introduction to the gospel of mark

I. Preliminary considerations.

A. The Gospel of Mark is one of the three synoptic (derived from the Greek to view together) gospels; it is so designated with Matthew and Luke because these three accounts display a great similarity in style, content, arrangement, and language.

B. They are distinguished from the Gospel of John, which clearly differs from the first three in purpose, style, and content.

C. The nature, origin, and literary relationship between the first three gospels is commonly referred to as the synoptic problem, which deals with the issue of why the texts are so similar, and with how to harmonize the differences.

D. Any modern introduction to the synoptic gospels should begin with the issue of the source(s) that the writers used when composing their material.

E. In the 19th century, New Testament scholars recognized that Matthew and Luke share a great deal of material with Mark; this prompted the idea that they were derived from a common source, which has been termed the “Q” document/gospel.

1. This Q document (from the German Quelle—source) has never been proven to exist; in fact, there is no evidence for its existence, and not a single fragment of the document has ever been found.

2. The vast majority of those who promote the Q gospel concept do not accept the doctrine of verbal inspiration.  IITim. 3:16

3. Many of proponents of Q do not believe that the Gospels were written by the apostles and/or their close associates, or that the Gospels were even written within the lifetime of the apostles.

4. They find it impossible to believe that two or three authors could use the exact same words without taking those words from a similar source. 

5. The existence or non-existence of a Q document is not actually their problem; rejection of the inspiration of the Holy Spirit, who enabled the authors to accurately record their messages, is the real issue.

F. Therefore, redaction criticism and higher criticism, which characterizes liberal scholarship, is simply a rationalistic means to attempt to evade the concept of inspiration.

G. These forms of biblical criticism are to be distinguished from lower criticism, which is the legitimate discipline used to determine what the text was in the missing, original manuscripts.

H. Therefore, the orthodox, doctrinal position is that Q did not exist, and these men did not derive their accounts from a non-existent document; they wrote under the inspiration of the Holy Spirit.

I. This does not rule out the possibility that the authors were familiar with the other accounts, and later writers may have been influenced by earlier accounts.

J. Additionally, any speculation about literary dependence between the writers ignores the fact that these men had personal contact with one another.

1. Mark and Luke were both companions of Paul at certain times in his ministry.  IITim. 4:11; Philemon 24

2. It is quite possible that Matthew, along with the other apostles, would have been among those meeting at the house of Mark’s mother.  Acts 12:12

K. The reality is that there is no need to find a solution to the synoptic problem, and the associated problem of the literary source(s) of the gospels, because the problem really does not exist.

L. While these writers likely wrote independently of one another, they were all moved by the same Holy Spirit; their accounts are not to be viewed as being contradictory, they are to be viewed as being complementary.

II. Authorship.

A. Unlike many other books in the Old and New Testaments, none of the gospels provides a name for the author.
B. Although the writer does not identify himself, it has long been accepted that John, who was also called Mark was the son of Mary, lived at Jerusalem, was a Jewish Christian, and had a relationship with Paul, Barnabas, and Peter. 
1. Mark is first mentioned in the book of Acts, where he is only mentioned incidentally, to identify his mother as being a different Mary than those mentioned in the New Testament.  Acts 12:12

2. In the spring of 48 AD, Paul and Barnabas returned to Antioch after taking the gift for famine relief to Jerusalem; it was at this time that John Mark was selected to return with them.  Acts 12:25

3. The purpose seems to have been to use Mark in the work at Antioch; however, he is not mentioned as being one of the noted prophets or teachers in Antioch.  Acts 13:1

4. When Paul and Barnabas were called by the Holy Spirit to leave Antioch and to proclaim the gospel in other areas, John Mark, who was a cousin of Barnabas, accompanied them as an assistant.  Acts 13:5

5. However, he deserted the pair in Pamphylia and returned to Jerusalem.  Acts 13:13

6. When Paul proposed a follow-up visit to the regions they have previously visited, Barnabas desired to take John Mark along, while Paul flatly refused to do so.  Acts 15:36-39

7. The schism between Paul and Barnabas was so extreme that they separated from one another, and Barnabas disappears from the biblical record; however, John Mark disappears for about 10 years from the biblical record.

8. Mark reappears during Paul’s first Roman imprisonment, when he is mentioned in the letter to Colosse and the letter to Philemon.  Col. 4:10; Philemon 1:24

9. Following his release from prison, Paul journeyed to Spain; John Mark completed his mission to the Colossians, and at some point joined up with Peter.

