
Matthew 26:57-68 Jesus on Trial Before the Sanhedrin

Introduction: In our previous text Jesus was arrested. In this one He is tried before the Sanhedrin. There
were actually six trials or hearings. The first three were before the Jewish religious leaders. The next 
three were before the Roman authorities. Matthew does not mention the trial before Annas, the former 
high priest, father-in-law of Caiaphas. That hearing was to try to entrap Him, but it failed. The Council 
was hastily called in emergency session. It was still allowed under the Romans and authorized to settle 
religious questions – also civil matters.

 I. Jesus brought before the Council, verse 57.
 A. Caiaphas was the high priest and thus officiated over the Council. 

(23 required for a quorum.)
 B.  The scribes and the elders were members of the Sanhedrin Council.
 C. Apparently Joseph of Arimathea and Nicodemus were not summoned.

 II. A brief glimpse of Simon Peter, verse 58.
 A. Peter played no major role in the trial, but Matthew wanted us to know that he was still 

around.
 B. When the other disciples fled, he had fled also.
 C. But he follows the arresting crowd – at a distance.
 D. He even managed to get into the palace grounds and watched to see what would happen. 

(Watching from a distance.)

 III. The testimony of false witnesses, verses 59-61.
 A. The Council members were not interested in learning the truth but sought only to condemn 

Jesus, verse 59.
 1. They sought false witnesses.
 2. They apparently did not coach the witnesses in what to say, but let it be known that what 

they wanted was a conviction.
 3. These witnesses were not from the common people, but from the temple workers. 

(Prejudiced against Jesus.)
 B. But no two witnesses agreed in their testimony, therefore their testimony was inadmissible 

before the court, verse 60.
 C. The last two witnesses twisted His words, verses 60b-61.

 1. Like men today who are against Him twist His words.
 2. Mark says that even theses two have a conflict in their testimony and thus they too have 

an inadmissible testimony.
 3. This was not sufficient for the Council to find Him guilty and certainly not the kind of 

testimony to carry before the Romans.

 IV. Questioned by the high priest, verses 62-64.
 A. The first question was; “What is it which these witness against thee?”

 1. He thought Jesus might speak and say something that could be used against Himself.
 2. Jesus solved that problem by not saying anything, verse 63.

 B. The second question was: “. . . . tell us whether thou be the Christ, the Son of God,” verse 
63b.
 1. He adjured Jesus by the living God. (He put Jesus on oath.)
 2. Jesus could have remained silent and they would still have had nothing for which to 

condemn Him.



 3. But to have remained silent on this question would, through the years, have been taken as
an admission that He was not the Son of God.

 4. But that all men may know, He went on record before the court claiming that He is the 
Christ, the Son of God, verse 64a.

 5. Then – in effect – He said, “You will know when you see me at the right hand of God the
Father and when you see me coming in clouds.

 6. Likewise – in effect – He said, “You judge me now; I'll judge you then.”

 V. Sentenced to death, verses 65-66 (Subject to approval by the Romans.)
 A. Caiaphas thought he had Jesus either way He might answer.

 1. If He were to say, “I am not the Christ the son of God” he would say to the people, “By 
His own admission He has made a false claim.”

 2. If He were to claim to be the Son of God, he would accuse Jesus of blaspheme which 
was punishable by death.

 3. Which he did.
 B. The Council voted that Jesus was worthy of the death penalty.

 1. They could not, under Roman law, render the death sentence.
 2. But they could and did pronounce Him worthy of death and then go before the Romans 

seeking the death penalty.

 VI. Torture and mockery, verses 67-68.
 A. They spit in His face.
 B. They beat Him.
 C. They mocked Him, challenging Him to reveal the names of those who struck Him.

 VII. The real issue.
 A. The real issue was not whether or not He threatened to destroy the temple.
 B. The real issue was not whether or not He was guilty of the other things He was accused of.
 C. The real issue was whether or not He claimed to be the Christ, the son of God. 

(Their minds were simply not open to the truth on this matter.)
 D. The issue is the same today; Is Jesus or is Jesus not the Christ, the Son of God?

 1. If He is the Christ, the Son of God then all people should acknowledge Him as such. 
(If He is not the Christ then no man should proclaim that He is. I believe with all of my 
heart that He is.)

 2. If He is the Christ, the Son of God then every last sinner should trust in Him for 
salvation. (If He is not the Christ there is no need for anybody to trust in anything for we
are all headed for hell. I believe and I have trusted in Him to save my soul.)

 3. If He is the Christ, the Son of God then every person should serve Him. Especially those 
of us who have trusted Him as Savior.

Conclusion: Do you believe He is the Christ, the Son of God or don't you? Have you trusted Him as 
your Savior or haven't you? Have you yielded your life to serve Him or haven't you? If you haven't 
then don't wait until it is too late. Believe now. Trust Him now. Surrender now.
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