumeration of facts, es we do on the news page. Hor

should we be surprised to find that in St. Jolm's gospel many things

ST RERME T B AP ITIIIRS T -HJ

are taken for granted and yet, on the other hand, many things, merely

mentioned or even omitted by the Synoptists, are added or enlarged upon.

That is the editor's privilege to cbmplenwnt and evaluataes

To demonstrate how ludicrous it would be to apply the strict

rules of textual criticism o the deily press, we shall quote in parale

lel columns two articles on the same human interest story, printed in

two evening newspapers on Februery 20, 194l.

ST. LOUIS STAR=-TIVES:

"It took both the police and
fire depertments to free ire
and Mrse Eli Sclwartz from the
Sclwartg Brose Dental lLsboraw=
tory on the eighth floor of
the Taldhein Platt Building,
513 Olive Street, last night.-
Schwartz and his wife had work=
ed late and when ready to dee .
part at 8 ofclock found the el-
evator operator bad gone home,
leaving the elevator at the
first=floor levele. There is an
enclosed steirway at the rear
of the building, but Sclmartz
said he had no key to open the
door leading to ‘the steirse

"Police were summoned, and
Sclwvartz called to them from a
window that he would drop his
front door key to them in &
cardboard box, so they could
open the building and take the
elevator up. Solwartz dropped
the box, but it landed on a
third-floor ledge.

"Police then summoned firee=
men from Engine Company Noe 6
et Minth and ¥arket streets, and
the firemen reised a ladder to
+he ledge, breaking two third=-

8T. LOUIS POST=-DISPATCH:

"Police and firemen were call=
ed last night to release EIi
Schwartz, 7620 Byron place, Clay=
ton, end his wife from the eighth
floor of an office building at
513 Olive street, whers they were . -
marocned after the elevator ope=
rator departede

"Schwartz telephoned police at
8115 o'elock, explaining his
plighte Vhen officers arrived in
front of the building he shouted
from & window that he would toss
the key to the locked street
door to them in & small box ==
but the box lended on the third=
floor ledgee

"The police sent for Hook and
Iadder Coe Nos 6¢ The firemen
renched the key with a ledder,
but only after the ladder slip-
ped and broke twe panes in a
thirdefloor windowe Policemen
then ran the elevator up to the
eighth floor for lre and lrse.
Sclmmartz, who explained that
their way to the stairs was bar=
red by a locked door. Schwarts is
president of Schwertz Bros. Den=
tal Iaboratory, which has offices
in the building."



floor windows in the process,
retrioved the key and freed Mre
end Mrs. Sclwartz, who reside
at 7620 Byron place."

Though the first article has but sleven words more than the
second, we notice after a careful scrutiny that there are minute dif-
ferences in the presentation and in the facts related. Modern Bible
critios would make mch of these veriencese Lot us follow their coriti-
cal tactics and see to what ebsurd conclusions they will lead us. This
is the very method employed by them to show that the four gospels were

not written by the men whose names they bear, but by later compilers.

The fact that the first article contains seven additional re-
marks, ee ge, thet the name of the building was Waldheim Platt, that
the elevator had been left on the first=floor level by the operator,
that the stairway was enclosed and at the rear of the building, that the
box, which was tossed, was cardboard, that the rescuing police took the
elevator up to the trapped pair, and that the firemen were from Rinth
and Market streets, would prove conclusively that the writer at the
STAR-TIUES, as is postulated also for the first gospel, had at least
one additional source of information from which to make his compilation,

that the writer at the POST=DISPATCH, or as the second gospel, did not

havee We will call that additional source "Q," just to give it a neme,
a8 the critics doe. In the second article there are but three additions
to the story, e. ge., that Mr. and kMrs. Schwartz lived in Clayton, that

he telephoned police, and that he ¥@§ President of the Schwartz Bros.
Dental Laboratorye That shows in the first place that the writing of

this article was prior to the first, since it is more compact, and in
the second place that these three additionel remerks may be later inter—
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polations, since they are not found in the first account. Therefore the

POST=DISPATCH item, as the gospel of St. Mark, was the original., The

STAR-TIMES, as also 8t. Matthew, formulated its news report by compil=

ing the article written by the second man with that of the writer of "Q."

That our supposition concerning interpolations cannot be mere
guesswork is brought out conclusively by the contradictions in the
texts at handes Thero ere four such in these short erticles. The first
article gives the tine as 8 o'clock, wherees the second gives 38:15
o'clocks In one it is Engine Company Noe 6 wiilch is called; in two it
is Hook and Ladder Coe los 6« The first man tells of two third=floor
windows that are broken; the second mentions only ono windowe The fire=
men execute the final rescue in the STAR=TIMES, but the police free the

couple in the POST=DISPATCHe Is not tlhat sufficient evidence? === Such

is the procedure of the modern school, when deeling with the gospels.
Vherever a slight difference occurs on the surface of the four gospel
accounts, they irmedialely brand it either as an interpolation or as

coming from a variant source.

No one will deny that those differences exist between the
two erticles, cited above, but that such deductions can be made from ‘
meager variations is absurd! The facts are easily reconciled! No one,
without & conscious effort, would even notice those few apparent dis=
crepancies, unless he purposely studied the articles with that end in

minde It is purely arbitrary reasoning.

Then why should such a process, which is entirely subjective,
be applied to the four gospels? That there were sources from which the

evangelists culled material is not deniede St. Luke includes such a oon=
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3)

fession in his prologuee But that we can idontify and evaluate
these vources end twist them to our likes is another storys Bowen,
though of the oritical school, warns, "In general, this idoa that
everything in early Christian Literature and practice has a 'source,* :
had to be 'borrowed! from some whore else, is one of the most gratuie
tous vagaries that trouble the oritical mind of todaya." &

S%ill that is the pet hobby of the modern negative scholar.
These are their statements: "The wholc story of the Passion ia so sa=
turated with mythology:that the sifting out of any historical founda=
tion may be regarded as % of the question.” 2 Again: "In the main,
the events of Passion VWeek follow the order of liark, although Luke
contains fragments of & tradition that does not alweys harmonize with
its Yarcen settinge" - Or again: "o « o« Luke and Matthew hold in solu=
tion as it were a second document, celled Q@ (Quelle), or the non=Marcen,
which yields us a few incidents end e great meny seyings and parables
of Jesus, lNow this second document, so uilerly separate from and inde=
pendent of lMark that it does not even allude to the crucifixion and
death episodes, nevertheless has Jesus all through for its central fig=

7)
ures" Thus we could go on indefinitelyl

3) "Forasmuch as many have taken in hand to set forth in ord;r a decla=
ration of those 1:hingsj which are most surely believed among us, even
as they delivered them unto us, which from the begimning were eye-wit=
nesses, and ministers of the word; it seemed good to me also, having
had perfect understanding of all ;hhings from the very first, to write
unto thee in order, most excellent Theophilus, that -bhou mightest

lmow the certainty of those things, wherein thou hast been instructed."
o Ste Iuke 1, 1 = & =
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The men who developed this subjective criticism to its ex-
treme is David Strauss, who gives an insight into his theory of evalu=
ating history with the words: "Lastly, we see most plainly the object
which the narrative has in view, and so we become distrustful of its
historical character." ) By hinging history on the subjective reader,
who needs but find a cause for the report to mullify its worth, Strauss
was able to compress the entire gospel account into a mythe. Fortunately
Strauss and his school are recognized as prophets of & by-gone day.

9)
"Hypothesis in history is absurd," one historian has

truthfully said. Ve camot meke the rules to suit our fancles. Ve cane
not write history to fit our theorles. History has to be teken at its
face values A priorisuppositions are cut of the question. Back in the
fifth century of our era St. Augustine cemmented disparagingly on such
tactics, "¢ ¢ ¢ Such & reascner is simply impoei;g)lawa upon the his=

torians of truth in his own overweening pride."”

Ve shell rather accept the four gespels as recording the
true history of the death and suffering of Jesus Christ. That they

must be roceived as authoritative we have proved in the first chapter.

4) Bowen, CsRe, "Comments on the Fourth Gospsl," Anglican Theological

Review, XYI, iii, p. 227. 5) Brendes, Georg, ope cit., ps 182.

6) Cese, Shirley Jackson, Jesus & liew Biography, pe 272.

7) Conybeara, FeCoy Ope. ﬂl. Pe 97

8) Strauss, David F., A New Life of Jesus, pPe 362.

9) Dalcho, Dre, an historian of Freemmsonry, Ahiman Rezon, 1822, quoted
in Ronayne, Edmond, The Master's Carpet, pe 20l.
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That they do not contain contradictory statements, which cancel their
historical velue, we shall show in the following chapters. An honest
discussion of these matters will bring forth evidence sufficient te
warrent the statement of Steinmeyer, "Here [i.n the Passion history]
the harmonistic difficulties are so wnimportant that no serious objecw
tions can be founded on them, for in all essential points the four Evane
gelical nerratives agree with each other." i laying aside the subjec=
tivism of modern criticism, we will chempion the objectivity, outlined
already by Saint Augustine, "For we have to deal simply with the ques~
tion concerning the harmony of the evangelists, from whoﬁ varied modes

of narration we gather the wholesome lesson that, in order to get at

the truth, tho one essential thing to aim at in dealing with the terms
12)

.

is simply the intention which the speeker had in view in using them."

In thet menrer we will look at the section of the life of
Jesus Christ which lies before us. A conservative student is always
looked upon as & bigot and the radicel, as open-minded. The past para=
graphs have been written to show the procedure of both sides. In
what is to come the wide divergence of the two schools in the approach
to esach section of the Passion history shall be brought out more clear=
ly. As to which side is bigotted, subjective, and hypothetic in its

views we leave to the reader.

10) Augustiné, Bishop of Hippo, Harmony of the Gospels, III, xiii, 48,

in A Select Library of the Nicene and Post Nicene Fathers of the

Chriciian Clml‘ch, Pe 201«

11) Stol _.eyer, FeLe, The Nistory of the ‘assion and Resurrection of

Qur Lord, pe 4.

12) Augustine, Bishop of Hippo, ope cit., III, iv, 14, p. 184.
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G THE DATE OF THE PASSION HISTORY

The Passlon history proper begins with the enterance of Jem:s
into the Gerden of Gethsemane on Thursday evening and ends with His
burial on Friday eveninge In entering upon the harmony of the Passion
story itself we shall have Lo dispose of another problem, namely, the
dating of these events, which run over & twenty=four hour period. Thet
Jesus instituted the Lord's Supper om a Thursdey evening and that He
died on a Fridsy afternoon tradition has assured us by giving to these
two days the appropriste names of laundy Thursday and Good Frideye Yet
the exnct dates of these two days have long been contestede

Jyst previous to these days Jesus had come to Jerusalem to
celebrate the Passover festival and to bring His ministry 'i:o an ende. -
Ve shall correlate these two events with the aid of the evidence at
hande Vo do know that the Passover meal was to be eaten on the evening
of the fourteenth of the month Nisan (April), the first month of the
Jewish religious calendare k. However, we must be very careful in dis=-
tinguishing between this festival, which was oelebrated in one evening,
ending at midnight, and the Feest of Unleavened Bread, which followed

immediately after, from the [{ifteenth to the twentyefirst of Nisan. Dur=-

1) sz'- Ut 20, 17 £« and Jolmn 12, 1. 12.

2) Cfre Ex. 12, 6; Josephus, Antiquities of the Jews, II, xiv, 6.
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ing these seven days there could be no leaven in the Jewish house. Even=
. tually these two festivals were looked upon @s one, lasting from the
efternoon of the fourteenth until the twenty-first of Wisen. Even Joseph=
us, the Jewish historian, speaks of it in thet mennere. 2 Also in the
01d and New Testaments this entire festival is, at times, called the
Passover or just the Feast. - Then to complicate matters more it must
be borme in mind that the Jewish menner of reckoning time differs from
the Iuropesan. The fifteenth of YNisan began officially at sun=-dowm on
the fourteenth of Nisan. The Jewish day is still counted from sun=down

to sun~down, not from midnight to midnight.

These aspaects of these two festivals must be remembered when
we turn now to the four gospel accountss When the evidence; presented
by the evangelists, is carefully sifted, we feel thet an honest agree=
ment is found to exist, which {zuin, though, as gold, must be slowly
end painfully psnned from the uneven bed of a turbulent gtream; before
it will gleam forth in @1l its brilliances David ge).rcn has aptly seid;

"soripture never lesves anything to be essede” e will now examine
; & gu

Seripturets accounts with open mindse.
THE SYNOPTIC ACCOUNTS

On Tuesday of Holy Veek Jesus had & very busy deye It began
with Him teaching iu the temple and ended with Him seated omn the lount

of Olives with the disciples, when He told them of the terrible cuta-

3) "Whence it is, that, in memory of the want we were then in, we kept
a feast for eight deys, which is called the feast of the unleavened
breods" Antiqulities of the Yews, II, xv; l« Ttalios supplied.

4) Cfr. 5ze 45, 213 II Chrone 30, 6« 22; Lke 22, 1; Jne. 2, 13« 23; et al.
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strophe which would fall upon this city which had rejected Him. Ve can
well imagine that by the time this discourse was finished it was late
in the evening after sundowns It wms then L’g)d, Jesus remarked, "You

know that after two days is the Passovers" hecording to Jewish reckon=

ing that meant two days from Tuesday evening until Thursday evening.

The chiei’ priests and scribes conveoned right before this fes-
tive week in order to lay some plans for killing Jesus. This meeting
was ;:Jrobably held on Vednesdsy, since Ste Luke, when reporting on this
meobing, seems to hint at the closeness of the feasts "nd the feast
of the Azymes, which is called the Passover, drew nears £nd the chief
priests and the scribes sought how they might kill Him, for they feared
the peoples" Y This would be the be‘st day for Judas to get in contact
with the Jewish religious leaderse. He probably came to Jerusalem alone,
for it seems from the silence of the gospels that Jesus remained in
Bethany all day Vednesdays Since Judas was the treasurer of the group,
it would be his duty to purchase the lamb for the fast-approaching fes=
tivals On taking it to the temple from the sheep=market to be inspected,
he had an opportunity to speak to the enemies of his Laster &t the pal-
é.ce of the high priest: In our view this is more likely than the assump=
tion that the two disciples who prepared the Feast on the following day
purchased the lamb at or near the temples

8)
The next day, Thursday, is termed "the first of the azymes,"

6) Baron;, David, The Servant of Jehovah, pe 45«

6) lNte 28, 2. Ve shall translate the discourses from Nestle 's texts

7) Ik. 22; Yo 24 8) Mt. 26, 17.
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9)
thet is, the first day of unleavened bread, the fourteenth of Nisen,
the afternoon of which Jesus sent His two disciples, Ste Peter and Ste
John, to prepere the Passover meal. -

The succeeding events of the evening, as described by the Syn=
optists, fit in well with the Jewish Passover celebration. The two dise
eiples wore sent to find a certain man, bearing & pitcher of weter. it
his howe they were 4o prepare the meal, after the lamb had been killed
st the temple at the prescribed hours "This is," s Delman writes, "in
koeping with the teaching of the Jewish tradition thet the houses of
Jerusalen were the comacn property of the people and should not there=
fore be let for moneye ¢ ¢ « Evon for the divans and bolsters no pay=
ment was to be asked; the only compensation was the skins of the sacrie
ficed animolse » « o There was nothing extraordinary in the fact that
tho owner of the house granted the request of the Disciples; it was
more surprising that they encountered one who still had a free place to
offers" 0

The probable solution to ths last statemsnt can be found in
the fact that Jesus ate this last meel at the house of friends, who may
well have been the parents of John kark, for they did have a large house

12)
in the citye The secreoy of their errangements was deemed necessary,

9) Dalman would have this be the fifteenth of Hisan, for he holds that
"no insiructed Jew could hove called the eve of the Feast *the first
day of the Feast'; only a Gentile could possibly have thought of the
day of the offering of the Passover lamb and the night of the Passover
meal as the first doy of the Feast." (Dalman, G., Jesus = Jeshua, pe
105, ) lowever, as wa have noted above, Josaphus himself mekes such a
distinetion in the Antliguities of the 36“, IT, xv, le (cfre pe 16s)

10) ™and the disciples did es Jesus commanded them, and they prepared
the PH.SBOVGI'G" it 26, 19.
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50 that Judas might not interrupt this farewell meal with his plot for
betrayale This would also explain the presence of the young lad, pre=-

sumably John Merk, in the Garden later in the evening.

But vhet of the circumstences after the meal? Do not they
militate ogeinst the assumption that this wes the eve of the Passover?
Jdasug, first of all, walked .to the Yardon of Gethsemenes Tere not the
people tg remain in their houses that night, according to the law of
Hoses? = In angswer to this Dalman reminds us that "Jawish tradition
¢ o o rightly limited this prohibition to the Passover of the Exodus
iteelfe" = For the later celebraticns of this neal the rabbis, fol=
lowing Deuteronomy 16, 7, had extended the environment of the sanctus

ery to include all Jerusalem and much of its surrounding territorye.

Therefore desus' walk was still within the orescribed limits.

Some object that it was against Jewish custom to carry swords
on the eve of such a high festival, as did some of the disciples and
the temple guards But we are told that "Galilmean pilgrims probably
took their arms 4o be a part of their attire, as they would today, end,
in reply to any Pharisaic objection, they would have pointed out that
in such times danger of life mede arms as indispensable during festive
seagons as on other dayse In any case, soldiers had to have their arms
ready at hand on the Sebbath, if the permission to defend oneself on

15)
that day wes to be of any practical values"

11) Dalvan, Ce, OPe Cits, ppe 107 108+ 12) Cfre Acts 12, 12,

13) Exodus 12, 22: "And nore of you shall go out at the door of his
house until the nornmgo

14) Delmen, Go, Ops &55:_.’ Pe 94 (TOB. Pese viii. 14, 17-)0
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But what of the trial end crucifixion of Josus on Passover
right end even on the great Feast day itself, the fifteenth of Nisanm,
was that permitted? Men of the caliber of Cailaphas and Annas did not
stop for petty laws, when their jealousy was aroused. From Josephus we
learn that anong the duties of the priests were the following: ¥

"Thess mon had the nain care of the lew and of the other

parts of the peoplets conduct commitited to them; for they

wore the priosts who were ordained to be the spectators

of all, and the judges in doubtful casss, and the punish-

ers of those that were condemned to suffer punishment.”
e can well imagine that they felt it their duty to root out, when the
opportunity presented itself, this disturbor of the people, this man,
who openly disregarded the sacred Sabbath lawe At times, when emergencies
arosa, even this Sabbath ordinance was abrogated, when it was a matter
of defense or punishment. Josephus records such cases, as does also the
0ld Testament in reporting one case of a stoning on a Sebbaths i
Would it seem too far afield to suggest that the case of Jesus was one
which the priests felt must be dealt with immediately? Later in the
early deys of the Church in Jerusalem, when James, the Lord's brother,
was Bishop of Jerusalem, he was stoned to death during the Passover fes—
tival. There are also other incidents in the Talmud, which prove that
Jgwish law was not inviolable a.:nd, therefore, did not keep the Jews
from passing sentences and inflicting punishmente at forbidden times,

19
when the hour demanded ite )

15) Dalmeng G, 22_. g_i_‘bo., Pe 97« 18) Against Apion, II, 22+
17) Cfr. Ankiquities of the Jews, XII, 3, 3; XVIIL, ix, 2; Nume 15, 32 £f.

18) Eusebiue, Church History, II, xxiii; Josephus, Antiguities of the

JGWB' XX, ix, le
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8%ill some complain that the day of the crucifixion could not
have besn o high Feast day, for it is stated in St. Mark's and St. Luke's
gospels thaet Simon of Cyrene, upon whom the Roman soldiers laid the
cross, was "coming out of the country." i Proe this they infer that
Simon of Cyrone had been working and wes now coming into the city for
the evening Passover meal. That, hawever, is not the meaning of the
phrase. By comparing other passages, where the word for "country” is
used, we learn thet it mesns really "outside of the eity." il This
Simoh, as his neme indicates, came from Cyrene in northern Africas Dur=

ing the Passover these Jews of the diaspora, when unable to find lodge

ings in the city, now teeming with multitudes of visitors, often built

13) "3aid Re Elezer to them: Did not Simeon be Shetha hang females in
the city of Askalon? And he was answered: He hanged eighty women in
one day, and there is & rule that even two must not be sentenced in
one dey, if the punislment is with tho same death. (Hence Simeon's
act was only temporary, because of the need of thot time « « « »)"

"S¢ it happened with one who rode on & horse on Sabbath, at the
time Palestine was under the Greeks, and this man was brought before -
the court, and stoned, not because he deserved such a punishment,
but because it was a necessity of that time, to warn others. #nd it
also happened that one had connection with his wife under a fig tree,
end he also was brought to the court, and was punished.with stripes,
not because he deserves such e punishment, but Decause of the neces=
sity of that time." (Babylonian Talmud, "Tract Sanhedrin," ppe 139.141.)

