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Cause No. 33 A.D.___________ 
 

The Jewish People, by and through  §       The Imperial Court of Rome 
§ 

The Sanhedrin, their High Court,  § 
as the Prosecution   §    

§      by and before 
versus    §    

§ 
Jesus of Nazareth,    §     The Honorable 

§ Tiberius Claudius Caesar Augustus,  
The Accused and Petitioner §       Emperor of Rome 

______________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Petition for Writ of Certiorari 
And Emergency Stay of Execution 

 
To Tiberius Claudius Caesar Augustus, the Imperial Emperor of the Roman Empire: 
 

Now comes Jesus of Nazareth, a citizen of Galilee, the Accused and Petitioner herein and 

petitions the Empire of Rome for a Stay of Execution and to be granted a Writ of Certiorari, and 

in support thereof would show this honorable Court the following: 

I. 

Docket History 

The Defendant was tried by various illegal Jewish Tribunals and then by selected 

members of the Sanhedrin, the high Court of Israel.  After being found guilty by said Court, the 

Accused was turned over to the Roman Governor of Judea, Pontius Pilate, for trial.  But after 

hearing a portion of the evidence, the Roman Governor transferred venue of the case to King 

Herod Agrippa, acting king of Galilee and other neighboring parts.  After a hearing was held 

before King Herod, a determination was made to return the case to the Roman Governor of Judea 

which was the proper place of venue for this matter.  In both of the trials before the honorable 
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Pontius Pilate, the Accused was found not guilty and yet the second time He was sentenced to 

death by the Governor.  Hence the instant appeal and application for said writ. 

II. 

Charges Brought Against the Accused 

1. That the Accused had knowingly and with malice aforethought desecrated the Temple. 

2. That the Accused has consistently claimed to be the Son of God or equal with God, 

which is blasphemy per se. 

3. That the Accused sought to persuade the people not to pay their taxes to Rome. 

4. That the Accused claimed to be a king and a leader of a rebellion against Rome. 

5. That the Accused was involved in sedition and insurrection. 

III. 

Statement of Facts 

The Accused, Jesus of Nazareth, spent most of his life in the province of Galilee, but he 

was born in the town of Bethlehem, due to the fact that His parents traveled to their home town 

as a result of the census which was ordered by Caesar Augustus, that is the first census taken 

while Quirinius was Governor of Syria. 

The Accused was raised as a commoner, a carpenter by trade, who has spent the last three 

to four years of his life as an itinerant prophet of sorts.  He did maintain that He was the Son of 

God and the Messiah, whose coming Israel has awaited for hundreds of years.  However, the 

Jewish leaders did not believe Him to be the Son of God and rejected His Messianic claims. 

     The Accused, and Petitioner herein, was arrested between the hours of 7:00 to 10:00 

p.m., on the evening of April 10, 32 A.D., by officers of the Emperor's armed forces stationed in 
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Judea and  elements of the Temple guard of the Jewish Temple located in said Province.  The 

only resistance thereto was the cutting off of an ear of one of the Jewish representative in the 

arresting party, which was immediately replaced by the Accused, restoring it to its original 

condition.  (No criminal charges or civil actions have been filed against the Accused or his 

followers for the above described act.) 

The Jewish authorities tried Him in their religious courts multiple times and finally found 

Him guilty of blasphemy, based solely upon the testimony of the Accused.  No opportunity was 

given to or provided to the Accused to prove the truth of His claims.  The crime of blasphemy 

carries the death penalty, but the Jews have been forbidden by Rome to enforce their laws by 

capital punishment.   

Therefore they brought Him before the Roman Governor, Pontius Pilate, on charges of 

sedition, tax evasion and insurrection.  The Roman tribunal found Him innocent of all charges.  

Whereupon the Jewish leaders asserted the charge of blasphemy and thereafter the Governor 

sentenced Him to death by crucifixion.  

IV. 

Arguments and Authorities 

A.   The Accused was tried three times before the Jewish authorities and was consistently 

denied procedural due process in accordance with the Jewish law and rules of procedure, to wit: 

6. No trial were to commence during the hours of night, that is before the morning 

sacrifice [Mishnah: Sanhedrin 4:1] 

7. Trials were not to occur on the eve of a Sabbath or during festivals [Mishnah: 

Sanhedrin 4:1] 



C:\1 DWB's Documents\1.Lessons\Miscellaneous\Writ of Certiorari.wpd 
4 

8. All trials were to be public, there were to be no secret trials [Mishnah: Sanhedrin 

1:6] 

9. All trials were to be held in the Hall of Judgment in the Temple area [Mishnah: 

Sanhedrin 11:2] 

10. Capital cases required a minimum of twenty-three (23) judges [Mishnah: 

Sanhedrin 4:1] 

11. The accused could not be forced to testify against himself [Mishnah: Sanhedrin 

3:3-4] 

12. Someone was always required to be there to speak on behalf of the accused 

[General Practice of the Jewish High Court] 

13. Conviction required the testimony of of two or three witnesses, all in agreement 

[Deut. 17:6-7; 19:15-20] 