10. Based on what Peter says at the end of his first epistle, some have suggested that John Mark was a convert of Peter’s; however, the term may be simply used to express his affection for Mark, since he appeared to be a friend of the family. IPet. 3:15
11. He continued to assist Peter, and was apparently present in Rome when Peter was martyred in 64 AD

12. The last mention of Mark is found in IITimothy (67-68 AD), where Paul instructs Timothy to bring Mark with him, since he is a useful assistant.  IITim. 4:11

C. Throughout his lifetime, John Mark does not appear as a primary leader in the church; his career seems to have largely consisted of his service to the other leaders.  
D. The Greek term applied to him is u`phre,thj (huperetes—lit. an under rower), which denotes one who functions in a subordinate capacity as a helper or assistant.

E. As one considers the New Testament references to Mark, it becomes clear that he had some primary knowledge since he lived in Jerusalem, and was associated with Christian leaders, who seem to have frequented his home.
F. He was actively involved in the work at Antioch, accompanied Paul and Barnabas on their first mission, and seems to have maintained a relationship with Peter and Paul until their deaths.
G. It was his association with Peter that was to influence his writing, since almost all ancient testimony states that Mark’s account is a record of the teaching of Peter.
1. It is not likely that the early church would have accepted Mark’s writing as authoritative, since he might have only secondary knowledge of the life of Christ, unless there was convincing proof that Mark had access to the facts he records.

2. Constable has suggested that Luke mentions John Mark because he was already aware of his gospel account, and may have used him as a source for his own composition.

H. Therefore, it should not be surprising to find that tradition is unanimous in designating John Mark as the author of this work.

I. However, another important piece of evidence is the ancient captions that are found at the beginning of each of the four gospels.

1. While one might more naturally denote authorship by using the preposition u`po, (hupo), which would be translated under or by Mark, the use of kata, (kata—according to) would include the idea of authorship.

2. Thus, these four gospels are not claiming to be records that relied on Matthew, Mark, Luke, or John, but the record according to each man.
3. While these titles were not part of the original composition, they were all likely added early after the documents began to circulate; further, no other name is ever attached to this book, other than Mark.
J. External evidence strongly favors John Mark as the author of the Gospel of Mark.

1. The earliest direct statement regarding the Gospel of Mark is recorded by Papias, who was the pastor in Hierapolis (c. 140 AD).

a. He wrote a book that is no longer extant, but portions of which are quoted by Eusebius.

b. At one point, Eusebius attributes the following statement to Papias, which may contain a reference to the apostle John.  “And the Elder said this also: ‘Mark, having become the interpreter of Peter, wrote down accurately whatever he remembered of the things said and done by the Lord, but not however in order”
c. Eusebius goes on to say, “For neither did he hear the Lord, nor did he follow him, but afterwards, as I said, Peter, who adapted his teachings to the needs of his hearers, but not as though he were drawing up a connected account of the Lord’s oracles.  So then Mark made no mistake in thus recording some things just as he remembered them.  For he took forethought for one thing, not to omit any of the things that he had heard nor to state any of them falsely.”  Ecclesiastical History III xxxix.15

2. Another important source of the tradition that Mark wrote this Gospel is the Anti-Marcionite Prologue to Mark (160-180 AD). 

3. It also stated that Mark received his information from Peter; further, this same Prologue suggests that Mark wrote after Peter had died, and composed his Gospel in Italy. 
4. While Irenaeus (c. 180-185), another early church father, indicated that Mark wrote after both Peter and Paul had died, Eusebius indicated that he wrote while Peter was alive.

5. Other early traditions documenting Mark’s authorship come from Justin Martyr (c.150-160), Clement of Alexandria (c. 195), Tertullian (c. 200), the Muratorian Canon (c. 200), and Origen (c. 230). 

6. As Constable has observed, “Significantly this testimony dates from the end of the second century. Furthermore it comes from three different centers of early Christianity: Asia Minor (modern Turkey), Rome (in Italy), and Alexandria (in Egypt)”.

7. We can state positively that this tradition is attested from the second century and was unanimously accepted within the Church; all this would be quite strange if it were not true.
K. Internal evidence for the authorship of any of the Gospels is decidedly lacking, since all the works are anonymous.