20) e, 15, 21; Ik, 23, 260

21) In ke 13, 16 Jesus says: "And let him that is in the field not turn
back agein for to take up his garment." Just as the man on the house-
top, in the preceding verse, is not to return into the house to re=
move anything, so he that is in the country is not to return to the
city to salvage his coate In Mke 16, 12 we read concerning the Fmmaus
disciples: "ifter that He appeared in another form unto two of them,
as they went into the coumbry," that is, as they left the oity to
walk to Immaus. In all these cases the word for "country" or "field"
in Greek is &Jro’s- :
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huts for themselves and their families outside the city wells on the
hill sides. He wes probably just returning to the oity from his tempo-
rary dwelling, when, accosted by the Roman soldiers, he was compelled

to bear the cross aflter Jesuse

Another objection is raised in regard to the preparation of

the body ond the burial of the deed Jesus on Friday evening. Yet, Dale
22)
men, the German authority on Jewish law, writes:

"Everything speeks for the fact that, Yewishly expressed,
the dutiful care for the deed sbrogated the Sabbath; and
when there was a ready made grave to be found, the burial
could take place on the Sabbath or feast—dny. Tt is also
conceivable that when a Sabbath should follow a feast=
dey on which, by the way, work was only pariially prohi=-
bited, such a day was of less importance then the Sabheth,
and in relation to it considered but an ordinary workeday
in regard to such a matter as & burial, so that Sabbath
rast would be strictly obs:rvode One could even argue
that, asccording to Deut. 16, 7, the first day of the
Fenest of unleavened bread was not a day of rest at all,
as on e could go back 'to the tents' on that day."

In the light of that commentary on Sabbath and Feast-day customs we ssee
nothing objectionable in the action of Joseph of Arimethea, Nicodemus,

and the women after the expiration of Jesus on the cross.
THE JOHANNINE ACCOUNT

Tthen we turn to ile gospel of Ste Jolm we are told that we
will {ind statements coﬁtrary to those in the Synoptists. The critical
schools have not been slow to point out that Ste John seems to favor
the thirteenth of lisan for the Last Supper and the fourteenth of Hisan
for the crucifixion, in other words, placing all these ‘las;h events one
day ervlier than the first three writers. Some, therefore, of more con=

servative leanings attempt to bring the first three gospsls into harmony
with that of St. Johne They, however, follow the chronclogy of the
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Tourth evengelist, since they fecl certain that St. John wents to picture
desus as the true Passover lamb end that, therefore, the time of His
death must be on the fourteenth of Wisan in tho afternoon, when all the
Passover lanbe were killed in the temple, thus portraying the true sym =
bolical cheracter of Jesus® suffering and crucifiﬁcion.

Though this view agrecs with a Jewish tradition concorning
the time of Jesus? eml,%) wo shall peruse these verses, vwhich seen to
conflict with the first three evangelists and show that they ure not
discordents Sven Bruest D. Burbton end Sheilor Methews have to adnit,
"e o o Many scholurs bring Joim inte harmony with the S.T:mo__‘:‘bis{':s. On the
whole, though not without its difficuliies, this lost seems the nost
probable view, demanding no serivus harmonistic device." ~

The Johamnine group readily oites St. Paul as a champion of
their schemes Does not the apostle write to the early Christiens, "Even
Christ our Passover is sacrificed for us"™? & Is not Jesus pictured
as the true Passover lamb, whose death coincided with the slaughtering
of the lembs in the temple? Ste. Paul does use that symbol here, as even

26)
John the Baptist had used it before hime That, howgver, does not

22) Dalman, G., Ops Cite, pe 103,

23) "There is & tradition: On the eve of the Sabbath and the Passover
they hung Jesuse ind the herald:went forth before him for forty deys
crying, 'Jesus goeth to be executed, because he has practiced sorcery
and seduced Israsel end estranged them from Gode Let any one who can
bring forward any justifying plea for him come 2nd give information
concerning it;' but no justifying plea was found for him, end so he
wee hung on the eve of the Sabbath snd the Passovers” Quoted from
“Tract Senhedrin" by Baron, De, Ope cite, Pe 105. Some claim that this
is a different Jesus, and perhaps rightly soe

24) Burton, Ee De, and lathews, S., The Life of Christ, ppe 248+ 249.
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show that thoy belioved Him %o heve died before the Pessover meal wes
eatone “te Paul, in fect, is careful to mention in his deseription of
the Institution of the Lord's Supper the technical name for the third
cup of wine, drunk at the Passover meal, "The cup of blessing," g

which definitely links up the “ast Supper with the Passover on Thurse

day evening, the fourteenth of Wisane.

Tho‘ first hint of = date thet Ste John gives his readers
during the Passion story reads: "Therefore six deys bofore the Passover
Jesus came to Bethany." ot That means that Jesus arrived at the small
village near Yerusalem on the eighth of Hisan. If the fourteenth of
Nisan were on a Friday, as some suppose, then the eighth fell on & Sat=
urdey and Jesus and His followers made an unthought of journey on the
fahbath, P as recordsd in the Synoptistse. However, tradition has ase=
eribed the triumphal entrance into Jerusalem to a Sunday, still called
"Poln Sunday." The meal at Bethany took place after Jesus' arrival
there and the day before His entrance iuto Jerusalemn, it hence on
the Sabbathe Thet leaves Ffriday for the evenits at Jericho and the jour=-
ney to Bethanye Therefore iriday is the eighth of Hisan and the follow=-
ing Thursday is the fourteenth, the night of the Passover. Ste Jolm is

in perfect harmony with the other three heree It would seem strange if

he were Lo change his viewepoint in tho succeeding chaptersld

$till, it has been said by some that Ste. Joln elearly dates

25) I Core 5, 7e 26) Jne 1, 29: "lamb of God".
29) Aots 1, 12e 30) dn. 12, 12.
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the meal, which he records as the Last Supper, as taking place “before
the Fenst of the Passovers" i It is true that the meal, descr’.cd in
the next verses, is the very one found in the three other gospel: ui
which Jesus instituted the lord's Supper, though St. Johm omits, es he
does so often, what he fesls overy reader alresady knows fron the three
other evangelists, namely, the words of institution. But just what is
the relationship betweon this meal and the "before" above it? Is Ste
John, as some would tell us, trying to correct the Synoptists in their
dating of the “ast Supper, changing it from the fourteenth tc the thir-
teenth of lisan? That seems out of the question, for the apostle certaine
ly would not have used such an ambiguous term =~ "before." That would
mean that the meal could be placed on any night from Sunday until Wed=
nesdey, since the lest events related by Ste Johmn still took plece on
Paln Sundeye 22 The real import of these words, "before the Feast of
the Passover,” 1s that they link up the days intervening and inform
the reader as to the thoughts end ections of Jesus. They sre, so to
say, a separate, introductory paragraph, hence have no bearing whatso=

3
ever on the date of the Pesssover meale. 3)

31) dne 15’ 1. 32) Cfre Jne 12. 12 = 50.

A
33) leyer, nevertheless, holds: "pa mun mit detvor am Abend des 14e

Hisen des eigentliche Fest begenn, kenn hier nur der Abend des 13.
Visan gemeint sein." (Meysr, H.i.l., Kommentar usber des Neue Testa=
mont, Handbuch ueber das Ivangelium des Johannes, pe 502.) He claims
"fhat those who refer the time element solely to verse ome are merely
secking & harmonistic device. He asserts thet the "loving" in verse
one is explained immediately by the action of Jesus in the following
verses. Thot is correcte But the "before" clause; to be technical,
includes all Jesus?! action up to sunset of Thursday night, H¥isen four=
teen, when the Feast of Unleevened Bread officially began, for then

it was ¥isan Pifteen, eccording to Jewish custome At six o'clock that
night all leaven, found in the house, was burneds Therefore this phrase

in verse onebrings the reeder right up to the evening of the Passover
meale The actions of that night are the fulfillment of the tc2siSt,
John etill agrees with the Simoptistsl

e—
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During this meal Judas, the betrayer, left the table, and
"some thought, since Judas kept the money bag, that Jesus seid to him,
'Buy those things for which we have need for the Feast,' or that he

34)

should give somstliine to the poore" If the Passover meal were in
progress, why would the diseiples think that Jesus sent &udas for pro=
visions for the "Feast"? As we have noted elsewhere, the Pessover fese
tivel consisted of two parts, the Passover meal proper and the Foust
of Unleavened Bread. It would be very natural that, since Jesus had
made no proparstions for these coming days because of' His impending
death, the disciples would realize this lack of consideration and con=
nect this departure of Judas with such & necessary errande. That this
wes late in the evening of a high Feast did not invalidete such late

35)

preparationse

But, on the other hand, had the supposed shopping excursion
been fcr the Passover meal, it would have beon unnecessary, since Jesue
and the disciples would have had the entire next day to buy and prepare
the essentials, for the meal would not have been held until the follow=
ing evening. This passage points very evidently to the fact that this
meal was the Passover and that the diseciples were looking forward to

the seven day Feast of Unleavened Breade

34) Jne 13, 19.

35) "e o o In the Talrud ¢ « e , ©ven when the day before the feast of
unleavened hresd fell upon the Sabbath, necessary purchases for the
foast should be permitted, in spite of the stringent Sabbath lawsa"
(Yivisaler, J., The Gospels, pe 643.)

"oufficient here to state, that the provision and preparation of
the needful food, and indeed of all that was needful for the Feast,
ves allowed on the 16th Hisan. And this must have been specially
necessery when, as in this instance, the first festive day, or 15th
Nisan, was to be followed by a Sabbath, on which no such work was gar-
nitted." (Bdersheim, A., The Life and Times of Jesus the Messiah, II,

ps 508.)
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Another reference to the date of Jesus® death in Ste John's
gospel comes in connection with the transfer of Jesus by the priests.
"Then they lead Jesus from Ceiaphas to the Pretorium, and it was early;
and they themseives (id not go into the Pretorium, so that they would
not be defiled but might eat the Passovers" S, We will grant for the
moment that this was the morning before the eve of the Passover meal.
¥ould entering the house of a pagan defile these priests until aftor
sundovm, when the next day began? Ilo, for all defilement ceased that

L
eveningl ik They must have fearsd being barred from some cther meal
that would come during that daye That meel could be found on the fif-
tesnth of Nisen in the Chagigah or thonkofferings 39) "Paggover” is
hore used in its wider sensoe This is not forcing the text to suit our
contentionsd Byt it is gretuitous to demand the narrow meaning, when
the othor usage was & oommon idiom of the times{ Thet is why Joseph of

39)

Arimathen did not hesitate to enter Pilate's domicile and ask for
the body of Jesus, for he had already celsebrated the solemnity of the

Chagigah that afternoon, whereas the priests in the morning had not.

In three different passages Ste Johm designates the day om

o 40
which Jeeus crucified as "the preparations” ) It is claimed on the

36) Jdne 18, 28. 37) Cfre Leve 15, & £

A ~ ’

38) Meyer disagrees again: "Das e@ejewv <o TLefk o , , steht naemlich
durchgeengig in HeTe (Mte 20, 17; ke 14, 12, 14; Ike 22, 11a 15.ee),
wie bei Josephe und im Telmude « » 4 vom Essen des Passahlesmes, und
nicht, wie die lmrmonisten wollen, von den Festopferspeisen mit :uae
schluss des lammes, namentlich auch nicht ven der1#’aNess” (ilo;er,
HeAelia, Ope Cite, pe S44e) Howover, elsewhere in Sts Joim's gospel
"Passover” is used to designete the entire Passover festival, cfr.
2, 13. 253 6, 43 11, 655; 12, 1; 13, 1, which includes the Chagigah,
offered imediately after the morning service and eaten probably
right before eveninge

39) Mo 27, 5T. 58 40) Cfre Jne 19, 14, 31. 42,
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bagie of this term that the day was the day before the Passover, the
fourteenth of Nisen, on vhich the Jews were to prepare for the msal of
that evening. This is an orroneous opinione Howhere is this term used
to describe the day of preparation bofore the Passovore It is the Jewish
word for "Friday," wepabxzun for rpobhfBazos, that is, the day of prepara=
tion for the Cabbathe The Symoptists also agree with St. Jolm in plac=
ing the crucifixion on a Friday, whon they use this terme. ) In con=
tamporary literature we find the same word for the day before the Sobe
bathe Az) Lven to this day it is the Greek word for “Friday."%I% the
finel analysis all that Ste Jolm inlers in the three verses, where this
word "preparation” found, is that Jesus died on a Friday, the day before

the Sabbathe

One more source of information must he considered before we
conclude this discussion on the date of the Passion of Jesus Christs
Puring the {irst centuries of Christisnity a controversy arose in

which this very problem played an integral part. Eusebius, the ancient
44)

Church historian, describes this conflict:

"The churches of all Asie, guided by a remoter traditionm,
supposed that they ought to keep the fourteenth day of
the moon for the festival of the Savior's passover, in
which days the Jews were cormanded to kill the paschel
lamb; and it was inocumbent on them, at all times, to make
and ond of the fast on this day, on whatever day of the
weel it should hapren to falle But as it was not the cus~
tom to celebrate in this manner in the churches through=-

41) Cfre ifte 27, 623 Wee 15, 4'2; Lk, 25, 54,

42) "Caesar Augustus « o » ordained thus: < « « they be not obliged to
go before eny judge on the Sebbath-day, nor on the day of the prepara=
tiem to it (4 =7 Tee TadTns wepaext] ), after the ninth hoursee”
(Josephus, Antiguities of the Jews, XVI, vi, 2) "For they fast on Mon=
day and Thursdey, but you fast on ednesday end Friday (wap« e sofv )o"
(nidache, VIII)
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out the rest of the world, who observe the practice that
bas prevailed from apostolic tradition wmtil the present
tine, so that it would not be proper to terminate our
fest on any other but the dey of the resurrection of our
Saviore"

Since these cestern Christisns celebrated the death of Jesus
on the seme day as the 01d Testament Passover, the fourteonth of lizan,
they were called the Quartodecimens, i. es, the fourteenth dey observers.
The western Christisns, on tho other hand, insisted that Easter must
be celebrated on o Sunday, since Jesus rose on & Sundeys. They, there=
fore, alweys commemorated the death of Jesus on the preceding Fridey.
In recording this strife between the churches Kusebius quotes profusely
from Polycrates, one of the eastern bishopse This man cites, &s sus-
teining his views, the Apostle Philip; his three daughters; St. Jalm,
the apostle; Polycarp, Bishop of Smyrna; Thraseas, Bishop of BEumenisa;

45)

Papirius; Segeris, Bishop, buried et Taodicea; and Helito. He concludes:

"A1l these have consistently celebrated Easter on the fourteenth

day in accordence with the gospel and have made no exceptions

therein, but have followed the rule of feith. « « For seven

of ny relatives have been bishops, and I au the eighth, and

my relatives have elhweys celebrated the day, when the people

loy aside the leavens"

Here, we are told, is direct evidence against our harmony of
the Synoptists and Ste. Johm, for it is plainly stated that in the Fast

+the death of Jesus was commenorsted on the day of the Passover, Fisen

fourteen, and, furthermore, that St. Jolm is quoted as an authority for

43) Ve shall reproduce the date line of 2 copy of the itlantis, national
deily Greek newspaper, vwhich is given in English end Groek: 'Vole
XIVIIIe = Hoe 15,511- Hew York., H.Yc.. Fridﬂz, I'.Pril 4, 1941 ¢ o =
TS mes 48 es. ~ *Apd®. 15,11 NEA Y¥ORKM, TARPAERETYH, 4

ARWPIALOT 1941."

44) Fusebius, Church History, V, xxiil, 45) Fusebius, op. cit., V, xxive
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this date. Though this seoms petent, nevortheless, 1t is not the fect.
Polycrates, in the statement above, twice wakes mention of the basis
for their practice, namely, "the gospel™ and "the rule of faith." “ince
the four gospels were common property also Lo those Christisns in the
sast, these men did not follow only the fourth Ivangelist, but 2ll four.
They did not find a contradiction between the Synoptists and St. Johne
The faect that they mention Si. John especially is due to the fact thmt
he lived there during his last years. It ig natwal then that the men

in the Fast followed the custom, begun by this apostle.

This practice in the Iast was not cne conflicting with ouwr date

of' the death of Jesus, for, since they were more uader the influence of

Judeism than thelr bretiren in the West, they celebrated the institution
of* the Lord's Supper on the same night on which Jesus celebrated it, on
liisen fourteen, Passover eveninge Together with this commwemorstion they
ended their Lenten fast and celebrated the Lerd?'s Supper, recalling at
the same time the death of Jesuse This they termed the Christian Passover,

since they locked to Jesus as the true Passover lambe

But in the Viest the Christians always dated the end of their
Lenten fest according to the day on which Jesus rose from the dead,
Easter Sundaye That brought about an irritating confusion in the early
Church, for, while one part of Christendom was still fasting snd look-
ing forwerd to the Easter cormmion, the other section completed the

preparatory fast and cormemorated this Christian Passover with Holy

. Communione Thet was the cause for tho conflict between Bast and Vest,

: 46)
as Schafi concludes:

", « « These ancient paschal controversies did not hinge on the
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chronological question or the true dote of Christ's death
at all, but on the week=day and manner of its amual o
servance. The question was whethor +he paschal communio

sEouIa be celebrated on the fourteenth of Nisen, or on tho

Sunday of the resurrection festival, without regerd 4o tho

Jewish chronoclogy."

Therefore, instead of finding danta in favor of the critics?

opinions, we learn that also these early Christiesns viewed the gose
pels as being in agreement and that they celebrated the institution

of the Tast Supper on the Passover evening, the fourteenth of Hisan,

as S%e John had done before theme

™

This evidence, as presented in the chapter above, should
carry enough weight to remove ©ll obstacles and prove our contention
that Jesus ate the Passover on the proper evening end died on the high
Feast day, the [ifteenth of Hisan, as the three Synoptists end 5te

Joim very clearly indicatoe

46) Schaff, Philip, fistory of the Christian Church, Vol. II, pe 220.
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I.

IN THE GARDEN

With the Passover meal corpleted, Jesus left with His eleven
disciples and made lis way toward the Mount of Olives on the western
slopes of which was a garden of olive trees, where lip was ascustomed to

spend iiis nights during this holy week. This plot of ground, kncwm es

the Gerden of Gethsemane, because of an 0il press which was located there,

may have belonged to some friend of Jesus, perheps, as the room where

fie ate His last supper, to the parents of John liark.

While making liis way to the Garden, Jesus s}_“mke‘to His dis=
ciples about many things. &nd just before His entrance into the Garden
itself le prayed one of the prayers most cherished by all Christisnse.
fie prayed among other things "for them also which shall believe on Him
through the disciples' word." ) In the first hours of His anguish

Jesus prayed {or the Christians of all ages. i'hat an exalted example of

true lovel

Critics have carped thet such & mental change from the Jesus
of the sdigh Priestly Prayer to the Jesus in the Garden, writhing like
a worm in the dust, is an utter impossibilitye. St. John, they clainm,
kaew nothing of such @& Gerden scene. liis Christ goes serenely and tri-

umphantly to liis deathe ) poes this claim find & foundation in the

1) Jl‘!.o 17. 20.

2) "Every attempt to insert, in John, tho synoptic igony between the



gospels, or is it a subjective innovation?

Thet Ste John omits this phase of the Garden episode is very
much in keoping with his general plan. He is supplementing the writings
of the Synoptistas. As Steinmeyer reletss: 8)

n

e o « V¢ can ensily understand how thut evengelist who

points on the very first page of his Gospel to the lLamb

who tekes awey the sin of the world, the same lemb of

whom he says 2t its close, % bone of Him shall not be

broken, ' might feel that no interest would be served by

hig narrating en incident which wvas rooted in the tradie

tions of Uhristendom no less firmly then was that other

ineident of which he is equally silent, the institution

of the iLord's Supver."
S%ill he is careful %o record ono of Jesus' statements in the Garden
in which there is a direct reference to His mrayers, namely, when
Josus robuked Ste. Peter, "The cup which the Father has given to .e

4)

shall 1 not drink it?" That is the very cup of suffering over which
Josus had pourcd out His soul to the Father during His soul-stirring
preyerse. ere it not for the Synoptic acom unts of these prayers, which
Ste Jorm undoubtedly had before him, the readers of the fourth gospel

would not sense the real conmotation of Jesus® wordse

loreover, 3te. Jolm, at other times, speaks of just such mani=
feostations of the divine and the human in Christ, es are apparent hera.
At the grave of lazarus we have a parallel accounte First we see a2 truly
humen Jesus, weeping et the loss of e friend, end then we are given a

fore=gleam of His heavenly majesty, when with a word He shakes the world

farewell speeches of Jesus from the 14th to the 17th chapter, and the
epproach of the traitor with his followers at the beginring of the 18th,
is an attack not merely upon the moral elevation, but ealso generally
upon the menly firmmess of the character of Jesus. . « (ne account does
not presuppose the other, they are drawn from quite different points of
view, they are quite incompatible representations, but in their present
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5)s
of the dead snd brings Lazsrus forth alive. Viould we call that a
psychological imposaibilit;,r to experience two such emotional extremes?