14. Witnesses for the prosecution were to be examined and cross-examined at length 

[Mishnah: Sanhedrin 4:1] 

15. Capital trials were to follow a strict order of trial, beginning with arguments for 

the defense, then arguments for conviction [Mishnah: Sanhedrin 4:1] 

16. All judges sitting on the Sanhedrin could argue for acquittal, but all of them could 

not argue for conviction [Mishnah: Sanhedrin 4:1] 

17. The high priest should never participate in the questioning of the witnesses or the 

accused [General Practice of the Jewish High Court] 

18. Each witness in a capital trial is to be examined individually and outside of the 

presence of other witnesses [Mishnah: Sanhedrin 3:6] 
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19. The testimony of two witnesses which is found to be in contradiction of each 

other, renders the testimony of both of the witnesses inadmissable and invalid 

[Mishnah: Sanhedrin 5:2] 

20. The voting for conviction and sentencing is to be by role call vote, beginning with 

the youngest judge participating in the trial [Mishnah: Sanhedrin 4:2]  

21. Verdicts in capital trials were to be entered by the Court only during daylight 

hours [Mishnah: Sanhedrin 4:1] 

22. After the verdict is reached, the members of the Sanhedrin were to meet in pairs 

all night, in order to discuss the evidence elicited at trial and then reconvene the 

next day for the purpose of confirming the final verdict and then imposing the 

sentence. [Mishnah: Sanhedrin 4:1] 

23. Sentencing in a capital case was not to occur until the following day. [Mishnah: 

Sanhedrin 4:1] 

B.   The Accused was then tried by Pontius Pilate, the Roman governor or the province of 

Judea.  After a hearing, it was decided by the governor that proper venue of this case rested in 

the Province of Galilee, where the Accused resided, and therefore the case was transferred to 

Herod Agrippa, Tetrarch of Galilee and Perea. However after examining the Accused, he 

returned the case to the Roman governor of Judea.  The erros committed by both the Courts and 

the prosecution are as follows: 

24. The Defendant was then brought before the provincial Governor of the Empire. 

The prosecution first, in direct violation of well respected jurisprudential 

procedure, changed the indictment from blasphemy to sedition and tax evasion.  
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This resulted in no chance for the Defendant to prepare his case adequately and 

any change in existing indictments should render that indictment quashable, and 

should be quashed.   

2. The Court of the Governor found the Accused innocent (John 18:38) but failed to 

set Him free.   

3. The Court of the Governor, on its own motion, granted a change of venue, since it 

was determined that the Defendant was a resident of the Province of Galilee 

(Luke 23:6, 7) 

4. The Accused, upon transfer to the Court of the Tetrarch of Galilee, was  tortured, 

beaten and forced to suffer great humiliation, and yet after such non-judicial acts, 

the prosecution could still not prove its case, whereupon the Court held a second 

venue hearing. 

5. After a second venue hearing, the case was moved back to the Governor's Court 

in Judea, due to the fact that the acts listed in the indictment allegedly occurred in 

that province, whereupon the governor again found the Accused to be innocent. 

6. However, following that finding, the Governor's Court allowed the mob that had 

formed, to mandate the release of either the Defendant or a convicted felon and 

enemy of the Empire of Rome, one BARRABUS.  Here the record adequately 

shows that a conspiracy existed, which prevented a fair and imparital selection of 

the person to be released by the people of the Province of Judea. 

7. Thereafter a third pronouncement of not guilty was made, and yet the Governor’s 

Court once again allowed the mob to control the actions of the Court and the 
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Accused was sentenced to death by crucifixion. 

V. 

Conclusion 

Despite the clear and indisputable lack of procedural due process afforded the Accused, 

upon being heard in the Court of the Roman Governor of the Province of Judea, the accused was 

announced to be not guilty by the governor on three separate occasions, and yet was then 

sentenced to death by crucifixion. 

VI. 

The Prayer 

     WHEREFORE, PREMISES CONSIDERED, the Applicant and Accused, respectfully urges 

to this the Imperial Court of Rome: 

8. To grant an immediate stay of execution; 

9. To quash the multifarious indictments issued in this case; 

10. To reverse the judgment of the Governor's Court of the Province of Judea;  

11. To commute completely the sentence rendered against the Accused, and  

12. To render a verdict of not guilty on behalf of the Applicant. 

 
                                     Respectfully submitted, 
 
 

   __________________________________    
                                        By:  One for whom He must die 

  ATTORNEY FOR THE APPLICANT, 
                                        JESUS OF NAZARETH 
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Endnotes: 
 
13. The historical record considered in the preparation of this Petition for Writ of Certiorari is 

found in Matthew 26:57-68; 27:11-14; and 27:15-26; Mark 14:53-65; 15:1; 15:2-5; and 
15:6-15; Luke 22:66-71; 23:1-7; 23:8-12; and 23:13-25; and John18:12-23; 18:24; 18:28-
38; and 18:39 – 19:16. 

 
2. This Petition is dedicated to Dr. Irv Stone, my good friend and fellow teacher of God’s 

word and the one who motivated me to prepare this petition as a teaching tool. 
 
 
 