Ve are decling here with no mere mand

Bewr can' the coritics sey thet here thero is too sudden a meta-
morphosia? In the zospels thero are dofinite hints as to this strance
change in Jesus, previous to [iis hour of agony in the CGarden. Already
et the supper "He was troubled in spirit" 8) at the thought of the
approaching storm clouds of Gethsemenes And in the eaccounts of St.
Uatthew and “t. Yark ceoreful attention mist be given 4o that phrase,

7)

"He bopan to be grieved and to be sorely troubled." In those words
ve have the reel beginning of the suffering in the %arden, which was
& second onslaught of Saten apeinst Jesuse fs Uis first temptation in
the wildorness is reported in three skifnishes with the Devil, so His
finel conflict with the powers of evil is recorded in e triple prayer,
onding likewise in victorys This final temntation brourht o o close
he "season” 8) of the of't venquished foel To the honest rmen 211 these
experionces fron the depths of inner turmoil to the heights of heavonly
mejesty ere quite comprehensible, for he eceents the Jesus of the gos=
pels as true fod ond true men, who "was in a1l pointe %empted like as

we are, yet without sin.” 9)

form neither of them cen e locked upon as historical, &nd ell we can
say is that they are both fietitious, one being only the more simple
in its conception, the other showing more reflection, and conscious
purposes” (Streuss, DeF., ope cite, De 333e)

3) Steimmeyer, Fels, Ope cite, Pe 7l 4) Jn. 18, 1ll.
5) Cfre Jn. 1l. 6) dne 13. 2).
7) Mte 26, 57 Meyer: "del«to : jintritt dieses Zustandes == aow el Dar

x. &Snpeveiv 3 Klimaxe" (loyer, Heheiies OPe cite., Handbuoch ueber
das Eva_r;ﬁelium des Hetthaous, pe 516e)
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Ais Jesus crossed the brook Xidron end neered the entrance-
way into the Carden, lle addressed His diseiples: "Sit here, while I
depart a bit and prey." 120 And teking with Him Peter, James, and John,
the seme chosen three whe had been privileged to witness Him, trans-
flzured in Wis glory on the liount, He made His way toward the interior
of the Gordens iis FHe valked, Fe made Imowmn to this tric the thoughts
vhich were seething end beiling within ¥im. "My soul is exceedingly
sorrowful, unto deathe Remain here and stay awake with lel Pray that
you do not enter inte temptation." L)
Then leaving even these three friends behind, He went "aboub
a stone's throw," 12) end "fell dovm on Fis fece and prayed, seying:
'Iiy Iather, if it is possible, let this cup pass from Me, novetheless,
13)

not &g I will i%, dbut ee You wish it to he.'™ That e soul struggle

must have onsuedl fo great was the ancvish and the inrer conflict of
L

1
Jecus, He by whom "sll thines were made,” thet His Father had to

sond o crewture to comfort Hime "/nd there eppeered unto Him en sngel

15 16)
from heaven, strenrthening Him," ind as the hattle thickened,
8) Lk. 4, 13, 9) Hebe 4, 15, - 10) ¥t. 26, 36s 11) Mte 26,37,
12) ke 22, dle 15) Lt. 26, S5 e l‘;:) Jne 1, Se

16) Parrar weckens his splendid narretive with such stalteorents as this:
"Under the dark shadows of the trees, amid the interrupted moonlight,
it seems to them [the disciples] that there is en engel with Iim,
who supports iiis failing strougth, who enables Him to vise victorious
from those first prayers with nothing but the erimson troces of that
bitler strugsle upon His brows" (Ferrar, F.'., The Life of Christ,

Pe 446.) : 4 i

16) Ik. 22, 43+ This first prayer of Jesus seems to be the most trying,
according to the first two evangelisits. Vi@ have therefore incorporated
the verses of Ste. Luke at this point in the Synoptic narrative. The
words of Jesus in both instances are almost identical with those found
in the first two gospels. Since the tenor of Jesus'! prayers appears
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not only lile soul was in agony, but also iis very body felt the inten=
sity of this struggle. There wvas & marked physicel reaction. "ind Eis
sweat becone as drops of blocd falling dam on the grounds" =) How
long this prayer, which nershaled 21l the mental, physical, and spirite
usl energies within the meke-up of Jesus, whose soul was here pressed,
es between two huge rocks, by the greatest problem of His life; we are
not informode Prayer is not measured by the hour~glass but by the sound=

ing 1ine-

“hern Ie had prayed thus, He returned to the three disciples,
only to find them aslegpe They had watched with Hir but a few ninutes
and had heard but the opening strains of that heart-rending preyer.
¥hat o leck of understénding they displayedl But Jesus, singling out
Ote Petor becouse of the bold statements of loyalty, which he had ex=
pressed on the way to the Garden, warned hin, "Se! —- Vare you not
stroang enough to remain awale with lic one hour? Be wakeful and pray,
that you do not c*.hcr.i:ﬂ-.o temphotion. The spirit is willing, but the

% 13
£lesh iz weale” )

Then, agein 2 second time, Fe left them and returned to Iis

to become lighter alresdy in the second petition, snd since the third,
though not recorded, probably evinced more surety on the part of the
suffering Jesus, the strong emotional amnd spiritusl conflict in &%
iyke's account, with its ph'anomnal results, would not ['it into the
following prayers. In fact Ste luke, thinking that the last two peti=
tions were not as sml-trying as t“te first, does nct even rscord them,
but continues with the betrayale.

17) 1ke 22, 44, "'Tertiun corperationis,® the point of comparison does
not rest in the fulness nor in the weight of the drops, but in their
colore. It vas o sweat of the huo of bloode His anguish compressed the
heart, so as to force the bloor‘ through the pores and add its color
o the sweat thet oozed forths” (¥lviseker, Je, 9P« Cite, Pe 699)

18) Hite 26, 40. 4le
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Place of prayers this ordeml was less stremuous, if we can judge from
the few words left for us in the goepels. Jesus, strengthened by the
Pirst prever, was becoming more resigned to the will of His Father..

fle prayed: "My Father, if it igi.;os-sible thot this pass by, ezxcept 1
drink it, let Your will be donci™ 19) isnd heving entreated His Father
in that menner for some time, e agmin sourht the comfort of !is dise
ciples. But 3n vain, for "He fond them sleeping.” 2a) And when Jesus
roused them from their slumbers, Lhe astonished and bewildered disciples

were silensed by their shame; they had no answer for their linster's

censuring words and glancese

The #hird prayer is no% recorded, hut we are +old that Jesus
just revested the words of the previeus nraver. By now He wns becoming
more fortified in tho face of the oncoming strugzle. An angel had es=
gured Him after the first nraver that this vas the wiil of His Fathers
And hence by this %ime His fevered, hlond=noist brow hed been cooled
in the evening breezes. As Ne returned the third time to His drowsy

2%)
diseiples, in compassionate, vet imderstanding tomes, de spoke: "Sleep
on, Tor the rsmaininz:,_time, take your restl Behold, the hour draws near

22
when the Son of ¥an is betrayed into the hands of simners.” )

19) 1*te 26, 42 20) ’ko 14. 40.

21) There are some who would find sarcasm in Jesus' words, but that
does not seem to £it the nesture of the suffering Saviore lThroughout
the succeeding hours te has nothing but silent resignation oxr words
of mercy for even lis prosecutorse ‘ould lie then during these last
moments vent His passion in irony on these disciples, who, Hs knows,
will be the first to forsake fim? Rather iHe grants them tnis oppor-

- tunity to rest, ere the troubled hours to come prove too rmuch for
thonte C

in the Liturgy and igende the compilers have tried to combine the
last statement of Ste Luke (22, 46) and the last statements of Ste
ilatthew (26, 45 46) and Ste lark (14, 41l. 42) in the following way:
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Yet, wrhile these words were still leaving the lips of Jesus,
He saw the torches in the Jistance, He heard the tread of meny feet on
the stony patlmmy, He lmew that the had already come, so Ie immedietely
aroused liis sleeping friends, "Cot up! lLet us be goingl Behold he who
betreys l'e drews nearl" 3
Ye mush now retrace cur steps & moment sand bring Judas with
his band from the temple to tha Cardens During the meal Judes had left
the groun end kept his rendegvous with the priests. Le noted befeore, he
probably hud made some agreements with them at the time when he purchased
the lemb and brought it to the temple for leviticsl inspection. Tince
the exect plece at which the last rmoeal would be caten was withheld from
hin by Jesus' unigue procedure for preparation, 7] his first plaons were
probebly foiled, namely, to inform the priests whkere Josus would keep
the Passover. But with the real still in prozress he hod hastened +o
his fellows in the c¢rime end 4old them where they could find the man,

whom they heted end despised, slone with just His cleven disciples. The

priests heutily assembled an ermod bande At this scason of the year,

"aleep on now, and take your rost? Thy slecp yo? It is enough; behold"
etce (ps 412) This seems 2 bit strained. Since the words in S%. Luke
are so like those in St. Uatthew and St. Yark d&fter the first prayer,
we meintain that they have no place in the Ziral admenition because
of content and position. ,

St. sugustine interprets these words simost ss we: "Hence we mey
conclude thet the case really stood thus: namely, that affer address-
ing these words to thom, 'Sleep on now, and take your resi,' the Lord
was silent for & spacee » o Thus it is in Mark's Gospel we find those
words « « » followed imsediately by the phrase, It is enocugh;' thet
is to say, 'the rest which you have had is enough nowe'" (Augustine,
Bishop of Hippo, op, cite, 1iI, iv, 11, pe 183.)

22) lte 26, 45. 23) it. 26, 46.

M) Cfro lte 26, 1" - 190
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vwhen there vere meny pilgrims in the land, it wms natural that Pilatg.,
the Roman Procurator, had an armed cohort, consisting of five or six
hundred men, stationed ot the tunuplo, lest an outbread find him unprﬂ"
pareds 4And so the high priests, after receiving the coveted information
from Judes, hastenod to Filate or the captein in charge and begged of
him & detechment of soldiers under 2 tribune to apprehend e dangerous
eriminels These Roman soldiers 2 along with some of the teuple police,
levites who served in such a capecity, nede up the band which set out
with Judas to take Jesus by surprice, while parteking of the ‘assover

Suppere

'hose preparatiions, however, had takon enough time so that
desus had finished [is mewl end the conversation after the repaste
Then Judas end his men errived at the scene of the lest Supper, ther
found then gone. But since it vams customary for Jesus to spend His nights
in the Gardon of Gethserene, Judas turned his steps toward the “ount. of
Olivose et with this rove 2 new necessity crosee fow would the zen
know which of the group in the Garden wes Jesus? The evil-ninded betray=
er said thut he would give them & sign, =~ he would kiss the man, whom
they wanteds And so they spproached the spot, vhere we left Jesus speak=-

ing with His three disciplese.

Ag this motley horde broke through the Carden gate and up the
path, lighted by their smoking torches, Jesus stood waiting for them.

He hed been expectiing their visitl Vith their approach He anticipated

25) It is not necessary to take the literel meaning for crelpav 5 "eohort,”
as used by Ste Johne That many soldiers would not be neededs St. Jolm
meroly uses a metanymy, naming the small group efter its larger division.
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their plans, stepped forward, and asked, "Whom do you seek?" 26} Taken
off their gusrd, they replied, "Jesus of Kagareth." He countered with
the answer, "I am Hel" And vith};heaa words they reeled backward and fell
to the ground. 4nd again He asked them, after they had regained their
corposure, "Vhom do you seek?" They ropeateod their reply, "Jesus of Ha=
zarcths" ind Jesus said, "I have told wvou t'tm‘c' I am He. T then you seek
We, lot these go awey." "ith this the words of the iligh Priestly Prayer
were fulfilled, that of those which had been given to Hin, He had los%t

27)

nonee.

At this tine Judas stepped out from among the eaptors and
28
wallred townrd Josus. ) Thoush the preceding events hed really made

his sotion wmiecessary, he determined Lo carry out hic end of the bar=

29)
end kissed Him

gtin. e walked up to Jesus and said, "Hail, laster,"
tenderly. Yecling deeply the himacrisy of this act, the :asiteor anawered,

30
"Friend, for what have you come?" ) How those words should hove cut

26) Jn. 18, 4 . 27) Cfr. Jn. 18, 9 and 17, 12.

28) Ue have placed the events, recorded by Sta John, before those men-
tioned by the Synoptists for the following reasons: The time, in the
first place, scems too short botweon the approach of the soldiers
and the question of Jdesus to permit the action of Judase This scene
would have taken several minutes to enact end by that tine the sur-
prisc element in Jesus! bold question would have lost its edge. In
the second place the rerark, ".nd Judas also, who botrayed Him, stood
with them," (Jne 18, 5) seems 4o indicote that he had not stepped out
from ameng their ran¥s, when nearing Jesus, but had remained with
them during these first minutese The relstive clause, "who had be-
trayed Him," does not show that he had completed this eack, but is
rather technical nome, given elready in vs. 2.

29) . 26, 49. :
30) Yte 26, 50e leyer comments: "Da das Relat. s niomals in direster

Trage gebraucht wird, sondern nur in indirecter, so ist die gewoehn-
liche frageande Fassung unrichtig, und einon Xissbrauch der sinkenden

" Gracitact anzunehmen, ist in Bezug eul s grundlos. « « Die KRede, der

draengenden Situation entsprechend, it abgebrochen: Freund, wogzu du
hier bistl naemlich: das thue. Denmit weist Christus das geschehene
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into the hard heart of tho betrayerd But they apperently did no goed,
for apain Jesus tried to instill shame and contrition into "!:h‘ls cowmard=
1y wretche "Judas, do you betray the Son of ian with a Fiss?” ? Tiere
they the spark that we 1d kindle the flame? Tio, these tender words of
the Lord did not drive Judes to the genuine penitence to which His look

brought “t. Peter later in the evening.

hnmediately then, the men took hold of Jesus to lead Him evay.
But Peter, the impetuous, rashly tried to live up to his earlier bravado.
He rlpped his sword from its shesth eané brazenly etiompted to ward off
the hands of the captors. In a wild swing he slashed off the right ear
of one of the servants of' the *“igh Priest, whose neme was lalchus. In=
stoxtly Jesus turned to Peter and rebuked him, saying, "Do not resist

52,
them, even to this extremel” Then, after touching the injured ear
with a healing hand, Jesus continued, "Feter, put back your sword into
its plwce, for all those that take the sword will perish with the sworde
Do wou think that I am vot able to call on Hy Father end that lie will
then place &t my disposal more than twelve legions of angels? but how
may the scriptures be fulfilled that thus it rust be? The cup which
33)

the lather has given to le shall I not drink iti"

verraetherische Xuessen von sich." (Meyer, leiele; OPe Cite, PDe H521e
522.) Though Meyor apperently hes much in his favor, no less e Groek
scholar than BlJ. Goodspesd translates this sentence: "liy friend,
what are you here for?" (The Uible, an imerican Translation)

31) Lk. 22, 48.

32) ike 22, 5le S5t Augustine of'ten has & very good coumentary on just
such puzzling phrases of Jesuse fe offers here: "'Let not what is
about to take place agitate you. Thoss nen are to be suffered to go
thus fer; that is to say, so far as to apprehend e, and thus to
effect the fulfillment of thiose things which ere written of Mee!"
(4ugustine, Bishop of Hippo, op. cit., III, v, 17, p. 185.)

35) Clfre itte 26' H2 = 54; Jdlle 18’ 1le
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34)
Then locking up, Jesus sow the chief priests snd olders
With the capteins of tho towple guard, who by this tire had worked toe
werd the front of the mob to see what was ceusing the delsy and addie
tional commtion. Yo seid to them, "Do you come out as apgeinst & robber,
to tolo Mo with swords end clubs? Did I not sit daily in the témple
teaching, and you did not lny hold of ¥ee But this is your hour and the
pover of derlmess. But thus it rust be in order that the scriptures be
fulfilledl" #2) Aftor these words they tock #im and led Him awmy.
the disciples, now stricken with ewe, forgot their strong
promiscs of lovelty and fled from their Master, leaving Him to His
eneniose Une msn receives speciel menticne "And a certsin vounr men
wme following Him, being clad in & fine linen cloth about his neked
body, and thay laid hold of him. But leaving behind the fine linen
cloth, he flod nakeds" & fince fte Hark is the only one recording
this ineident, we feel safe in naming this younz disciplie John lark.
Lftor the lomen soldiers and the Yewish mob had left his futher's house,
where ther first asought Jesus, he probebly, though already in bed,
guickly snatched e linen cloth, wrapped it about him, and kurried to
the olive grove, where he could see what would transpire. Still curi=
ous, after the other disciples had fled, he hung close behind the cap=
tors of his Lorde ‘hea they noticed him, they attempted to arrest him

too, but he fled, leaving the eloth in their hands, and hastened back

34) deyer: “Luke 22, 32 laesst auch sohon die Obarpriester und Aeltes=
ten il erscheinan, was gowiss unrichtige lir'm:itomng der Ueberliefer—
ung iste” (leyer, HeieTs, ODe Cibe, pe H2le) This is purely subjectives
These men may have left aftcr the armed group and, hence are not mens-
tioned by the other writers. it would seen matural that these men
would want to overseer the work of the evening, including the arreste
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to the city in his undergarments, or, as some believe, entirely naked.

Thus Jesus, bereft of llis frionds, wes led, bound and guarded,

to trial.

35) Cfre i't. 26, 55; Mke 14, 48, 49; ike 22, 52 53

36) ke 1";,":. H5le 52.
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BEFORE THE JEVISH COURTS

Wany chapters have been writtenkoncerning the triasls of Jesus
Christ, as to whether they can be clessed as truly legal or whether they
were entirely unscrupulous, mere travesties of justice. There will pro-
bably nover he a satisfactory solution, which is agrecable to all.
Though we do have the traditionel ordinances of the Jews, especially
in the tractete of the Mishnah, called Sanhedrin, end though the Lex
Romane is so well known to us today that it has been the patiern for
many of the laws of our modern civilizetion, nevertheless, judgment on
these grounds is very unstebles. It must be remembered, first of all, that
the traditional views of Jewish legal procedure "may represent rather

1)

the ideal than the real." And hence, though we may refer to these
troditionnl ideas, it must be borne in mind that actual comparisons are

2 bit too risky. Ythen, in the second plece, we deal with Romen Law we

1) Bdersheim, /e, OpDe cite, pe 563. This view is likewise meinteined
by Charles FPiske and Burton Sgott Easton: "A Jewish document (Senhe-
drin) vritten in A.D. 225 is often quoted in $llustration of Jesus?
Trial. Its evidence, however, mist be used with greet caution. It con=
templates an independent Jewish court, bearing the responsibility for
inflicting death, and so it provides safeguards that would have been
necdless in Jesus'! day. Moreover, many of its rules are much later
than Rew Testement times and represent rabbinic ideas of what should
have been the law, not the actual practice of eny period." (The Real
Jesus, pe 180.) In & similar vein Shirley Jackson Case notes: "It is

e to attempt a reconciliation between the gospel stories of
Jesus' trial and the legal processes of the Sanhedrin as detailed in
the tractete of the iishnah of this subjecte This treatise is availe
able in an excellent racent English translution by He Danbye « « ,
who thinks that the Jewish eriminal procedure here desoribed is not
that which was in vogue before 70 A.De.but is a projection into the
past of ideas current among Jewish scholars at the ond of the second
centurys" (Jesus A New Biography, ppe 323. 324.)
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must also remember that court trials in the provinces were in no way

2)

eonpareble to the dravm=out proceedings current in Rome. It was only
the Roman citizen who eould gain recourse to that legal protection, as
St. Taul did before Festus. %) The long processes thet then followed
this appeal in Rome were not possible in the provinces, where the pro=
curator held a more or less informal court, a¢ the one presented to us

in the gospels Tor the trial of Jesuse Vith these preceutions in mind

we then proceed.

Heny theories are curreut as to the number of trials which Jesus

hed to enduree The view which we shall attempt to uphold is well summa=-
rized by the Reve. James Stalker, "There were two trials, an ecclesiastie
cal on ¢ and & civil one, in each of which there were three stagese. The
formor took pluce, first Lefore Annas, then before Calaphas and an in=
formal committee of the Sanhedrin, and, lastly, before a rerular meeting
of this court; the latter took plece, first before Pilate, then before

4
Herod, and, lastly, before Pilate againa" )

Aecordingly then, Jesus wvas led first into the presence of

2) "IMmerous writers have claimed that the trial of Christ before Pie
late wns illegal, beceuse Pilate did not conduct the case in accor=
dence with the legal procecdure followed in the city of Rome. Much evi=
dence has been collected of late, however, especially from the Papyri
found in Bgypt, to prove that in the provinces of the Roman Empire
cepital cases were not conducted at any time in the leisurely end fore
mel vcumer in which they were carried on at Rome. A governor visited
o pert of his province for a few days at a time, and heard and rapid=
ly disvosed of mumnerous casete « « 00 far as we can now judge, the
trial of Jesus before Pilate was quite in accord with legel procedure
in the Roman provinces." (Barton, GeAe., Jesus of Nazareth, A Biography,
Pe 379-)

3) Cfre Acts 25, 10«  4) Stalker, Je, The Life of Jesus Christ, p.127e
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Annes, the fathor-in-law of the present high prieste This man also had
held that high ecclesiastical position from the years 7 = 14 AaDe, when
he vms deposed by Valerius Gratus, the predecessor of Pontius Pilates
That this wen wieldod a strong influence over the religious affairs of
the Jews of his dey con be learmed from the fact that one of his sons
had been high priest before Caiaphas, the present high priest and his
soh=in~law, and four of his sons succeeded this high pi'iest to thet high
position of honore But since the more religious Jews considered the high
priesthood as a lifa=time position, they naturally stilli ldoiced upon
this /innas as their richtful high priest, even though the secular govern=
ment changed these men shout at wille Thus we find Annas mentioned as
high priest, along with Caiapﬁas_, in the beginning of “t. Iuke's gospel.s)
In deference to this populer feeling and in order to give Caiaphas more
time for assembling o small group of the fanhedrin, Jesus is brought

first to Annas, also termed in St. Jolm's Gospel the high prisste

The most logical assumption is that Annas shared the high
priest's palace with his son~in-law, the one occupying the quarters on
one side of the open court, the other lodging onkbha opposite side. This
seems to be the most netural view, because Sts Jolm reporis that Ste
Petor gained admittance into the "palace of the high priest.” 6) And
this seme writer divides the denial into two ports, one occuring during
the trial before Annas, the other while Jesus stood before Caiaphas and
the councile The fact that the place of the trials before the Jews is
mentioned but ong, and that at the beginning, and the fect that Jesus

saw St. Potor after the third denial, necessitating that, had Jesus been

5) Cfre Lke 3y 2e ' 8) dne 18. 16.
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transi'erred to another place, Ste Peler also must have changed locations
with Jesus, something which is not hinted in the text, while the very
opposite is suggestod by the continuiity of evente in regard to St. Peter
in the other thres gospels, === thege two fucts lead us Lo bolieve that

the trials before Annas and Coiaphas took place in the same building.

That Jesus wos brought to u residence of Ammas, which weas on
B g L) ; . :
the Mount of Qlives, scems groundless inthe light of what follows.
The time element alone would seem to indicate that all these meotings
wore hold in closa proximity and in quick succession. The time allotted
to these various processes could only be from around one o'clock in the

morning of tho fifteenth of Nisen, since the Passover meal would end

7) Ldersheim feecls that "the suggestion that Annas and Caiaphas occu-
pied the seme dwelling is not o 1y very unlikely in itself, but seems
incompatible with the obvious meuning of the nctice, %iow jumas sent
Him bound unto Caiaphas the lUigh-Prieste!" (ope cite, ps 548.) To
maintein this view, he places the conversation given by fte John as
teling plece bofore Caiaphas, and therefore concludes: "lie thus kmow
ebsolutely nothing of vhat passed in the house of imnes -- if, indeed,
anything passed —- exceplt thet aAnnas sent Jesus bound to Caiaphes.”
(ibidy Ve see 10 reason for disrupting St John's narrative in that
mannere The fourih evangelist does nol report on the proceedings be=
fore Calaphas, beclase these events are already given in the other

three gospelse llere, again, St. John acis as the supplement. Ye, there=

fore, follow the wequence suggested by St. John, &s being the most ob=
vious and logicals. :

8) "They [ies., the high priests of the house of Armas] had a country=
soat, probsbly on the lount of 01 ives, where they drove a lucrative
traffic in doves and all the materials for the offerings of purifi-
cetion; and the place was known, apparently in derision, as the Booths
of the Sone of Anmase « « It is probable that he [Annas] resided et
the Booths on the slope of Olivet hard by the Garden of Gethsemane,
and thither Jesus was conducted." (Smith, De, The Deys of His Flesh,
Pe 464.) This assumption is based on this sentence in the Taduud :

"ind there is also esnother Boraitha: Forty years before the Temple
was destroyed, the Senhedrin was exiled from the chamber of the Temple
to & svore.” (Babrlonian Talund, pe 121e) Thers will bs further ex-

planation orghis passage in foot-iota 11)e
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Just vefore midnight, until ebout five that rmornming, for it is said
that Jesus vme brovght before Pilate at dey=broske L 24111 another
resson mipht sugzest that the trials of Jesus be kept within one builde
ing, nemely, seerccy. During these festive seasons the stréots were
ot empty of people, for they were preparing for tha feast days to come,
even at this early houre If Jesus wore paraded from palace to palace,
e crowd would goon follow, which the leaders would choose to avoid,
lest the mob impede the swiftness of thoir iudicial machinery. There=
fore, since it apvears evident that Jesus was not moved any great dige
tence to and from the various trials and since we have evidence that the

11
Sanhedrin met in the palace of the hisgh priest, ) we will hold to our

9) Cir. Exe. 12, 22.
10) Cfre Mte 27, 1. 2; Mk. 16, 1; Tke 22, 663 23, 1; Jn. 18, 28.

11) "vhis second sitting of the Sanhedrin was held, like the first, in
the pontifical palece, for they started {rom Caiaphas' residence when
bringing Jesus before the Pretorium (John 18, 28). The ordinery place
f'or their assemblies was the basilica erected by Simon ben=chetach
near the Isreelites! FPorches, end kmowm by the name of Gazith (Fmll
of hewn or squere Stomes)e But the Jewish traditions inform us that,
forty yeurs bofore the destruction of the Temple, the Sanhedring, be=
reft of their powers of sentencing prisoners to death, abandoned Ga=
zith end held their meetings in the Gentiles® Porches, and still le=
ter on in the lower town (Talmud of Babylon, Roschaschana, 31, 1;
Talmud of Jderusalem, Yoms, 13, 3; Sanhedrin, 24, 2). S0 three years
before the faviour's Passion the Great Council had ceased to have any
fixed place for their meetings." (Fouard, the Abbe Constant, The
Christ The Son of God, ppe 285e 28G.) Furthormore Edersheim connects
the meeting place of the fanhedrin with the Booths of the Sons of
Annas, which were menticonad before: "The highest tribunal was thet
of' seventy~-one, or the Great fenhedrin, which met first in one of
the Temnle~Chambers, the so~called Lishlath haGazith -- or Chamber
of Hewn Stones == and at the time of which we vrite in 'thebooths
of the sone of innase! To which o fool-note is appended: "It is a
nistel: Lo identify these with the four shops an the Ilount of Olivese.
They were the Temple-chops previocusly describeds" (ope cite, ps 554e)
Therefore we rule out the contentions of David Smith and thirley
Jaclkson Case in placing the meeting place of the Sanhedrin in the
Yell of Iewn Stone, as being untenable for the above-cited reasonse
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first proposition, unless proof %o the contrary is forthecominge

Ve have now brought Jesus to the palace of the high priest,
located in Jerusaleme It is St. John alone, who brings us this informa=-
ticne Sinec he reports his sccount, as one who was en eye witneas, it

seems nost temble to identify him with the one, merely referred +- as
S S ailings 5T e T -
anctiher disciple. And heocause this disciple is one who "was lmown

i2) . 1
est," ) St. Jolm alone of Jesus?® intimotes appecrs to

n

to the high pr

<

1de

merit such =n honor. Some have suggested Tazarusg, but that wouid fll
in this cose, since the raising of Lazarus from the dead had so invoked
the displeasure of the Jewish rulers thet they called a special meetinge

Thie would hrend Tazerus o porsona non prata in the eyes of the elders

ond seribese Hence in weant of better evidence we look to Ste John for

. 14) 15)
the events, vhich occurred before Annase

This triel before the formor high priest appears on the sur=-
face to he but a formnlityve FPerhaps we mey see in this brief interroga=-

tory session an echo of the words of Nicodemus, which he uttered before

12) Cfre Jn. 18, 15. 13) Cfr. Jne 11, 47 £fe

14) Ve pass over the subjective reasoning of Strauss without corment:
“TTow it wms the more obviocus for the later Evangelist on an occasion
on which tho High Priest was supposed to have something to do, as on
the trisl and condemmation of Jesus, to give that other (supposed)
High Priest something roally to do, as he thus had an opportunity at
the same time of representing Jesus as heving been repudiated and
naltreated by two Yewish Vigh ‘riests; as Luke, conversely, but with
e similar purpose, represents him as having been found innocent by two
judges, neither of them belonging to the Jewish hierarchy, that is by
Herod as woll as Pilate." (ope Cite, pe 3464)

15) "Vhen we read in John xviii. 13, thet they 'led lim away o Annas
first, ' Hf the high oriest memtioned in vere 19 can be no other than
Amnas himself, and, in the light of the statement in ver. 24, --
tinnas had sent liim bound unto Caiaphas,' == the preosence of Caiaphas
during the previcus proceedings becomes almost unimaginablel"
(Steinmeyer, FeL., OPs cite, Pe 95, )

13)
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the “Yewish rulers on a former accasion, when they attempted to appre=
hend Jesus, "Doos our law judge & man, unless it kears first from him
and knows what ho dees?" ; That then was probebly the reason for the
questions of ‘mnas, mere concession to the forms of lew, for he asked,
Jesus "concerning Jis disciples and lis teaching.” e ind Josus answer=
ed hin ‘n all truth, "I have spoken openly tc the world; I taught almys
in the symegogue and in the terple, where all the Yews convene, ead in
secret I have said nothing. "hy do you ask Me? An): those who have heard
wha' I hewe spolren to them" And then, so the next words seem to sug-
gest, Jesus nodded to the eaptors, standing ahout, end added, "See,
these know whet T have said." This letter statement provoked one of the
of' 'icere of the temple guard, for he slapped Jesus and demanded, "Is
that the way to answer the hich priest?” But Jesus with a justified
reprouch queried, "If T have spoken evil, bear witness of the evill But
if well, wh: do you slap Me?" Thus the initial, so to say, prelimirary
trial was begun. And now Jesus wes led {rom the chamber of imnnas, still
bound and with a guerd, across the open court to the chamber of Cmiephas,

the nigh priest.

A short distance behind the scldiers and Jews that brought
Jesus to Amnas two disciples, Peter and John, hovered in the darkness.
They hod come to see vwhat would become of their Master, after the first
fright had worn of'f. Unon renching the palace of the hich priest John
immedistsl  entered, for he wes mown et the gate, but Peter, a stranger
JMong S0 meny enemies, did not cross the threshholde When the former
noticed that his partrer was no ionger et his side, he hurried back %o

the door, and sesing Peter without, gave the janitoress a few words of

16) Jne 7, 5l. 17) The following from Jn. 18, 13 = 23.

1 AWNTWTInT
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essurance ound brought his friend into the palace propere

Within these very wnlls, where his Lord was standing trial
for lis life, this Peter would commit 2 sin, which probably caused him
to wish many limes that he had never entered that doore During the next
few hours he vas to do the very thing, which but e few hovrs provicue
he coniidently deiiode lio was Limself tc dencunce the very Lord, whom
ho bioldly told, "If I must die with You, not will I deny Youi" 3 but
the words of Jesus proved moro lrustworthy, "Verily I say to you that
you, teoday, this night, will deny Me three times before the cock crows

g . 19)
7 ! And 2o 3k F e
LW iCCe 4nd so it happenede

Thile Jesus was beiug questioned before innas Peter, so St.
John tells us, fell twrice before the taunts of the Jewish bv-standers.
The cxact wording of these denials, at first glance, mizht be difficult
to ascertain from tlhie four gospel accountse Because of this negative
scholars immediuvtely brand everything fictit?.cus. 29 They forget that
if the evangelists did attempt to pass a forgery, they would have been
very weak-minded men to leuve such apparent differences stand! The ideal
then would have been to state each denisl in the exuct words so that

the three wordings would have been exscl duplicates in the four gospelse

18) Lite 26, 35 19) ke 14, 80e
20) "That Ghe nerrators rrc o 1y concerned withbhe triple deniel, in

accordance with the prophecy of Jesus, we see by the discrepencées
whnich they adimit in reflereunce to persons, place and circunstonces."
{Strauss, Dle, ope cite, pe 345.) But we find a sound solution of this
difficulty in Hhe Work of J. 4. Broadus and.A. Robertson: "1f Potor?'s
denials ran through all three stzges of the trials bsfore the Jews

s » o then no one of the Cour Gospels eni:ld give each of tho denials
precisely at the time of its occurrence; and so each Gospel murely
throws them together, as in another way wo here brine them together
in one sectione. There is na 4ifficuvlty about uvle substcntial fact
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They were shrewd men to so dupe the world for nineteen hmdred yeers in

they fece of such indiscretions!

The three denials of Peter were not, if we take the gospel
accounts into consideration, three distinct sentenves of Peter by which
he denied his Lord, but they were three different occasions when,
confronted by various pecple in the open courteyard or on the porch,
Peter cloimed with tho audecity that wms truly his that he was not one

of the disciples of this Jesus.

The first of these denials occurred soon after he had passed
through the gate. Ste Jolm, better acquainted with the interior of the
palace, immedietely lost Peter in the crowd end mede his way .alawly
toward the rooms of Annas. St. Peter was passing by the janitoress at
the door, when she exercised her authority she asked, probably attempt=
ing to safeguard against any attempt to "pack"™ the house in favor of
Jesus, who had probably been brought in through that very door but a few

21)
minutes before, "You aren't one of this men's disuiples.)are yout"
22
Peter, taken off guard, yet wishing "to see the end,"  blurted out,
23)
"I am nots" He then mede his way toward the fire of coals, which the

of the denlals: and we must be content with our inability to arrange
all the c:;.rcumatances into a camplete prograxme.” (Harmony of the Gospels,
Ps 1¥Gs) .
21) We offer this translation beceuse of the fact that the question, as
introduced in the Greck ( cfsKeegi,207,3),; demans a negative answers
If it were just a jile, directed against Peter, the janitoress would
have wanted & positive answer: In accord with the duties of the door=
keoper and the time elapsing between St. Peter's entrance and the
ensuing quory it seems as if this is the best interpretation. St. Jolm
was probably not suspected by the woman, becsuse of his standing,just
as Nicodemus remsined & silent disciple; though a memeber of the ruling
partys (Cfre Jn: 7. 50s 61)

22) Mt. 26, 58.
25) This conversation was teken fram Jne 18, 17. It is very likely that
the reeson why this account is found only in St. John's gospel is
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servants and officers had made in the court, for these early spring
nights in Palestine were damp and cool. But there he found no haven,
for this jemitoress, still determined to ascertain his true identity,
followed close behind and, hoping to gain further informatien, said in
front of the very men, who had just brought Jesus in from the Garden,
"You were too with Jesus of Nasarethi™ But he quickly answered, con-
tinuing in his first lie, "I do not know, nor do I understand what you
are sayingl" And then in order to find relief from this constant cross-
examination Peter made his way toward the porech, where the first cock=
crow, before the break of dawn, was audibla.z‘ This constitutes thé

first denial of St. Petere.

But on the porch he found ne relief either, for the m:ld at
the door hed quickly spread her suspicion to other maids. Thers he was
oconfronted again by the taunt of a woman, spreading her gossip to those
present, "This fellow was with Jesus of Nazareth." But Peter, not to be
caught unaware, snapped back, this time with an cath, “I do not kmow the
nani® %)m one of the soldiers, recognizing Peter,definitely added,
"Indeed, you ere one of themi" Yet Peter, bolder than ever, exclaimed,
"Men, I am noti" 26)Unable to stay there any longer Peter turned his
steps toward the fire within the court once more. He had now denied

his Lord dwice.

' 27
For about en hour he stood there ummolested. .. )During thh

because he may have overheard these words of Peter as he valk:d ahead
of him,.

24)We have followed St. Mark's gospel for this acoount, though St. Lk.
and St. Mt. are so close as to be almost identical. St. ni.m.

has & bit more detail, which would seem verynatural since he later
became the protege of St. Peter, who assisted him in writing his gos=-
pels Cfr. Eusebius, Church History, III, xxxix.
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time Jesus had been questioned by Annas and by now Caisphas had prec—
tioally comploted his first session with Him. The "other apostle” had
probably quit the chember by then, seeing how the werdict would be

cast, and making his way through the eourt-yard once more, was able to
overhear these last words of Peter. Some of the ngy standing about the

fire, noticed from Peter's dress or possibly some remsrks he had made

that he was e Galilean. “hey asked, "You aren't also one of his dis=
oiples?"” Again he denied and said, "I em Notl" But one of the servents,

who was related to LAlohus, the men whose ear Peter had injured in the
Garden, added, "Didn*t I see you in the Garden with Him?" e And en=

other, marking Peter's pronunciation, remarked, "Certainly you are one

of them, for even your speech makes you conspicucus, as a Galilean." =

To which Peter replied in haste, "Man, I do not know what you are sayingl‘m)
And he began to curse end to swear, saying, "I do not know this man of

31)
whom you speakl"

25) This has been taken from Mte 26, Tle T2

26) This section is found in Lk. 22, 58
27) Lke 22, 58: "about one hour having interwened”.

28) These words have been taken from the fourth gospel, 18,25. 26 Dif=
ferent f¥om most cormentarfes, we have grouped both of the last two
denials, repdrted by Ste John, in the third deninl. We are forced to
do that because the other three gospels indicete the time elapsing
between each deniel, whereas Ste John merely points to the. interval of
time, mentioned by the first three, by the placing of these pords after
the sending of Jesus to Celaphas. Though this would seem to indicate
that St. Johm has recorded but two ocoasions on which Peter denied his
Lord, we find no diffdculty there. St. John makes no mention that he
hss reported three denials. Ve rust not try in the mechanical faskion
%0 force the report of the writer into the pattern of the prophecy.
The fourth gospel is still a supplement.

29) This latter question has been teken from Mte 26, 73; dk. 14, 70; Lk.
22, is.

30) Ik. 22, 60. 1) Mke 14, 7le
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Then withthe first glint of devm come the second crowing of
the cocke And about that time Jesus was being lead down from the council
chamber of to be jeered at and mocked by the soldiery, before the final

32
trial before the Sanhedrin, which took place scon after dewme )

glancing up, Peter met Jesus' eyes, eyes that were full of Pain and Sore
rows Imagine his thoughts! The entire conversation of the last evening
flashed into Peter's minde He remembered his braggadocio that he would
never deny or leave his liastere. All he could do was hide the flood of
tears, welling within his eyes, and rush out into the gray light of morn=

ing. Peter, the Rock, had become Peter, the Denier}

But we must now return to Jesus, as He was Brought before the

hurriedly assembled council to be tried before Caiaphas, the high priest.

Much ink has been spilled in trying to decide whether this trial was be-
fore the entire Sanhedrin and whether the trial itself was legal, since
it was held et night, especially right before a high Feast. Ve shall not
go into that problem. Nothing would be gained, mor would our conclusion
be certain, for it is all guess-work. That this was en exceptional case
and that the high priest was empowered in cases of necessity to aet,

even egeinst traditional law, we have discussed in another part. Suffice
it to suy, this trial was probably very irregular, 5 but not impessidle
in tha light of what research has iven us. Ve must agree with Dalman
here: "The hair-splitting casuistry of Rabbinic law would not have pre-

vehted a man like Caiaphas from executing something which the interest

32) Lk. 22, 66.

33) "Under the circumstances the mt:lng was most natural. later Jewish
traditional lew forbade the night trial of a capital case, but there
is no evidence that such a regulation was in existence in the time of
Christ." (Barton, G..Ao.. mb Oitc, Pe 536-)
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of the people and religion seemed to have demanded." 34)

The council before which Jesus was led was, so it seems, not

‘the Great Sanhedrin, which consis ted of seventy.one members, but rather

2 meeting of the smaller tribunal, which could consist of but twenty=
three mombers.as) which could have been easily called tofjether, since the
majority of the Sanhudrists would be in the city for the festival. This
group vas "presided over by the High Priest.” o Te can well imagine
that Joseph of Arimsthes and Nicodemus were smeng those missing, since

they would not have sanctioned the conclusionz of the trials.

Before this eugust body of the ruling classes of Palestine Jesus
was tried. Yet the first attempt at convicting Him was brought to = check=
mete« The councillors attempted to prove that Jesus was the Hessiah by
hearing the testimony of false witnesses. But, to their dismay, they could

37
find no two that would egree, though this was a Mosaic necessity. )

34) D‘lllen. G-' -0-23'. ,ziﬁ-, P-ggo

86) Cfre Edersheim, Ae , Ope cite, pe 554¢ In the Talmad we reaj "The
Great (Sanhsdrin) consisted of seventy=one, and the small of ‘twenty=
three." It is interesting to note, though, that for " a whole tribe,or
a false prophet, or a highepriest, if they have to be judged for a
crime which may bring capital punishment e court of seveniywone judges
is needed.” (3abylonian Talmud pe 2.) However, if the entire Sanhedrin
were assenmbled, Nicodemus and Joseph of Arimathaea would have been
present, since they were members of this larger councile That would not

36) Dene, He R, The Now Tostament World, pe 115s The Abbe Bonstant Fouard,
however, clams:_'ﬁﬁmim belenged to Rebben Gamaliel,
who had held the presidency since the death of his father Simon; andwith=
out doubt he had been kept awey designedlye. A man of broader mind and
sincerely attached to the dosctrine of Hillel, his encestor, like him he

had broken clean away from the narrow and tusters formelise of Shemmai
and the Seribes, while later on we even find him pleading the camse of
tho Christions. Such a man was not likely to be invited to the com=
demnation of Jesuse Accordingly the High~Priest assumed the direction
of the trial himself. And, further than this, it was no unusual thing
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Finally two came forward with witness that seemed to hold up. The one -nid:
"This one seys, 'I em able to tear down the Temple of God and within three
days to build it up. " %) The other claimed: "We heard Him saying, 'I
shall tear down this Temple, made vith hands, end within three deys I shall
build another, made without hands.'™ 59) But after further questioning even
those two witnesses disagreod and hence cancelled the worth of their test-
imony. By this time Ceinphas was getting impatient. Things were not pro=
gressing, as he had anticipatede. Bofore leng it would be moraing and all
their haste and secrecy would be in vaine Their arch=enemy might stiil

escnpe from thoir hands.

Since they were not able to prove from the words of witnesses
that Jesus claimed Messiahship, Calaphns decided on a2 plan of acticn. First
he thought that he might trip Jesus into some sort of confession, so he
asked, "Do you enswer nothing? What is it that these witness egainst yout" )
But Jesus saw behind the chiceamery of this cumning priest, hence he an—
swered nothing. He was under no obligation, for they had failed in their
cagse against Him. He should have been freed without eny further attompt

at a trial.

But Caiaphas was far from through. If he could not worm an ans-

for the pontiffa to reserve this right to themselves, especially in any
cases where the worship of Jehovah was in question.” ( ope. cit., ps 276.)
Ve could not find evidence for this factl

37) Cfr. Dt. 17, 6. 38) Mt. 26, 61.
39) Mk. 14, 68. 40) Mk. 14, 60.
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wer from Jesus, he would demand one. Once more he addressed the prisoner
with tones that rang through the meeting roamj for by his mein all must
have realized that now the orueisl mcmont had come. Silence lmg over
tﬁe chamber like a pall for each was eager to hear if the Briest would
ask thet most importaut question. He did, with the words, "I edjure you
by the living God that you tell us whether You are the Christ, the Son
of God!" 41)1-10 sooner had the words left the lips of Ceiaphas, vfnen‘Jesua
quit Wis silence with the mejestic words, "You hove said it? I tﬂnl"(‘a)
Jesus then looked forward to the end of time and quoted in propietic vi=
sion @ verse from Daniel, "Verily, 1 say to you, 'Froi mow on, you will
see the Son of lian, sitting on the right hend of power and coming in 'I.h.
clouds of heavene™ o

That was the answer Ceiaphas had been waiting ford Now they had
sufficient evidence to conviet Him of claiming Messiahshipe He, therefare,
in rightoous indignetion, though nothing more then cant, exclaimed, "He

has blasphemeds What need have we yet for witnesses? Behold, now you have

41) Mt. 26. 63,

42) The answers of Jesus, taken from Mte 26, 64+ and Mke 14, 62.2re the
natural construction for an answer in the positive. in Aramaeic. Since
there is no difference in form in a sentence whether declarative or
interrogetive, Jesus just answers that what Caiaphes has said is His
answers In regard to this answer Steimmeyer holds that "it is not ne=
cessary, nor is there any occasion to ify the amswer of Jesus to

the question of the highpriest, so as to give it the character of a
modified oathe « « ¢ The assu.mgtion of an ocath is not justified by
the circumstances of the case.'(Steimmeyer, Fe Le, 0pe,0it., pe 103)
However, we cannot see how the statement of Cailaphas can be overlooked.
It is evident that this is couched in the form of an oath, therefore,
the answer, whether stated or not, is given in smswer to this oath and
hence is given under ocath. The same procedure is followed in our courts

today. One oath, before ascending to the witness chair, suffices to
place the man under oath for all his subsequest answerse.

43) ut. 26, 64 and Dan. 7, 13, 14.
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heard the blusphem:'\l Vhet do you think?" And with these words he tore
his germents to signify that the name of God had been used in vain. Tle
entire council a#mrerad, "He is guilty of deathi” 5

Then bedlam broke looses. They had ao;sonpliehed what they had
set out to do. Their victim was ripe for the plucking. He had fallen in-
to their trapl! They begen to mock Him, whom they heted. How long they
had harbored those thoughts within thoir bosoms! How they could give vex'tt

to those inner yearnings! The more sedate members of the counsil pro-

~ bably did not join in such ribald sport. They had more imvortant matters

to attend to. Jesus had been convicted by an ecclesiastical court. But
this verdict would not sentence Him in the secular court of Pontius
Pilate. Accordingly 6aiaphas end his henchmen, at this time, gathered
together in some cormer and plotted and planned their procedure before

the Romen Procurator, wiile Jesus was left to the mocking of the servants.

After the oxit of the fulers and scribes the servants natural-
1y would teke Josus down to their haunts in the courtyarde It was st this
time that Jesus saw Peter at thé finsl stage of his denials. And that one
look from the eyes of the Master sent that disciple out into the streets
woeping. But the scene that was to follow would bring tears to the eyes
of any true disciple of Jesus of any time or clime. There they capital=
ized on His claims of Hessiahshipe They spit in His face; they slapped Him.
Finally they blindfolded Him, and smiting Him in the face asked, "Prophesy!
¥ho is the one striking Yout" = But we hasten over this scene which mist
have lasted until the first feint rays of the morming sun heralded the

dewn of the high day, the fifteenth of Hisan.

44) These words have been taken from Mr. 26, 65. 66.
45) k. 22, 64. :
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Vg now look to 8te Iuke's gospel for the events before the final
ushering of Jesus to Pilate. That there was a seocond, brief meeting of the
Sanhedrin just prior to the first stage of the Romal trial seems very self=
ovident from the third gospel. The report of St. Iuke fits in perfectly
with our placing of the final denial of Peter just as the servants were
bringing Jesus down into the court after the judgment by Caiaphas end the
Jewish councillors. After desoribing the scene, where Jesus locked upen
Peter, causing the heinousnoss of his sin to well up in all its blackness
and drive him into solitude, this evangelist tells of the mockery of Jesus
a¥ the hands of these Jewish scullions. Following this, he states the tims,
"and when it had become day," $o) and continues to describe a brief trh1.47)
That our contention is not a stretching of the facts is brought out by
the fect that both Ste Matthew and Ste “ark hint at another convocation
of the chief priests and elders, just before setting cut for Pilate. And
the very proceddings themselves, the enswer of Jesus and the different or-

der of the questions, suggest & second trial.

But why would such & trial be necessary? Vhy, just an hour or so

46) Lk. 22, 66.

47) Steinmeyer holds the opposite view: "The assumption of certain exposi-
tors, that in the early morning Jesus was subjected to & second trial
before Caiaphas, is, however, entirely erronecus. This has been assumed
because the unquestionable identity of the two passages, Luke xxii. €6 =
71 and latte xxvi. 62 = 65, has been overlooked, and because the inde-
finite notification of time given by the third evengelist: 'as soon as
it was day' (Iuke xxii. G66), has been taken in too rigid a sense.”
(Steimmeyer, Fele, OPs Cite, ppe 106¢ 107.) Edersheim also agrees with
him: "« « o A careful consideration of what passed there oblizes us to
regard the report of St. Luke as roferring to the night-meeting deseribed
by Ste Matthew and Ste Yark." ( ops oit., pe 560.)
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lator, another set of questions, so parallel to the first group?! This
was probably due to & technicality in Jewish law. ludwig remarks, "Accord=
ing to the law, a death sentence muat be discussed one dey, end confirmed
the next." %8 Therefore, to give this frial o semblance of legality the
Sanhedrin assembled immediately efter dawm, pretending that this was the
day after their former trial, and went through practically the same proce=
duro that they pursued in the trial of thet eerly morning after the errest.
As to ,;jus-'b how meny of the Senhedrin members were present egein, we would
not venture a guesse This mey have been, end likely wes, just the smaller
group again, that had met before. Even this council, with less than orne
third the members of the Great Sanhedrin, had power to act on capital
ca.8es. )

“peed was the requisite of this trial. Upon assembling, they
asked Jesus the crucial question of the night beforey "If You are the Christ,
tell usl" ind then Jesus answered, in an entirely different manner than in
the previous triel, "If T tell you, you will not believe. But if I ask,
you woni answere' Certainly this remark of Jesus presupposes that He had

answered this very question once beforee lle recalled that on the night

48) Tudwip, ¥ae, Ope Gite, pe 285. This is seconded by David Smith, who
cites Lightfoot, "Tesser cases might be conlvluded on a single day,
but in capital cases, while sentence of absolution was pronounced on
the sawe duy, it was required that sentence of condemnation should be
delayed until the day followinge" (ope cite, ps 472.) The Abbe Constent
Pouard also vrites: "There were ccrtain prescriptions, wis® as they
were humane, which ordered that the judges shculd observe & fast, not
pronouncing sentence until after mature consideration, and in cases of
canitel offense they must even defer decision until at least one day
after the exsminatione (ope cite, pe 287s) A« Edersheim agreos also:
“"He might be pronounced mot guilty' on the same day on which the case
was tried: ©ut a sentence of 'muilty® might only be pronounced om the
day following thet of the trials" (ope cite, pe 555.)

49) Cfre Ejevsheim, Ae, {:.:P.‘ cite, pe 564« The Talmud mentions that for
‘crimes (which may brifig capital punishment) ¢ e e twenty=three are
needede" (Bsbylonian Talmud pe 2.)
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previous, when le professed that He was the liessiah, they only mocked
and rebuked Him. This enswer alone should prove conclusively thet this
trial, reported by}“; « Luke, could not be the same one that is recorded
by the first two evangelists. And then again Jesus added a bit of pro=-
phecy, similar to !iis former answer: "From now on the Son of lan will

50
be seatod on the right hand of the power of God." )

Hot satisfied with this answor, since it was not definite
enocugh for their purpose, they contimued, "Then You ere the Son of God?"
ind egain Jesus gave them the pointed answer, "You have said it, I aml"
That was the answer they desired. Upon hearing those words they exclaimed,
"What need do we have yet for witnesses? For we ourselves have heard it
from Iiis owm mouthl” e And with that this short session was brought to

e closo.

Jesus had been tried by the Jewish rulers. They had reoeivcd
tho answer fron Him that He was the Messiah. They took this for blgs-
pheny and therefore Apronounced Him guilty of death. Jewish law had been
satisfied, so that all that remained was to convince Pilate of the

guilt of the convicted Josus.

50) This passage reminds us of both Dene 7, 13 and Psalm 110, 1.

51) This conversation has all beenpaken from Ike 22, 67 = 7l.



III.
BEFORE THE ROMAN COURTS

Pontius Pilate was governor of Palestine from 26 to 36 of our
ere. Had it not been for the ovents of this morning of the fifteenth of
Hisen his name would have gone down in history unsung, eas did those of
his four predecossors. But the fact that he acted as the official Jjudge
of the Roman state in this trial of Jesus Christ has earned for him the
contempt of all the worlds Yet in heaping upon this man all the blame for
the death of Jesus, due to his cowardly tactics in the practice of justice,
we would do well to pause a moment and ponder the words of the German theo=
logian, Xarl Baith, "Pontius Pilate, the redoubteble, or perhaps not so very
redoubtable, procurator of the Roman Fmperor, who finds Jesus inmocémt but
yet conderms Hinm to death, is only the mouthpiece of the world which now
says what Jesus linmself said before: '"The Son of lMan must suffer l?'l)--z.

In each of us there is a Pilatel

It was to this man that Josus was brought by the Jewish rulers,
since thoy wore not able to inflict the death pemalty, this permission have
ing been taken swmy from them just a year or two beforo.z) So it was early in

the morning when they brought Jesus to the Roman, perhaps about five o'clock.
&

1) Barth, Karl, Credo, Pe77e

2) It is interesting to see how the negative critic, Brandes, in trying to
palliate his people, uses this point to pardon the Jews and, at the same
time, to point to the Bible as being in errore. "A new reader of the Bible
would, for instance, be startled by the fact that the crucifixion of
Jesus, if it ever toolk place, could be laid at the door of the Jews then
living. For it ic a proved fect, efter all, that the Jews inhabiting the
Palestine of those days had no legal jurksdiction whatsoever." (Brandes,

Gc, 22. Qit-. Pe 27.)
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He, as it would seem, had been notified th t s notorious orimin:l would
be brought to the bar of justice =t an eurly hour :nd so we £ind him
vaiting in the Hall of Judgment. As to just where this Pretorium was
loc. ted, nothing definito can be said. e huve two possible locations
and supporters for both. During the feast days, when “ilate visited Jeru~
salem, he either resided at the fortress of Antonia, which was adjacent

3)

4
to the temple, or at the old royal palace of Herode.

These religious loaders of the Jews, 80 Ste John informs us,
would not enter the residence of ‘ilate, since he was a Gentile. If
they would, they would have been ceremoni:lly unclesn and could not "eat
the Passover,” 2l which in this c:se referred to the festive meal, the
Chagigah, which was eaten on the first day of the Feast of Unleavened
Bread after the m,,-mirig sacrifice. : Hence we find Pilate forced to
corme out to the Jews to ask, "What ch rge do you bring against this manp® 7
This vms the very question which the Jewish rulers had wished rilate would
not aske. 'ﬁhey hoped thit he would condemm Jesus on the strength of their
- trial of the night before and, there.ore, answered, "If this man were
not an evil doer, we would not have hunded Him over to you.” o But 2i-
late, whose love for the Jews had never been great, gloated in throwing
back the jibe, "You take Hjm, and judge Him adoording to your lawi" °)
But the Jews had to confess, though it pained their pride, "We ure not
rermitted to put anyone to death." 10) And so their first plan was

thearted .

3) "¢ o o During the Paschal-tide, ‘ilate resided in Antonia, the fort-
ress erected north of the Temple and overlooking the porches." (Fouard,
the Abbe Ce., ope cits, p. 301.)

4) "Although it is impossible to spezk with certainty, the balance of
probability is entirely in favour of the view that, whem Pilate was
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But these cr:fty councillors h d prepzred for even this emer-
gendy. They had ¢ st; their first ch rge ¢f the murning into a political
mold, since s religious charge, as decided ugon by the two meetings of

the Sanhodrin, would find no plice in Roman law. "'Injuries tu the gods
are the affair of the gods,' w.s the Roman legal maxime” 143 Therefore
we find the ch rge, now expinded into three indictments, twisted, so as

12)

to give it a secul.r flavors St. Luke tells us what these three

charges sre. "Ve found Him perverting our nation, forbidding to give
tribute to Caesar, ani saying that He Himwself is Christ the king." i
Upon hearing tihese indictments the Roman judge returned into the judg-
ment hall, vhere Jesus had besm taken, as Ste. John tells us in more de-
taile He usked Him, "Are You the king of the Jews7" Jesus replied, In
order to understand in wh:t sense he me:nt those words, "Do you say

this of yourself, or did others tell you this concerning Heg" But “jlate,

somevhat irritated, smapped back, "Am I a8 Jewsy Your people and the

priests brought You to mee. 7h.t have You domet" Them Jesus replied with
thuse oft-quuted words, which so suosinctly epitomize His entire mission

on earth, which is often iLost sight of tod.y, "My kingiom is not of this

worldd If Iy kingdom were of this world, Ly servants would fight that

in Jerusalem with his wife, he occupied the truly royal zbode of Herod,
and not the fortified barracks of Antonia." (Edersheim, Ae, OpeSit.,p.
566+) Je Klausner also sgrees; "Vhen Pilate came to Jerusalem to be
present during the time of rassover he did mot live in the Citadel of
Antonia, but, according to the ovidence of Josephus, in the ialace of
Herode o« o " (9_}_)_. Clte, PDe 345, 346.)

5) Jn. 18, 28. 6) C£re pe 27 7) Jn. 18, 29. 8) Jn. 18, 30,
9) Jn. 18, 3l. 10) Jn. 18, 3l.
11) 2aston, BeS., and Fiske, C., ODe. Gite., Pe 185s
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1 should not be handed over to the Jews, but now is My kinglom not from
honge." By this time the Roman was becoming impatient over the viguemess
of Jesus' answers. And so in a pointed question, which is given by all

four gospels, he asked Him, "Azc You not & king theny" ind Jesus ans=-
wored bravely, "You say that I am a king [the iramaic form for a posi-
tive answer] 1 I was born for this purpose and I came into the world for
this purpose, in order thut I should bear witness to the truthe Every-
one who is of the truth hears Ly wvoice." But 2jlate, skeptic that he
was, Ik ving feasted on the itusks of pagan philosophy at Rome, inguired
with a sneer without awaiting an answer, "What is truthy” Then returning

: 14
%o the Jews with Jesus, he annvunced, "I £ind no guilt in Him." ,

But =t this proclamation of immocence the shcuts broke out a-
new ail through the vast crowd, which by this time had gathered outside
tie ‘retorium. 't the instigation of the ring leaders the peogle accused
Him of all manner of crimes. They shouted their voices hoarse. But dur=—
ing this entire display of the anger znd malice of the Jewish populace,
Jesus remained silent. in fact rPilute was astonished at His composure.

He finally asked Him, "Do you h ve ncthing to answery See how many things
they say against Youl" 0 But Jesus remained silent, so thit *ilate had

to msrvel at the bearing of the manl‘mder such a barrage of accusutions,

12) "That Jesus was put to de:th by order of the Roman Procurator is cer-
tain; there is mo trace of his huving given immedi:te or perscnal of=-
fence to thut officer by his ministry; there is, therefore, every pro=-
bability in favour of the representation given by our Gospels, that
the Jewish authorities being themselves deprived of the power ¢f life
and death by the Romans, endeavored to gain over the Roman Procurator
far their purposes, by bringing the man whom they wished to destroy
for hierarchical reasons, into suspicion with the Romans on political
grounds." (Strauss, D., Ope Gite., ps 2506.) Here we oun agree with Straussi

13) LKe 25’ 2e .
14) These last guotations have been taken from Jn. 18, 33 = 38,
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This had rilate perplexed fur a moment. He did not know Jﬁlt
Wit to do nexte. As he hesitated, pondering his nasxt move, he heard
one of the men ory cut, "He stirs up the paople, by te.ching through
all Judea, even begimning frum Galilee, down to this place." A% Upon
hearing the word "G:lilee," rilate determinei to rid himseif of this case
or .t leust gain further informaticn by sending Jesus to Herod Anti=
pas, who &lso nad cume duwm tu Jerasalem for the Feasts. Herod had juris-
diction in Gupiilee, hence “ilate mused th:t he might mow all about this

AN,

vhether Herod could .otuslly try Jesus, while out of his ter—
ritory, dues not seeom so likely, for those petty rulers were very jealous
0f their authority, even though it was L. ited by the hand of Rome. Some
are of the opinion th t “ilite merely desired tc learn more -bout the
case from llerod, who would know Jesus better, seeing Jesus spent much of
His time in that purt of Palestine. ol In this case, however, Pil:ate may

hzave conceded his rights to Herod, for we lesrn th:t beyfore thls time

the two men were at odds with each other, but this gesture on the part
of ‘ilate calmed the troubled seas. It may be thut their quarrel had
been one of jurisdiction, and this cuncession of -ilate's was, so to say,
a recognition of the sovereignty of Herode But be that as it my, noth-

ing came of the trip to Herod, as far =3 Jesus was cuncerned.

Horod, at first, was very glud to see Jesus. Since the murder

of John the Baptist, ierod's conscience had been pricking him. Suon after.

15l ke 15. 4. 16) Lk. 25. Se

17) "This was not sn .ttompt to transfer the cszuse to Herod; a oase be-
gun in a Rom:n court must be cvncluded there. Mogeover, Herod had no
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the perpetraticn of th t blioody orise news ozme to Herod concerning another

_prophet, who Wi s preaching similarly to Johne He began to wonders counld

this m n be Jchin the Baptist, resurrccted frum the de:dyg Wa8 he now com-
ing to uvenge himselfs 2agan superstition was aroumsed in this Jdumssan
princes g ¢:n well imugine th t he desirad tc see Jesus tc cunvinee

bimself th t he wa s not a resuscitated John. Now was his opportunitye.
Yet how difforent this man was from the vehement John, who
had presched gainst his incestuous marriage with Herodians. Though the
chief priests ani scorives cuntinued to maiign Jesus and to oast all man-
ner of vituperative remarks at Him, He held His poace. This was not a
Jon the Bajtist, so Herod thought. But wh ¢ of the many miraclies re-
ported cf this mamy Perchance He would perform some wunder before Herod
to gain his good graces. Bubt here ..ge'.sin- the haughty Herod was mistaken.
dJesus was not une to flaunt His powers tu win the favors of roy=lty. So

in the end this mock trial proved disgusting to the Galilean ruler.

To break this monotony uni add to the meriment of the Feust
Herod :nd his men of war ridiculed the siient prisoner. How long that
lasted we are not told. That this entire procedure did not take long
we m.y well suppose, fur the entire triul of Jesus could not have cun=
sumed more thun three hours. snd so, satisfied th t this man was harm-
less, }zex;od sent Jesus back to rjlate, aftor he had sttlred Him in a

gorgeous roba.

Just whst this finsl aot of Herod's was to signify is quite

an enigms. liany answers have beém offersd, but one is 2s good as the

jurisdiction in Jerusalem." (Fiske, Cs, & Baston, B.5., 0p«git., P»
186.)
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18) ‘

next. Some suy that it was a white robe, thereby proclaiming the
inn : 13}

ogence of Josuase Gthers have thought this to be a reference to
the white robe of the Romsn o.rdidate for s politic:l office, since
Jesus aspired to the kingship of the Jews, so they thoughte Still others
maintain thit this was just un added insuli to Jesus, «8 was later the
parple robe of the Roman scldlers. This seems to bo the better and more

gertain significance of this garmenta

Before entering intc the final trial of Jesus it will bde ne-
cassury Yo follow the steps of the Betrayer, Judas Iscariot, and see
to wh:t end he oume. St. Fatthew alone gives us the historical dsta
surrounding his tragic end, though St. Peter alludes to this incident
in an adiress before the other disciples, which Ste Luke has included
in his Acts of the Apostles. From these two auuioes we will choose gur

materi-l.

On Friday morning, when it was s certainty th:t Jesus would

18) Tho Greek woxd given is A«xweiv . which means "brigat, shining,
clear” uni is st tives used to refer to "whiteness," hence sime men
have reforrei this to the culor of Jesus' garmemt here.

19) "Wh.t w. 8 this g rment mesnt to travesiyy Perhaps the consul's
toga or that of the Roman candidates, thus disguising Jesus as though
he were some puppet sovereign of the stige; or wus it perhaps the
garb assumed by Jews acquitted of capital offense, Herod indicating
by this that he regarded tho 'prisvner as a fool, incapable of any
erine? The ’'rocursator appears to have interpreted it in this last
sense, for, in srguing with the people for tne Life of the Christ,
he urged in His defence this burlesque acquittal." (Fouard, the ibbe
Cep ODs Gite, DPe 3024} That ‘ilate later referred to just this item
in announcing to the populace th.t Herod also had found mo guilt in
Jesus, cannot be mintained from the text. Had Herod shown any incli-
nation tovard convicting Jesus of some orime, the Jewish mob would
not have waited lLong to remind “ilate of that fact. Therefore their

very silemce and presence agsin .t the cretorium were sufficient proof
for °ilate th:t Herod had left the mitter at exsctly the same stage in
the legal pruceedings as he, when he sent Jesus to the prinoe.
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be condemned, Judas finally realized what he had actually committed. The
news had probably noised about the city, or perheps he had remained neer
enough to the scenes of the action of that morning to lmow that Jesus
wo.s going to be put to demthe The first thing the Betrayer did was to
rush back to the men from vhom ho had received the thirty pieces of sil=-

vor, which had no growm so odious to him, in en attempt to square him=

selve with them,

Ve may conjecture that he returned to the temple at the time
of the morning sacrifice, which was about nine o'clock, or, perhaps,
e littlo later on this morninge furrying to the first group of priests
which he met within the temple, ho oried in despair, "I have sinned,
having betrayed innocent bloodi" 2 But the hardshearted priests, wn=
touched by the cry of the desperate man, turned away contemptuously with

the words, "'hat is that to us, you see to i#i" 2%}

Vith those last words still searing his conscience, the man,
with the burden of his sin resting heavily upon him, sought a last bit
of conf'ort by returning the filthy cc;sin which had bought his Master. It
may be that he approached to the very door of the holy place and there
cast the thirty pieces of silver at the very feet of the priests. Then
rushing out of the temnle and through the holidey orowd, whose very eyes
scemed to piérce him through, ho made his way for the outskirts of the
city. How whither? It is purely speculation. “"Judas made his way up the
acclivity which rises opposite lount Sion, and came fo a halt in & clay
field belonging to & potter thereaboutss From this point his eye could
sveep the whole patlway, along which he had last night dragged his Vie=-

20) ut. 27, 4. 21)ibid.
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tim, from Gethsemane to the Pontiff's Palace; and, as he gazed, hi? mind

gave vay under the burthen of mad despaire" 22) And there he "hanged
himself," £%)

But vhet were the priests to do with the money, which Judes
hed 80 readily returned to therf According to Jewish law this movey could

not be turned into the sacred treasury, for it had been gained by unlaw=

1

ful means. The customary procedurs, in such a case, was to return the

money to the doner, or, if he wished to purchase sepething with it for
the common goods “uch was the case heres Though these priests could not
Boturn this blocd menoy to the rightful owner, they still could use it
to purchase something in his name. They took this money and bought a
field which often is thought to have been the very field on which the
lifeloss remains of this humen wretch had falled and where they buried
hin. Haturelly they would went to cover up the reason for his death,
hence the quicker the interment, the socner the matter would be for=
gotten. It so haprened that this field had belonged to e potter, frem
whom: they probably bought it, and there they continued to bury the
strangers who died in Jerusalem. Because of the shameful way in which
this fiold becamo & cemetery for the forgotten it was later knowm as

the Field of Bloode

Then we compere these verses with Ste luke's account in the
Acts, we find a fev more deteils emumeratede Though this is not pro=
porly within our scope, we shall digress for a moment to show that no=

thing in that passege is in discord with the events in St. Hatthew's

22) Fouard, the Abbe Ce, OPs cits, pe 291.
23) Mt. 27, 5.
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gospel, though the critics clammer th ¢ here is » resl discrepsnoye )

The only rezl point of difficulty in reg.rd to the two accounts
arises in regard to the purch.sing of the potter's field. In the gospel
it says th.t the priests bought the field, while in tho iscts it ascribes
the buying to Juldase 91« Matthew's account gives the correst sl.nt on
the matter. It was the priests th.t bought the potter's field, but with
Jud=2s' money. In the final annlysis the f£ield belonged to the owner of
tuo thirty pieces of silver, and thot was Juduse 4nd though he was now

dead, thne field still can be suid tu belong to hime

There is slso another item th.t rmst be taken into considera=
tione In the n.rrative, described in the Acts, Ste Peter wus citing the
cuse¢ of the furmer disciple. 4s such he took the freedom of :m orator
:.\'ud used this turn of words for the sake of emphasis. He told the breih=-
ren that Judas had beem & disciple of Jesus, even as they, and had thus
e riaken of that gloriovs heritage of their Lord, the gospel ministry.
But now he had follen into gross sine What hsd he gained in oxoh:.nga for
his former possessiony === a potter's fieldd That was the gain his sin
hzad brought hime In th:t way St. Peter omployed the word "purchised” in

a metaphorical msmmer, a :icense we grant any speaker today.

That the seocomd cocount states that Jwies fell head down and

24) "such is Ste Matthew's story, and it bears the stamp of truth. The
traitor's crime was awful in the eyes of the primitive Charch, :nd it
is in no wise surprising thut his doom was exrly invested with lurid
eiroumstunces. In the Acts of the Apostles St. Luke reports the story
which was current in his day.” (Swmith, De, Op. Sit., pe 474.)

"Now we 2)lrosdy meet with this legend [ the defection of Judas] in
Mark, snd it is taken over f£f-om him by the other evangelists, atthew
imbellishing it with theo tale of Judaa hanging himself, and Luke in
Acts with that of his bursting asunder." (Conybeare, F.Ce, Ops oit.,

Pe 137, )
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burst ssunder and m-kes no mention of the hanging itself 1s not sur-
prising. St. Luke mersly augments wh-t was alroady mown to his readers
from the gospel of Ste Matthewe Judas may have gormitted this dsstardly
deaﬂ! a8 wo mentioned before, on the alilasldes right cuteide cf the city.
It is not & happy thought, but still is spperently the cne suggested by
8te Luke, that the bzon  tz <aick Jude: made fast the rcere thit would
end his wisery, or cven the branch 1tscl£, gave w2y under his weight so

th:t his unconscious form was dashed to pleces on the rooks below, where

tho notter owned the f£ield. Thus ends the 1ife of Judas, the Betrayers

J%e lintthew oconoludes this zccount with a reference to the 0ld
Testamente "ind they took the thirty pieces of silver, the price of him
who was valued whom they wvalued of the scns of Israel, anl they gave

! 26
these for the field of the potter, as the Lord comxunded me.” , S

te
Matthew states that this was & prophecy by Jeremiah which was fulfilled

by this incident. But when we search for this passage in Jeremiah's pro-
pheoies, we seek in vaines We do find, however, a similar passsge in
Zechariah, but even there we must sdmit that the gquotation is very freo.zn
lmst we concede thit Ste. Matthew is here guilty of & lapse of memoryy

No, thut is not necess:iry, nor would it be f:ir to the loly writer.

Wnile writing this account the £irst evangelist has in mind both thoughts,
the thirty pieces of silver and the pottsre Since the latter thougat is

28
develuped by Jersmish ).to & far grester degree thun in Zechariah,

25) In his eagerness to reconcile St. latthew's and St. Lulm*s acconnta
Luther has rendered the verse in Acts in this manner; "Dieser hat ..
sich orhenkt und ist mitten entzweigeborsten." However, the Greek
Temvhs gevopmzves does mot seem te warrsnt such a remderinge

26) ute 27, 9. 10. 27) Zechs 11, 13. 28) Cfr. Jor. 18, 1l £f.
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though this minor prophet alone mentions the thirty pieces uf silver,
we mugt thinlk of H{. Zabthow as combining the two propheciss. That was
& common practice at that fime. "The T.rgums show us waat Liberties
wene L2iem, «t this geriocd, in picepnresing the tooks of the old Testa=

29) . . B :
ment o Todaint lugustine also expresses this view luo quite a plotur—
osque lungu.ge, miking of all the proghers (me large volume £rom which
= 30)

CxLragts wore tsken hy St. Matthew,

"How mach more, then, is this & usage which might well be

unierstood =and most particularly summended %o our atten—

tion in the osse of the holy prophets, so th.t we might

acdept the books comuosed by the whole series of them; as

if they ibimmed but 2 single book written by ome suthor, in

which 1o discrepancy with regawl tu the subjects dealt with

shiould be supposed to exist, as none would be found, am

in which theve wouwld be & more remsrikeavle ezmmple of con=

sistency and veracity thsn would have been the czse had a

single individusl, even the most lezwpned, been the cnum=

ciator of =ll these sayings."
Thus t. latthew chose from the book of the prophets various elements
common tu Jeremiah snd Zechariah and gave tiem as from the pon of Jere-
miah, since he was by far the more iugortant. So sgain the charge of

error fades into thin airs

ve now returm to the rretorium, whers the Jews have brought
Jesus for the f£insl trizl in the Roman courts is Jesus stood before
the Roman juige, we see rilate's final attempbs tv free the prisoner,
whe he is convinced is innocent. Though avme would nct subscribe to

; 31) :
this iast statement, il, novertheless, remains true, when ons surveys

29) ‘d‘uuard,, the 4bbe (}., on. Git-,‘ Pe 292+
30) fugustine, Bishop of Hippo, op. glte, 111, vii, 50, pe 192.
31) "However probsble therefore may be the Xwvangellcal account, as to

the mode in which the Jewish hierarchs contrived to gain the Roman °ro=

eurator to their side, it is highly improbable in respect of all wh;?h
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the vacillating and cuneili +ting attempti of 7ilate tu satiafy both his

Sense of justice, perverted though it w.s, und the desires of the Jewish

beople, gathered before hime

His first step was to announce again the inmocence of Jesus,
as he had proclaimed it before and as even Herod in a tacit manmer had
confirmed it, after the chief priests, the rulers, aml those people
interested in these proceedings had been gathered once more at the “re=-

torium, el

The judge spoke solemmly, "You have brought this man before
me 28 one perverting the peuple, and lo, I have examined him before you
and have found no guilt 2t all in this man of those things of which you
accuse him, nor even Herecd, for he returned him to us, and lo, nothing
worthy of death is dcne t0 hime" %) 7ith those words of acguittal Pilate
should hive released Jesus as a guiltless msn, :nd if necessary, given
him an egGort to protect his rights, if the mob should prove too dissat-
is fied. But not so this Roman. He tried to be diplomatic by giving in,

Just « bit, to the wishes of the people. He threw in this little sop,

they represent 'ilute as saying or doing, in order to declire loudly and
solermly his conviction of the innocence of Jesus." (Strauss, D., Ope
8ite, pe B57.) And again: "Certain it is, that the process of the con-
dermation of Jesus is here represented exsctly in correspondence with
the feclings of L.ter Christendom, but scsrcely with reality." (ibid.,
Pe 36D )

"Phe truth of the matter is thot 211 the stories of ’ilate's opposi-
tion to the crucifixion of Jesus are wholly unhistorical, emanating
from the end of the first Christian century, when l.rge numbera of
Gentiles had embraced Christianity und it hed become clear to Paul that
the future of Christianity depended upon the Ggntiles and not upon the
Jews, who 'romsined steadfast in their unbelief' snd would not recog-
nize 'the curse of God that was hanged.'" (Klausner, Je., uye Site, De
948, )

32) That this statement in St. Luke cuncerning the "calling together of
the chief priests and rulers and people" is proof of the faot that the
priests and elders hasd not returned to rilate from Herod, but had gone
rather to the temple, ss Zdersheim would have it (cfrs p. 573), does
not seem sufficienty evidente. The £act th.t the "people" are also in~-
oluded in this gathering would mesn thut they too hud to be called es-
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" 34’
Therefore after I huve scouraged Him, I will release Him." Thzt was
the wedge by which the Jewish mob, egged on by the blood—thirsty priests
and elders, was enoouraged to demand the life and f£inslly to obtain the

life of the man they despised.

A% this point in the narrative a new thought is introduced.
This now turn in the trial was not instigated, so it seams, by the priests
and clders, who had brought Jesus, for their primary object was to get
this matter settled as quickly as possible, before some of Jesus' fol-
lowers might spoil their plans. But by this time the people, who had
come for the feast, were milling about in the streets. Since the releas—
ing of a prisoner at the -assover was a yearly ocustom, it would be na=-
tural th.t a group, not interested in the present affsirs, would assemble
and demand that ilate repeat this custome This opportunity was seized
by the perplexed Roman, £ur ho atill desirei to satisfy everybody and
yet release Jesus. So he made them an offer. The crafty cilate recalled
thut at that time there lay in the prison a very dangerous oriminal, Bar-
abbas by name, who had been sentenced for insurrection and murder and
wag, probably, by profession & robbers Certainly this man was recognized
as a2 menace to society, so “ilate mused. So, mounting the dias upon
which the official seat of judgment stood, for a forensic act demanded
such a formality, as would follow, he said, "Whom do you wish that I re-

35
lease for you, Barabbas or Jesus, who is oOulled Christg® ,

Deep down in his heart ‘ilate ho.ed that the Jews would choose

pecizlly by rilate for this scoond trial before the Roman. It is our
view thut .1l these trials took place before the morning sacrifice,
when the priests would not be needed in the temple.

33) Lke 23, l4e 15. 34) Lke 23, 16. 35) Mte 27, 17.
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the meek (Galile.n, standing before him, instead of the gruff, rough, hard-
ened oriminal. By this time, even if he h:d not known it from the begin-
ning, he ocould seo thit the Jews only desired Jesus' life because of per-
Sonal envye Now just at this moment another incident tended to increase
his wariness. He had h.xdly been seated on the chair of judgment, when
his wife of whom tradition tells us tbat she vwas named Claudia Procula
and had beccme a proselyte of Judaism, Sent a message to her husband with
the warning, "Do not have snything to do with that righteous mant For I
have suffered many things today in a dream concerning Hime." i This; too
mast have left i1ts impression on Pilate. But the guestion has been asked,
How did the wife of ’ilate know of the tri:l of Jesusy It seems very pro-
bable that on the night before, when the priests desired an escort of
soldiers fur the arrest of Jesus, Pilate, if not confronted in person,
learned of the impending arrest. lie may have even mentioned it to his

wife, hence she xnew of the impending trials

During this pause in the proceedings the priests and leaders
were not idle. They were inciting the the orowd to choose Barabbas, in-
stead of Jesus. Apd so it may be that instezd of the request of Claudia
rocula saving Jesus, i1t gave the Jewish rulers enough opportunity to
sway the vote of the popuiace sgainst the Nazarene. To the question of
Pilate, "Whom do you wish of the two that I release for youy Do you want
me to release for you the king of the Jewsp" - they answered as with
tne voice, "Barabbasi! 29 Away with this man, release for us Banbbast"s”

But rilate, not expecting such an answer, quickly demanded, "Now what

40
shall I do with Jesus, who is czlled Christg" ! They diéd not leave him

36) Mte 27, 19 37) Mke 15, 9o 38) Nte 27, 2l.  39) Lk. 23, 18.
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waiting for an answer, but shouted with their hoarse throats, "Let Him
b i q11v 4"1] 2
© crugifiedl But agzin ”ilate asked, "Why, what evil has He doneg
I have found no cause for death in Hime iAfter chastising Him, I will let
43)
Him go thereforeil® But by now the mob was out of control. They just

44)

shouted in chorus, "Crucify Himi" P?il:ute ssw that the situation was
becoming grave. He reslized that he must do some thing to quell this up-
rising. The raucous voices of the mob, led by the leaders and priests,

had wone 7ilate saw that he would have to give in.

Therefore he demanded that a basin of water be bdrought in. It

has been suggested that here ilate atteompted o work on the religious
49)

consciences of these psople by reacting a Jewish custom. He took
this water und washed his hands before the people, saying, "I am innoceat

of the blood of this mane. You see to itin 46)

And all the people replied,
46

"His blood be on us and on cur childreni® ) By this act then Pilate,

Lirst of 211, apuealed to their innate feeling of justice ani, secondly,

47
tried to exonerate himself in his present predicament. ,

The Roman “rocurator then relessed the thief, Bar:bbas, and

handed Jesus over to the scldiers to be prep:red for crucifixion, the

40) Mte 27, 22, 4l) Ht. 27, 22. 42) ut. 27, 23,
43) Lk 23, 2 44) k. 15, ld.

45) "Although we £ind allusions to some such oustoms among the heathen,
that which here took place was an! essentially Jewish rite, which must
have sppesled the more forcible to the Jews that it was done by rilate.
And, not only the rite, but the very words were Jewish. Zhey recall
not merely the rite porsoribed in Deut. xxi. 6, &Ce, « « o Dutthe very
words of such Gld Testament exprévsicng 28 im 2 Same iiie 28, and Pse
Xxi, 5, laxiii. 15, smd, iz Jater times, in Sus. vers 46." (Zdersheim,

Aey SBs gite, D= £78)
46) lt. 27, 24. 25.
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first stuge of which was scourging. v We shall not atop for a mihute
desokiption of this horrifying procsdure. Its purpose, so we ure told by
the pagan writers, was to wesken the condemned man so that the aotual
orucifixion would mot last too longs In fact, in sume cases the sgourg-
ing alone was sufficient to inflict death. ifter Jesus nad been lashed
to 2 pole amd stripped to the waist, his back was beaten raw and bloody
by the metal tipped thongs of the vhipe How long He had to endure this
agony, the text makes no mention. After the soldiers hid completed this
task, they took a little adiitiomal tine to show their contempt. They
mocked Jesus, as had the Jews :nd Idumaeans before them. They placed a
crown of thorns on the brow of Jesus, pressing the thorny prongs well
into the temples, threw a purple robe sver the bloody shoulders of the
sufforing prisoner, placed a reed for a scepter into His hand, and then
ridiculed the Jews by bowing befors their supposed king and saying,
"Hail, king of the Jewsi" i They too slapped Him in the face and made
8port of Him, until finslly Pilate saw that it was enoughe. In the mean=
tire another plan had entered his mind, as he viewed this disparaging
scene, which probably gook plzcc im & room whioh was a part of the Pre=

torium.

47) "This act of ’iia te was intended to signify his belief that Jesus
was not being legally condemned, but sacrificed to the popuiar will."
(Burton, E«d., & lathews, S., Ope glte, DPa 264a 265.)

48) Steinmeyer attempts to deliniate between the warious elements of
the Pag:lon story in s dogu:tic way and therefore claims, "The woxrds
of the Passion prophecy, 'to meck, snd to scourge, and to oruoify,*
require us to separate the scourging very decidedly from the orucify-
ing, and to regard the former as a diatinct element uf the rassion of
Jesus«" (Ope Gite, ppe 1l4s 115s) This is well and good, but it is
not historical, for Jerome tells us, "Sciendum est, Pilatum Romanis
legibus miwistrasse, quibus sancitum erst, ut qui orucifigerentur,
prius flagellis verberarentur."” (Quoted from Steinmeyer, ope oite, pe
115, who disagrees with the Church Fathere)
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With the scourging completed Pilste step .ed out before the
Jewish mob once more .nd aymmounced, "Behold, I bring Him out to you, that
you might lmow that I £ind no guilt in Hime" i Pilate's scheme this
time was to instill pity in the hearts of these people. He hoped thst
now, when they would ses ;vi.l.at torture hud been infliocted on the priscner,
they would soften and pemit Him to go free. Pilate would have won his
point aftor all. When Jesus was led vut, a pitiful sight to behold with
the odfewn of thorms, the purple robe, and the laucerated bsck and arms,
“ilate himself was 8¢ moved that all he could find to say was, with 2
nod in his direction, “Behold, the mani" P

But if Pilate thought that he could €£ind 3 sp.rk of compassion
in those stony hearts, he was badly mistaken, for hardly had they laid
their eyes un Jesus again when they burst forth with the shout, "Crucify
Him, crucify Himi" % But “jlate resorted again to the slur with which
i@ began the trial, "You take Him and orucify Him, for I f£ind no guilt

62)

in Hime™

Th-t forced the Yews to bring forth the real czuse for their

dem:ndse. They exolaimed, "We have 3 law, and according to our law He

49) Jne 19, 3. It is noteworthy that the Jews ridiculed the prophetic
claics of Jesus, while the Romans, the xingly.

50) Jne 19, 4. These last scenes of the trial are reported only by St.
John. The other three writers finish the trial with the scourging and
the prep ration for the crucifixion. in & way they are correct. The
trial really ended thore. But St. Johm, who supplements &t a much
later date, remembers the further attempts of 2ilate to free Jesus and,
therefore, for completeness sake includec them. Wo may agree with
Steinmeyer here, who writes, "Tne spostle, who rel.tes throughout no-
thaing excopt ohat which he hnud hosrd .ul seen with his cwn eyes, wasg
a personsl witness of the proceodings." {cpes git., pe 118.) It is not
sarprising then thut he reiates more of the details than the otherse

51} Jn. 19, 6 52) Ju. 19, 6.
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must die, bocause He m:de Himself the Son of Gode" e That wes a dif-
ferent story. vhen Pilate heard those words, he was more disturbed than
evers Now ilate clearly saw that Jesus was not & political offomder,

48 he had already sensed through his oross—examination of Jesus. The
political ofZense h2d been & mere pretoxt. Back ugéi.n he went into the
Pretorium and asked Jesus, "Whore did You come fromg* L But Jesus

gave him no answer. but *ilate asked further, "Do You mot spesk to mey

Do You not know that I have power to let You go and I hsave power to oru-
cify Yous® o Jaesus corrected this last statement with the words, "You
would have have no power at 21l in regamd to le, unless it be given you
from above. Therefore he who handed e over to you has the greater sin." ol
WVhen 'ilate heard thoss words, whether his .p;;g&n superstiticn had been
revived or whether he was more determined than ever to free an immocent

man, ne .t lexst made snother strong effort to free Jesus.

But his adversaries kmew his weak sipot. They introduced a new
aspect, th: t touched the selfish interests of rilate. They warned the
Roman, "If you let this men go, you are not the friend of Caesar. Bvery-

o7
one vino makes himself king speaks against Caessri" !

Tais brought the
Procurator back to his senses. The problem was bscoming more involved
agcine “hu knews what ch.rges might be brought against him in Rome by
these fanaticsl Jews in regsxd to this Nazareme. Vho knows what Tiberius,
the heartless Rousn Emperor, might do to himg; for such s breach? But
this exclamation of loyalty to the Emperor on the pirt of the Jews,

was 1t genulne? iluta kmew how the Jews chafed under the Roman yoke,

53) Jn. 19. Te 54) Jne. 19. 9.
55) Jn. 19, 10. 56) Jne 19, lle 57) Jne 19, 12.



how time sftor tire various uprisings had ripled the psaceful calm of

the land. !nd so, sitting om the bensh of judgment cnoe more, he sneered,
58)

"Behuld, your kingl® fhis w.8 not heeled, but mereiy urged the

59) 1n 8 final at-

fempt ~ijlate eried back, "Shall I orucify your kings" ik But the

Ory, "Avay with Him, awey with Him, crucify Hime"

chief priestas blocked this entire attempt st sarcasm with the flut
gtatement of loyalty to the Roman government, which was so dangerous

59)

for rilste, "We hsve no king, but Cuesart®

e Procurator then saw that it w.s a matter of this man's
1ife or & matter of his cwn safetys He took the course that would prove
the more expedient, as far .s he was concerned, =nd delivered Jesus to
the soldicrs tu be crucified. ind the fizsco, which mAsqueraded ss a tri-
al, was brought to an end. Josus, pronvunsed innocent five times by the
Roman julge sxd once by the Galilean prince, both represantatives of

the imperial Romen governmont, was lod to the oross, 2 convicted mant

58) JNa 19. 14, 59) Jhe 19. 154
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ON THE CROSS OF CALVARY

The preparations for crucifixion did not take very longe The
soldiers soon made ready the standard and cross piece, which served for
the cross. Four soldiers and a centurisn were assigned to each men, whp
Was to be crucified. These men prepared for themselves a lunch and took
along some wine to drink, fér the crucified often hung for e day, or
even longer, before the last breath of life ebbed from his pain wracked
bodys And so it was before nine in the morning, when this sorrowful
procession began to wind its way through the narrow streets of Jeru=
salem toward the hill, called Golgotha,l)because of its skull=-like
shape, vhich was situated somewhere outside of the city gate near the
main roads, leading into the city. In this procession on Friday morn-
ing there were three men, each bearing his cross, or perhaps just the
Cross piece,z)for if anyone has ever hoisted timbers he will know that
wooden planks are not lightl! Jesus, it must not be lost sight of, was
in a much weakened condition. He had had no food for almost twelve hours,
he had gone without sleep the night before, and he had undergone a severe

lashing at the hands of the Romen soldiers, and, hence, he was not ready

to carry a heavy load.

1) St. Luke alone has the name "Celvary'. Meyer comments; " kpaviev
Grieehische Uebersetzung won Ceajedd Schaedel, von derfform so ge-
nannt." (ops cit., Hapdbuch ueber das Evangelium des St. Markus und
.L_U-}Q-_S, po—628. i

2) C. Fiske and B. S. BEaston hold this view: "The crossbeam only. No one
could uneided carry an entire cross." (op. cit., p. 188.) But the Abbe
Gonstant Fouard tekes the opposite opinion and quotes in his favor
from Pluterch: "Every malefactor carries his cross." Plutarch, De sera
Numinis vindicte, ix., quoted in op. cit., pe 320.) Ylvisaker, also,

mainteins: 1% is @& question, however, ii this regulation applied to
the entire cross, or only to the cross-tree, presumably to the former.

(‘92' Cito, Pe 7350)
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The Question now arises how do we kmow what time this all took
place? We heve several sources of informatione. During the trial itself
there are two references to the time. St. John tells us that when they
brought Jesus to Pilate the first time it was early. S)That, we suggest-
ed before, was sbout five o'clock. And we saw from St. Matthevr,4)h1
agreement with this statement, thaet Pilete's wife was not as yet astir,
when the trial begen. Then finelly at the end of the trial St. John re-
rarks that, as Pilete sat upon the official seat of justice, it was

5)
about the sixth hour, +that is, sround six or seven in the morning.

However, after the crucifixion is under way,St. Mark relates,
"And it was the third hour end they crucified him."S) And then later in
recording the events that transpired on the cross the first three evengel-
ists note that the darkness came upon the earth at the sixth houre. Do we
hove here & ccn-tradic:'ion,rwhen comparing this with St. John's gospel,
since he @istinctly states that Pilete judged at the sixth hour? There
is only one conclusion that we can come to, and that seems to be 2 very
neturel and iogical one. It is the application of the old axiom, "When
in Rome dcps the Romzns dol" When the first three men wrote their
gospels, Christienity still hung close to Palestine; it still was &
"Jewish sect," so to sey. The personnel was almoit entirely Jewish.

The very men who wrote these first three gospels were either themselves

closely connected in time snd blood with these events that had occurred

3) Jn. 18, 28) 4) Mt. 27, 19.)
5) Jn. 19, 14.) 6) Mk. 15, 25.)



in Pelestine, or else they were coached by men, who but & short time be=-

fore had gone through these experiences. It is the most natural thing
in the world, therefore, that they spoke of these things in the light of
the language which to them was their mother tongue. So we f£ind them
using the Jewish method of telling time, which, as-we mentioned before,
counted the hours beginning at six in the evening and six in the morn-<
ing. Therefore the third hour of St. Mark was about nine in the morn-

ing, and the sixth hour of the three was about noon.

Ste John, on the other hand, wrote et a much later time. By

then St. Peul had widened the boundaries of Christianity to include the

worlé of that time., All over, smell Christian groups were worshipping.
Ste John, himself, bhad left Palestine and was now living in Ephesus in
the midst of Greek influence. He wgs no longer 2 traveling preacher, as
had been St. Luke, and St. Mark, who were, since they wrote earlier,

closer to the Hebrew culture. St. John hed not remsined within the con=-

fines of Palestine, as St. Matthew, who it seems even wrote his original

text in Aramaic. St. John wes a man of the Greek world. His gospel, as
we seid at the very outset, was comparable to an editorial, setting forth
Christienity from a Greek background, hence his many allusions to the
philosophical terms of the day. When the English man speaks of money,

he uses the pound sterling as his stendard; when an American thinks

of money, the word "dollar" comes to his mind. Thus also St. John, in
writing in a Hellenized world, did not use the Jewish method of cal-
culating time, beginning at six in the morning, but rather he employed
our method and also the method of the Graeco-Roman world of his day,
which sterts the day with midnight end ends it with midnight. To him

7)
then the sixth hour meant only one thing, six in the morning.



Fouard complains thet the solution suggested above onTatre
strict ‘El;a several scenes of the Passion to a very limited space of
time." He then goes on to-propound a lengthy hypothesés, basing it
on the fact that the Jews divided the day, as they did also the night,
into four quarters and thet these querters Were named by their initial
hours. St. Mark says that Jesus was crucified at the third hour, that
is, in the quarter lasting from nine until noon. St. John, using the
hour as it reads, merely means that Jesus was judged sometime right
before noon, also during the "third hour." That would pro-long the trial
during the entire morning hours., We would contest this view on two points.
We are cleiming here that St. John employs the Jewish method of telling
time, but we are not consistent, since his "“sixth hour" does not have
the seme meening as that of the other three evengelists, when they re-
fer to the darkness. Theirs then refers to the period from twelve to
three. This view, on that score, seems very artificial. It is teking
John out of his Greek environment and yet postulating an assumption
which is not consistent by not permitting John to speek as a Jew. Also
it must be remembered that the priests are present at all these trials.

They had to assist in the morning sacrifice, sometime right after nine

o'clock,and hence could not be free until noon.

St. Augustine has & novel explenaticn of this seeming dif-
ficulty. He claims first of all that Ste John gives his time in ref-
erence to what went on after the sentence of Pilate. "And thus we
could still take the sense quite fairly to be that, on the completion

of the fifth hour and the commencement of the sixth, those matters were

7) Fahling, though holding this véew, weakens it by asdding, "At other
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going on vwhich are recorded in connection with the Lord's crucifixion,
until, on the close of the sixth hour and when he was hanging on the
cross, the darlness occurred which is attested by three of the even-
gelists, namely, Matthew, Mark, and Iuke." ?) St. Mark, on the other
hand, in his reference to the time of the crucifixion spesks of the ac-

cusetions and insistent cries of the Jews that Jesus & ould be crucified.

"The Jews therefore seid unto him,'It is not lawful for us to put any

men to deeth. Consequently, what they were especially unwilling to have

the eppearance of doing that Mark here shows that they actuelly did do
at the third hour. For he judged most truly that the Lord's murderer was
rather the tongue of the Jews than the hand of the solciers." % But a
careful study of the text will show that St. Mark's reference to the time
is not given in commection with the trial before Pilate, but is inserted

during the time when Jesus wes hanging on the cross. His view, too, must

be ruled out 2s an artificiel ettenpt at harmony.

We heve spent some time in presenting our view on the time.

The trial before Pilate ended around seven. Probably an hour was con=

7) times John used the Jewish reckoning of time. John 1: 39 « « « Johnd:6."
(Fahling, A., Harmony of The Gospels, p. 208. ) Such a coneession seems
unnecessary, for in those two cases the Roman hour could also be very
probable.

8) Fouard, the Abbe Constant, op. cite., pe 314..

9) Augustine, Bishop of Hippo, op. oit., pe. 199, III, xiii,




sumed in the final preparations by the soldiers, for threeA men hed to be
sentenced that day. By the time the men were conducted out to the mound

- of execution it was between eight and nine. fhat was still before the
morning sacrificd, permitting the priests to attend for a short while, at
least. All this fits in well with the presentation of the four accounts.
For the priests are only mentioned at the begimning, soon after Jesus was
reised upon the cross. If this were to take place just before noon, the
priests could not have been with Jesus all morning, for they had their

duties in the templs.

Before we consider the events at Golgatha, we sE:uld mention
the final mocking of the soldiers. In the accounts of St. Matthew and
Ste Mark we find after the sentence is pronounced by Pilate a section
almost parallel to that presented by St. John in regard to the sport of
the Romsn soldiers at the expense of Jesus. That this may be just a
different rendering of this seme event is possible, but it is more prob-
able that the mockery was actually repeated or rather continued after
the final sentence of Pilate. We should suggest that these accounts by
the first two evangelists, so to say, report just the actions of the
soldiers without mentioning the final vein ettempts of Pilate at free-
ing Jesus. Therefore Ste. John's account does not fall previous to theirs,
but is included within it. The first wwo writers do not tell of these
last events for asm they thought, they do not add materially to the trial.
St. John appends them later on 'e.s is his custom so frequently. The
sense then is easily forthcoming, when we follow anybne of the gospels.
After some more play the Roman soldiers eventually removed the robe of
purple and having redressed Jesus in his own garb .led him out to Gol-

gotha.

B e L T

I



-89 =

On the way throughi the treditional via dolorosa two things
occurred that we must relate. Jesus had not gone far, bearing His heavy
burden, when His weak and worn body just would not carry Him & step
further. He collapsed right on the hard cobblestones. The' Romen soldiers,
not to waste time, picked et rendom a Jeﬁ from the laerge audience along
the way, a certain Simon of Cyrene, and compelled him to carry the cross
after Jesus. Who this man was or what became of him after while we are
not told. St. Mark tells us the names of his two sons, Alexander and
Rufus, and from the writings of St. Paul we find one of them later, so
tredition has it, in Rome, for St. Paul greets a Rufus there. 10)]:1: is
conjectured, therefore, with some justification that this Simon was con-
verted to Christianity along with his family. It would seem strange if
the very man who bore the cross of Jesus after Him would not become a

disciple of His.

It may have been during this interim in the treke to Golgetha
thaet Jesus spoke to the great crowd of women who followed Him and lam=
ented his forténe. Jesus turned to them and said, "Daughters of Jeru=
salem, do not weep for Me, but weep for yourselves and for your children
because, lo, the deys are coming in which they will sey, 'Blessed are
the ba}*en and the wombs that never gave birth.and the breasts that never
gave suck. 'Then they will begin to say to the mounteins, '¢all on usi!t
and to the hills, 'Cover usl' Because if in a green tree they do these

11)
things, what will happen in a dry?"

10) (Cfr. Romans 16, 13.) 11) k. 23, 28-31.)
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Vith these words Jesus pointed to the terrible destruction of Jerusalem,

which was but e generstion in the offing. Meny of the people, who lived
in Jerusalen on the day of Jesus' crucifixion, lived to cry out in an=-
guish these very words of the Crucified. The suffering must have been in=-
tense, during the long siege of the Romens, when food ren short, and
after the fall of the city, when the Romens gave vent to their anger for
the Jews! stubborn resistence. Then not three crucifixes dotted the

country side, but huﬁdreds upon hundreds.

When this solemn procession reached the hill top, the soldiers
immediately prepared the three men for the terrible ordeal to follow.
It was customery to offer the men a stupifying drink just before the ac-

tual na:’)Lling to the crosses. Jewish tradition also tells us of this prac-
12

tice. "According to aphncient Baraite [i. e+, part of the Talmd ),
'when a man is going out to be killed they suffer him to drink a grain

of frankincence in a cup of wine to deaden his senses. « « Wealthy w;‘-
13
men of Jerusalem used to contribute these things and bring them.'™

The first two evengelists tell us of this potion. The first one, though,
claims that it is "wine mixed with gall, “14) while the other mentions
"wine mixed with myrrh.‘:‘wc) The fact of the matter is that both could mlve
been in the drink. That is the view of St. Augustine. - Some, however,

in their over enthusissm to show discrepancies in these accounts prove
too much. That is to say, they attempt to show that this first drink
mentioned by the first two writers is the same as the drinks spoken of

16
by the others, and thereby claim contradictions. So Dalman errse )

12) Cfr. Bebylonien T;;lmud pe 128,
13) Klausner, J., op. cit., p. 352. 14) Mt. 27, 34; Mk. 15, 23.
15) "For the gall is mentioned with a view to express the bitterness of
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This drink, which would heve alleviated the first throbbing
pains, was not accepted by Jesus. He resolved to suffer this cruel death
%o the very end. The crucifixion proper was then begun. The exact pro-
cedure is very doubtfule. Whether the entire cross was placed on the
ground while the hands and feet of the victim were nailed to it, or
whe ther just the hands of the convicted man were first nailed to the
cross Pisce, which was then raised to the upright beam, already fas-
tened in the ground, will never be knovmn. It would seem less torturous
and more convenient to work with the entire cross on the ground. Thus
Bnil Iudwig describes the scene, "While some of the soldiers are dig-
é;{lg holes in the ground, others are nailing the criminals to the cross=
es as these lie flat upon the soil." H) The instrument of torture was
not as large as some would heve us believe today. The horizontal arm
wes probably six feet across, while the vertical beam, extending

several feot into the ground, so as to brace the load, probebly reached

in all ten to twelve feet. Midway up the longer beam there was a little

15) the potion. And wine mingled with myrrh is remarkable for its bit-
terness. The fact mey 2lso be that gall and myrrh together made the
wine excesdingly bitter." (Augustine, Bishop of Hippo, op. cit., p.197
ITI, xi, 38.)

16) "1 . . Jesus was given to drink wine mingled with myrrh (Mk. 15,23),
but refused it. According to Lk. 23, 36, the drink which was offlered
mockingly by the soldiérs instead of wine was vinegar; according to
Mts 27, 34 (probably because of Ps. 69, 22) =- vinegar mingled with
gall. But Mark is most probably right in stating that it was a nar-
cotic drink." (Dalman, Ge., ope cite, p. 193. )

17) Ludwig, E. op. cit., p. 306.
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8800l affixed on which the victim could rest the weight of his body,
otherwise the nails through the hands would have a tendency to tear the
flesh. In this position then the sufferer, enduring agonizing pains,
looked into the faces of his asccusers, for his feet were but a foot
or 8o above the ground. And in that way Jesus was nailed to the cross

with one nail through each palm and one or two through his feet.

When the three crosses were lifted into place, it was noticed

that Jesus was in the midst of the other two criminals, es if to signify

that he was the worst. St. Mark notes that this was a fulfillment of
the prophecy of Isaish in his fifty-third chapter: "And He was numbered
with the trangressors." =y Now.with their work finished the Romen
soldiers sat guarding at the foot of the crosses to await the ende It
Was probably while these operations were going on that Jesus spoke his
first words from the cross. If not while he was being neiled to the
eross then while he was looking dovm upon the gaping crovn, many of
whom had shouted their voices hoarse that morning in demanding his
life, he exclaimed, "Father, forgive them for they kmow not what they
do," & What e profound impression that should have had on the ears

of those bystanders. But their replies were far from prayers, such

as that of Jesus''

They begzen to deried and ridicule, even as they had done at
the triels. The prissts again led in this celumny. The reason for this
might seem quite natural, if we realize just what Pilate had done to
square himself with the Jews for their stubborn insistance @uring the

trial. A sizn was nailed to the part of the cross which extended above

18) Is. 53, 12. 19) Lk. 23, 34.
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the head, which read in three languages, Greek, latin, and Hebrew
20)
(Aramaic). "This is the King of the Jews." As far as we can ascertain,

it seems as if this inscription was not placed on the cross until after
the crucified had hung on their crosses for some time, for St. Matthew
hints at such a conclusion by placing the i.nscription incident after the
soldiers had been watching for awhile. Therefore, it seems probable that
this poster was not carried out before Jesus, as it was in the ease of
many criminals to announce the cause of their death. Steimmeyer says,
“Archaeological investigations do not lead to the conclusion that the
Practice of displaying a written 'accusation' on the occasion ofzga)x o=
scution was an invariable one, or that it was required by law."

The actual procedure is described by Ste. John end seems to fit into the
picture a little after Jesus is lead away from the Pretoriume. The
prissts fould have deemed it beneath their dignity to fall into the ranks
of such a motley crowd, as followed Jesus to Golgotha. But hardly had
they returned to the temple to assume their morning duties, when:;nformer
would report to them that a sign was nailed above the head of Jesus,
broadcasting to the holiday multitudes that this was the king of the Jews.
That must not remain there. The priests naturally rushed over to P;late

once more and implered. "Do not write, fthe king of the Jews, 'but this

20)The fact that each gospel gives e different rendition of the inscrip-
tion on the cross has caused troub:e for some in harmonizing the accaunts.
Fouard presents a very plausible and satisfactory footnote on th? matter.
"The inscription of the Cross is different in each of the Evangelists.
Se Mark probably gives the Latin form;’[Rex Judasorum] Se Luke, the Greel‘:
[0uxes cbrv g Bxbinsus  Twy Ieodawwv] 3 S, John, the Aramean[ ¥°*%¢3 3w

#1427 #3959 ] " (Fouard, the Abbe C. ope cit., pe 327.)‘It seems

strange that he fails to mention St. Matthew, but his is so smﬂ:ar to
St. Inke that it needs no commente. It may be just a free rendering of
the latter.

21) Steinmeyer, op. city, p. 146.
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22)
fellow said, 'I am the king of the Jewsd"  But Pilate had had enough
of this bickiering and so he finally became men enought to stend up for )
his authority and told these priests, "What I have written, I heve written."
Now what to do. The priests could not let the Jewish pilgrims
read these words. It might cause an uproar. So to check any adverse
repercussion, they made their way through the winding streets and out to
the site of the three crosses and there mingled with the mob to ridicule
the king of the Jews., This they felt would counteract any claims on the

Part of Jesus'! supperters that he was really what the inscription claimed.

Vhile this commotion,caused by the inscription, was being
stilled by the priests, the soldiers, who had carried out this cruel ex-
ecution, claimed their perguisitese. ﬁhe condemned man was usually stripped
of all his garments which the soldiers then confiscated, and left to die
exposed to all who passed by. But that may not have held in this case, or
in ell the ceses in Palsstine. Edersheim relates, "In the oase of Jesus
We heve reason to think thet, whils the mode of punishment to #hich He was
subjected was un-Jewish, every concession would be made to Jewish custom,
and hence we thankifully believe that on the Cross He was spazc)l the in=-
dignity of exposure. Such would have been truly un-Jewish." We are
also informed in the apocryphal book, called the Gospel of Nicodemus,
that "when they came to the place which is called Golgothy, they stript
him of his reiment, and girt him about with a linen oloth, a.:zld put a

crown of thorns upon his head, and put a reed in his hand."

22) Jn. 19, 21. 23) Jn. 19, 22.
24) Edersheim, A. op, cit., p. 584.)
26) Gospel of Nicodemus, Vi, 2.
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This traditional Christian view would seem to be in agreement with the

Jewish customs of the times, as related above.

But five articles of olothing were left to these four men, the
sandals, the girdle, the head gear, and the outer cloak. For these the
soldiers cast lots. But the more expensive piece of cloth the seamless
inner garment » Or tunic, could not be divided, for tearing it would ruin
it. The only solution was to cast the dice also for this bit of raiment.
The fortunate soldier would win that costly booty. Both St. Matthew and
St. John see in this the fulfillment of the words of the twenty-second

Psalm, "They part my garments among them, and cast lots upon my vesture."

The people about the cross had not remained silent during all .
these minutes. With the priests as the instigators many woices were heard,
flinging rebukes and taunts at the suffering man on the center cross. Some-
one, who had been present at the trial on the night before, remembered the
Wwords of the witnesses. These were hurled into the air, soon to be picked
up by the milling crowd, "You, who would tear down the temple and build
it up in three days, save yourselfl If you are the Son of Gid, come down
now from the coossi™ % The priests and the rulers end soribes added,

"He saved others, himself he cennot savel He is the king of Israell??
Let him come down now from the cross and we will believe in him! He
trusted in God, let Him save Him, if he wants Him, for he said, ' I am

27)
the Son of God.!" The soldiers, who had been sitting at the foot of

26) Mt. 27, 40.

27) Mt., 27, 42. 43. The other two writers quote sayings which are very
similar to those found in St. Matthew. We must remember that these taunts

Were repeated often by the crowd, as is the case in any mob. Therefore

the slight differences are brought about by the fact that one writer re-
cords one version, while the otﬁer, enother version.
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the cross also Joined in this revelling. As they drank their cheap sour

Wine, they Jestingly held up their mugs to Jesus and drank a toast, saying,
RIf You are the king of the Jews, save yourselfi" 28)l'ﬂhat a spectacle
that must have presented to the devout pilgrim entering the holy city of
derusalem that morning for the first dey of the Feast. Jew and Gentile
forgot their differences for the moment. A common cause had bound them

together, == the reviling of that center cross. Man, when filled with

hate and malice, stoops to levels lower than the animals.

Nor were the onlookers the only members of this chorus of cal- )
Wmnye One of the malefactors, crucified with Jesus, joined in the refrain.
He too, thinking of his own welfare, cried out, "Are you not the Christ?
Save yourself and usi" But the other oriminal warned him, "Don't you fear
God, because you are in the same Judgment? And you are suffering justly,
for we have received just what our deeds deserved, but this man has done
nothing emiss." And then looking to Jesus, he asked, "Jesus, remember me
When you come into your kingdom" Jesus, in turn, looking with compassion
on this penitent man, spoke the second time from the cross, again direct-
ing his thoughts not toward his own welfare but toward that of his fellow

30)
man, "Verily, I say to you, 'Today you will be with me in paredise!!"

Tradition tells us that the name of this thief was Dimas. But

that he knew Jesus before his crucifixion, as some would claim, is

28) Lk. 23, 37. )

29) Even though the first two evangelists use the plural in mentioning this
incident, which gives the impression that both thieves joined in the m?ck-
ery around the cross, we must remember that theirs is only an.emmeratlon
of the broad fact that the people, the chief priests, the scribes, ﬁ_le
elders, and using the categorical plural, the malefactors turned ageinst
Jesus. That is a common grammatical construction, where the plural_is
used to classify, where at times the singular is really meant..It is St.
Luke who gives us the details on the situation and he distinguishe s 3
between the two men. Edersheim suggests that St. Luke might have received
his information on these events from the centurien at the cross. This
cannot merit consideration as a contradiction.
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rather far-'-feto;hed. He probably was a Jew, and as all the Jews, had the
common hope of a Messiah, When he saw how serenely Jesus withstood the
cruel mental anguish and agonizing physical tortures with never a word
of complaint, not even against those who continued to revile and rebuke,
he must have been touched. In those moments he was convinced, as also others
&t the cross, that this was not a mere man. He finally came to believe
vihat the inscription, above Jesus' head, said, namely, that he was the king
of the Jews the Messiah of Isreel. This faith he expressed in his humble
request. Vhether he fully understood every detail comprehended in the
term "kingdom of God, " we cannot imegine, but he knew enough to be ac=

cepted by a loving Savior, who is ready to receive any penitent.

By this time the priests and scribes had réturned to the city
to carry out their duties of the festivel. We can suppose that even the
crowd had thinned, since the hour of noon was approaching. Since the a=
postle John has nothing to say from the time of the parting of the gare
ments by the soldiers to the incident, that we shall relate next, we
feel that he returned to the city to bring the mother of Jesus and the
other wonien out to the scene of the execution. As they appreached the
eross, Jesus beheld his mother and his belovéd dis ciple, end with them
his mother's sister, also named Kary, the wife of Cleophas, and Mary
Magdalene. Once more Jemus' compassion and deep pity went out for
those near Him. For the third time his lips moved as he hung suspended

from the accursed tree, snd he uttered the words, addressed to his

30) These lest statements sre found in St. Luke 23, 39 = 43.

81) It seems better to take the enumeration of St. Joln as referring to
only three women, because the Greek has but two connectives, thereby
making the second "Mary, The wife of Cleophas," The appositive to
his mother's sister." Jn. 19,25.

32) This scene is described by St. John 19, 26. 27.
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mother. "Womsn, behold your son." And then looking at the disciple, he
: 32)
sald, "Behold, your mother." Thus Jesus turned over his mother to the

care of this disciple.

It is noteworthy that at the very beginning of his ministry,just
before performing his first miracle at the wedding of Cana, Jesus addressed
his mother es. ™Wamen," and now as his sojourn here on earth ‘draws to a
close, he again used that designation. The coincidence is singular and
yet pregnant with meaning. Jesus inferred with this word three years be-
fore that the earthly ties that bound him to his mother were broken, and
now just before death is to take Him back to his Father, He confirmed that
opinion by placing His mother into the hogsehold of this disciple, whom
he loved dearly. Jesus is primarily the Son of God, secondasrily, the son

of Mary.

The people beholding this spectecle noticed by this time that
the heavens were begiming to thicken. Gradually the sun was being blocked,
® that long shadows were cast over the face of the earth. It gave the
appearance of a dense storm covering the skies. It symbolized that a
fierce storm was raging in the soul of Jesus. By now, the first three
writers tell us, noon had come, the sixth hour by Jewish reckoning.
During the next three hours this pall of gloom was to hang over this
section of Palestine. Those three hours were merked with deep spiritual:--
torments, which in turn whee reflected in the very realm of nature. That
this physical phenomenon was caused by natural causes does not remove dts
miraculous nature; God is able to send storm or wind at will, even as He
can quell them. So here also thick clouds of sirocco vapour, pouring in

from the desert to the east, cut off the sunlight so that even nature

32) This scene is described by St. Jolm 19, 26. 27.
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would not witness its Lord smffering the tormente of the dammed.

Vhen these three fearful hours were drawing to & close, Jesus
124d bare his hewrt end told the world wiat he hed suffered during
those ewful moments. He cried out with & loud voice, "Eli, Eli; Lema
sabachthani?" which is the AremmiceHebrew mixture for "My God, My God,
why have you. Porsaken me?" e The words of this confession wore those
spoken by Pavid in prophecy in his twentyesecond Psaln, cne thousand
¥ears bofore, but mot watil this hour did thoy £ind thelr fulfillment.
¥hat & confossion Jesus made, when Ho oried out thus. To be forsaken o
Godl This wms, as Pyainmeyar oxpresses ity ™tho monent of Ais dylnge

Vhen To says; Why hast Thou forsaken Mo?? He suffeva deathe o e o

Eﬂ.‘.’ﬂ%ﬂ the Son die otharwise then when the Fether (of whom: He

eaid: 'The living Tathor huth sent e, and I 1ive by the Pathere')
54)

forsock Him und pguve Him up to death?”

But some of those stonding near, probebly the soldiers, for
they would not waderstand the framaic, whereas it could simost be teken
for granted that o trus Jew would recognize the word for "God" (Eli) in
counter distiction from the common name, thought that Jeeus called for

35)
Elias. Since Flias was a common Helyrew neme, they thought that He

33) Mt. 27, 46.

34) Steinmeywr, on. ait., pe 271.

35) Ve foel that Josus spoke these words in Arsmaio-Hebrew. The first words
wore Hebrew, since they would approximate more closely the neme of Elins
then the Aramaic, while the latter half was in the Aramaic vernacular,as
both the texhs of S%, ¥atthew ard Ste Vark show, Dalmen, though he holds
that Jesus spoke the entire sentence in Hebrew, quoting from the 01id
Tostanent, romarks that such on adaixture ves not raree "The Targum has

Psalm xxii. 2 partly in Hebrew and partly in Aramsic, as also Unkelos
often veteins tho Uebrew els'(0pe eils; pe 206.)
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besought his help. Or it may have beon known to them, through their ming=
ling with the Jows, that Flias was one of the greai; prophets, and ac-
cordingly they felt that Jesus Prayed for his assistance. They exclaimed
in derision: "Lo, He calls for Eli.aslss)

By the time Jesus made this last utterance He had passed through
the terrible sufferings of the past hours and it was natural that after
such a soul struggle He should think once more of his personal needs. He
knew that the end was near, that He had fulfilled His mission so He re=-
quested a drink,37)with the words, "I thirst:" A Vhen one of the men
heard that, he ran and filled a sponge with some of their sour wine,
Placed the sponge on the shart stem of & Hyssop, and reached it up to
Jesus. But his comrades were not of such a kind disposition and attempted

to withhold this ministry of pity, crying, "Let be, let us see if Elias

36) Mk. 15, 35.

37) This verse Jn. 19, 28, has always been & crux to this writer, whemn
taken in the common translation of the A.V., "After this, Jesus knowing
that all things were now accomplished, thet the Scripture might be ful-
filled, saith, I thirst." When teken in its form there, Jesus spoke the
last words in order to fulfill Scripture. The @ifficulty erises in that
there is no dircct passage referring to this statement in the Old Testa-
ment. The closest that we can come to it is in the twenty-second Paalm,.
where Devid cries, in prophetic vision, "My stremgth is dried up like
& potsherd; and my tongue cleaveth to my jaws; and thou hast brought me
into the dust of death." (vs. 15.) But even this can only be applied
to the fifth utterance of Jesus with a bit of deducing. It seems as if
the grammatical construction here permits another, even more satis=
factory, translation. If the apodosis of this sgntence is made to begin
at the word »tjzt , instedd of at the word ('« , the sentence would
give this thought, "Af ter these things when Jesus kmew that all things
were completed in order that the Soripture might be fulfilled, (then)
said, 'I thirst.'" There is a parallel construction in the first verse
of the thirteenth chapter of Ste. John, where this use of & e1. clause,
followed by a {(va clause is very apparent. Ve have therefore taken
this verse in the manner described above.

38)Jn. 19, 28.
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will come to save Him." S

But the end was near at hand. The drink had revived the suf=-
fering Jesus somewhat, but now in His fifth statement He expressed what
already Nie had thought, just pri:or to lis request for the drink. He oried
with a loud voice, "It is finisheds" 40) ﬁe first three evangelists do .
not record the words, but they all note this final shout of victory,
which came but e few minutes before the ends Jesus snmounced to the
world that He had completed what lle had started out to do. He had finish=-
ed liis task; He had redeemed the worlde In this Ol;y we hear Jesus® Yea
end Anmen to the angel chorus at His birth, "Peace on earth, good will %o
men}" ) The very fact that He was able to shout forth triumphantly
Just before death would tend to show that He did not die of exhaustion,
88 did most criminals, executed by orucifixion, but that He died because

He wanted to die. He gave up His own life, when He willed.

Ste luke alone relates the very last words of Jesus, spoken
right after the call of victory. As lis bowed Jiis head in death, Jesus
breathed a prayer, tuken from the thirty-first Psalm, "Father, into Your

Ag) Thus Jesus died. lere arain there is &

hands I commend iy spirit."
striking coincidence. The first and last words of Jesus on the cross be-
gan with the word, "Father," and the fourth words, the words born of
deep .apiritual anguish et the olimax of His suffering, began with "Ny
God." That arrangement is not eccidental, but very significante The re—
lation of Jesus toward the Father made a complete revolution during these
six hours. Ho was nailed to the oross, the king of the Jews, the iiessiah
of God, He suffered the tortures of hell, as the sin=bearer of the world,
end He died finally, as the loving Son of the Father, who hed redeemed

fallen mankind. Indeed a wonderd
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VWith the death of Jesus it secemed as if sll of nature convulsed.
The earth quaked and the rocks were torn from their bases. The very tombs
of the saints, buried round sbout Jerusalem, were opened up. Some of these
sainte arose with their resurrected Lord on Baster morn end appeared in
the city of Jerualam.43) Even the great drapery, hanging before the
Holy of Holies in the temple, was rent from top to bottoms Great, indeed,

Wwere the signs that accompanied the death of Jesuse

As varied as the signs themselves were,so mmercus have been
the attempted expanations. Yet the whole matier centers on this pointe
If Jesus were but & mere man, why should such marvelous things happen?
Vig should be mystifieds But if this man wes the Son of God, we have the
explanation. For those phonomena would be very insignificent in the face
of the fact that God's Son diede The questiom is mot, therefore, Can we
believe in these miracles? The question is, Can we believe that this men
Wme the Son of God? Our answer to the latter will condition our answer
to the former question. Te do acoept these miracles as true, for we
agree with the centurion, traditionally nemed Longimus, who, after he
had wetched the entire proceedings from the very outset that morning,

44)

exclaimed, "Truly, this mas was the Som of Godl" Even the very people

39) Mte 27, 49.  40) Jn. 19, 30,  41) Ike 2, 4. 42) k. 23, 46.

43) It is novel to see how De Syrauss "explains” this miracle. "It has al=
ready boon mentioned above, that the accounts of raising the dead in
our CGospels are nothing but pledges given to itself by the faith of the
Christendom of the earliecst periocd, that Jesus, not having performed
in his lifetime tho llessianic raising of the dead, will so much the
more certainly perform it on his second coming. Attention was also
drown to the disproportion betweon the guarantee and that for which it
was to ba the guarantee == & disproportion consisting in the fact that
the .dond raised by Jesus during his life on earth had returmed ondty to
earthly life, to die a second time, while under the liessianic Resurrec-
tion the dead were to be raised in glorified bodies to immortal life;
added to which was the small number of those isolated Evangelical cases
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who had stood about the cross to revel in the torments of the man whom
they hated returned to Jerusalem, while they smote their breasts because

of the wonders which they had beheld. They too were impressedd

The women, it seems, had withdrewn from the group directly be=
neath the crose to watch the last scenes from e distance. From the names
given by the first three oevangelists and from the fact that St. John does
not speak of this change of position by the women it appears as if this
* disoiple had teken the mother ilary back to the city before the end came,
Probably right after Jesus had cormonded her into the disciple's care.
At this time, though, wo still find Mery, the sister of the Virgin, the
mother of James and Joses, liary Magdalene, who had been joined by Selome,
the mother of James and John, end other vomen et Golgotha. These women
had followed Jesus on His meny missionary journeys all the way from
northern Galilee. ilow they were beholding His last hours. It was they,
also, who would be the first to hear the glorious Eester tidings, "He
is risen, Ho is risen indeeds'" Groat wus their reward for their faith-
ful servicel

Ag they watched these last events, they must have noticed, all
at once, that a messenger ceme from the city end gave an order to the

soldiers, guarding the crosses. This messenger had been dispatched by

of Resurrection which was quite incommensurate with the mmber of
those for whom they were to answer. To compensate for this double
dificiency, a case was desireble in which a larger number of dead,
‘and these not men liable to dio a second time, but as risen saints,
should have come forth out of their graves." (ope. cit., pe 385.)

44) Ste Mark quotes the seme words as St. Matthew. Ste Iuke gives the
same meaning with his, "Certainly this msn was righteousl" (23, 47.)
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Pilate, for the Jews had requested the Procurator that the three convioted
men might not remain on the crosses over the caming Sabbath, which would
be 2 high festival day, for it was the Sebbath in the Feast and also the
dey on which the first fruite of the hervest were brought ir. Pilate
granted the raquest and commanded that the legs of the men should be
broken. This envoy lad Just brought that message. Complying with these
orders the scldiers first broke the legs of the two oriminals, but when
they ceme to Jesus, they saw that life had already deperted. They did
not them break His logs, but one of the soldiers, just to make sure,
thrust a spear into Jesus'! side and out poured blood and water. These
last duties of the soldiers seem to have been witnessed by St. Johm, for
he describes them in exact detail and asserts, "And he who saw this,
bore witness, and his witness is true, and this one knows that he speaks

4!'
the truth, in order that you also might believe." 5)

Just what did this blood and water signify? The imeginations
of many have rum rempant and they lave seen in these two liquides the
water of baptiem and the blood of the eucharist or the water of life
and the blood of stonement. But all that seems too symbolice Ylkisaker
maintaing thet “"this is e miracle."” ) Yet it seems more correct to
sey that the puwpose for reporting this incident is to assure the reeders
of all time that Jesus wvas tmly déads The fact that bleod and water
exuded from the wound proved W the soldiers' conterntion. Jesus was
actually dead. Thet is the resson why Ste Joln included thia scene in

hiz acoount. He wented to show us also that Jesus was really deede

The fourth evangelist also points out that two Bible passages

45) Jn. 19, 35. 46) Ylviseker, Je, OPe Cite, Pe 753.
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find their fulfillment in these last mcts og the soldiers. The other
two men hed to suffer added pains and tortures by having their legs
broken, but Josus was spared this ordeal, as it was prophesied in regard
to the Passover lemb, "Thev shall leave nome of it unto the morninrg, nor

47)

breek eny bone of it." In the piercing of the side St. Joln heard

the words of Zechariah, "And they shall look upon me whom they have

piercoed." 48)

flow that Jesus had died, all that remasined wes His burial. If
Jesus had been buried according to custom, His would heve been en ige
nominious graves 49) But in this case the Romans had charge of the exe=
oution, hence we cen surmize that they would lay dowm the orders ThoraF
fore it vas possible for Joseph of Arimathaes, & member of the Senhedrin
and a secret disciple of Jesus, to ask Pilate for the body of Jesus for

50
& nore decent buriasl. )

The Roman Procurstor, however, marvelled that Jesus was ale
ready dead. Probubly there had been no time &s yet for carrying out the
order of the breaking of the legse but after checking with the ecenturion,
who, it seems, had returned to heudquarters by that time, he permitted
Joseph to remove the corpse. Joseph was then joined by Hicodemus, an=

: 51
other member of the Jewish Sanhedrin. and a secret disciple of Jesus, )

47) Yum. 9, 12. 48} Zechariah 12, 10,

49) "In one point alone is tho Burial of our Lord am unreconcilable con=
tradiction to Jewish traditional Lew, Criminals had to be buried in
specisl burying~places of the court of justice, and not in family
graves; the beheaded and the strangled by themselves, and the stoned
and burned alsoc by themselves." (Dalman, G, Ope Cite, Pe 105. )

60) "According to Roman custom, the corpse of an executed criminnl be=
longs to the relatives or friends." (Ludwig, Ee, OPs Oits, De 513.)
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who brought along s hundred pounds of myrrh and aloes for embalming
the body. The two then carefully removed the body and wrapped it in e
linen eloth, which Joseph had procured for the turisle They then hastely ‘
carried Jesus avay and laid Him in Josoph's wew tomb, which was located
in & garden nwer the hill of execution. This location was probably intend=
ed to be tenporary, but wnder the press of circumstances, it being the
ovening before the Sabbath, which began et six otcleck, they had to dis=
Pose of the body as quickly as possible, lest they be made ceremonially

unclean by handling a dead hody after the Sebbath had officially begun.

Two women were still watching the last rites being performed
over the cody of their doparted friond. They were Mary Magdalene and
Mary, the sister of the Virgin. As soon as they hed seen just what had
been done with the body of Jesus, they hurried back into the city and
prepared some few spices and ointment, which they had at hand, fér enoint=-

ing the body, before the Sebbath would overtake thems

On the Sabbath all was atill. Jesus' body lay quietly in the

new hevm sepulcher of Joseph of Arimathaeas

At Saturday evening, six o'clock, tﬁe Sabbath restrioctions
were lifted, Immediately there were people astir in both'oanp_-. The wo=-
men, who had followed Jesus, began prepering more spices and ointments
for further embalming of the body. After the stores and shops were once

more opened, they sdded to the supply which they had gathero_d on Friday

51) Because of thess two men we have favored the Spall Sanhedrin end
not the Great Sanhedrin at the trial of Jesus. Ve carpe sure that they
were not prasent the night on which Jesus was tried, for they certain-
ly would not heve voted for His death, yet we are told that of those
men present at the trial "sll condemed Hims" (Mk. 14, 61.)
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evening. Now they were ell ready to visit the tomb at the first rays of
the eun on Fester morning, so thet they might finish the task, so hasti-

1y cerried out by the men, lete Friday sfternoons

The chief priests and the Pharisees, however, came together
for a different purpose. They hurried to Pilate and said, "Lord, we re=
member that this deceiver said while living, *After three days I will
arisel’ Command that the tomb be mede safe until the third day, lest
His disoiples come, steal ifim, end say to the pecple, *He hzs risen
from tho deadd? And the last mistake will be greater than the first."
When Pilate heard thoir wish, he commanded, "Take & watohl Go away end
make it as sure as you cane” 52) The Jews did just thiss They soaled
the stone which covored the entrance to the tomb and stetioned some
Romen soldiers there, as a guard, How meny soldiers were in this guard
it is hard o judge. There probohly were not more then four, one for

each watch of the night.

lere the Passion of Jegsus ends. And though often through the
trial and suffering of Jesus, there appear flashes of liis godhead, yet
for the most part we must and do say that here Jesus reached the depths
of His humiliation. llow tha% Hg lay in the grave, this humiliation was
corplete. "To say that fle was buried is the most unembiguous way in
which it is possible to stamp a being as & true actual mane « o There=

fore what gives the sepultus est its place in the Christian oreed is

decidedly that it speaks of an act of God and indeed == it can scarcely

be expressed otherwise == of a selfwsurrender of God to the state and

62) This account is given only hy Ste Matthew. (27, 63 = 65.)
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fate of man, a self-surrender in which He does not cease to be God, but
yet mekes the state and fate of man His own in such a way that His di=

vine existence for all other eyes thanfiis own becemes absolutely invise
53
ﬂ)le.-“ )

lience, such a Jesus, though essentisl to Christianity, was
1o the founder of Curistienity, as some would have it.ﬁ) It could enly
be a revitalized Jesus, the glorified Christ of Easter mornm, who could
be the founder end hero and Savior of a living, vital religion. It is
the ory of the Egster tide, "Christ is risen from the gravel" that
brought the world to the feet of the crucified Savior. So it is not
with sad hearts that we close this chapter, for we lmow that but three
days hence tho grave no longor held its captive. He,who bad entered
death willingly for all mankind, could also leave it willingly for all
manlkind}

63) Barth, Karl, ope cite, ppe 86s 874

54) "And so the burial ended. lere ends the life of Jesus, and here be=
gins the history of Christisnity." (Klausner, J., OPe ¢ite, Pe 355, )
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