L. However, there are a few items within the Gospel of Mark that would tend to confirm that John Mark was the author.

1. Although there is not much material that is unique to Mark, what we do find provides  some insight about the author. 

2. One of the two miracles that are found only in Mark indicates that the author spoke Aramaic as well as Greek, the language in which the book is written.  Mk 7:32-37 

3. The author's knowledge of the prevailing dialect of Palestine makes it unlikely that he was a Gentile, or a Greek writer from another area. 

4. A second unique incident found in Mark describes a young man fleeing the scene of Jesus’ arrest, who remains anonymous. 

5. Given the fact that the authors of the Gospels tend to omit references to themselves, some have suggested that this is Mark’s personal confession of his unfaithfulness.

6. Since it is well attested that Mark was the interpreter of Peter, it should not be surprising to find that this gospel tends to downplay or omit some the unwise things that Peter did.   Matt. 14:25-31; Mk. 6:45-51

7. When Jesus wanted to know who had touched His garment, Luke attributes the rebuke to Peter, while Mark, who is the only writer to record the response, does not charge Peter with the remark, he attributes it to the disciples as a group. Lk. 8:45; Mk. 5:31

M. Another bit of internal evidence that information contained in the Gospel of Mark was greatly influenced by Peter is the fact that the outline of Mark closely parallels the Peter’s sermon in the Book of Acts.

1. Mk. 1:1; Acts 10:36

2. Mk. 1:2-5; Acts 10:37

3. Mk. 1:10-11; Acts 10:38a

4. Mk. 1:16-10:52; Acts 10:38b

5. Mk. 11-14; Acts 10:39a

6. Mk. 15:1-39; Acts 10:39b

7. Mk. 16:1-8; Acts 10:40

N. Therefore, although internal evidence is not conclusive, what evidence there is, coupled with the weight of external evidence, points to John Mark as the author of this Gospel.

III. Date and place.

A. Mark has traditionally been assigned a date within the decade of 60-70 AD, but there are a number of factors that complicate the issue.

B. One of those factors is the contradiction in the Early Church Fathers about whether or not Mark composed his Gospel before or after the death of Peter in 64 AD

C. It has also been stated that Mark was clearly the first Gospel written, and that Matthew, Luke, and John all used his work as a basis for theirs.

D. What we know with certainty is that John was the last Gospel written, and he would have been aware of the other three; additionally, parts of his Gospel cannot be accurately understood without referencing the other Gospels.

E. Therefore, in attempting to establish a date for Mark, we must start with the last of the synoptic Gospels, which was Luke, and establish a date for that work.

1. We can be certain that the Gospel of Luke was the first of two works Luke composed, the other being the book of Acts.  Acts 1:1

2. Since the book of Acts closes with Paul’s first Roman imprisonment, which occurred between 60-62 AD, then the Gospel of Luke must have been composed sometime before Acts was written in 62-64 AD  

3. Given these facts, it is clear that the Gospel of Mark would have been composed prior to the death of Peter in 64 AD

F. The next question that arises is whether or not the tradition that indicates that Mark was written before the Gospel of Matthew is accurate.

1. Most modern interpreters have accepted that Mark is the earliest of all the Gospels, and that Matthew and Luke used Mark as one of their sources.

2. This would explain why Matthew and Luke very often agree with Mark in the order of events.

3. Further, when they differ from Mark it would appear that it was because they did not like the sometime rough style in which Mark wrote;

4. It is clear they eliminate some of Mark’s redundancies, and smooth out his awkward Greek expressions; further, they both expand Mark’s account, which explains why both are considerably longer.

5. However, Augustine (4th century AD) believed that Matthew was the first Gospel and Mark and Luke relied on his work; this has largely been the view of Roman Catholics until today

6. One problem with Matthew’s priority is the issue of why Mark would have omitted so much of the material recorded in Matthew’s Gospel, which is decidedly longer.

7. Although it may not be possible to offer a definitive answer to the question, many scholars have suggested that Mark being the first Gospel solves more problems than any other theory.

8. However, the nearly unanimous testimony of the church until the 19th century was that Matthew was the first Gospel written; this also explains the order of the Gospels in the English Bible, which is thought to be based on the time of writing.

9. Why would Matthew, who was an eyewitness of the events of the life of Christ rely on Mark; he certainly would not have needed Mark to record his own call.  Matt.9:9

10. Therefore, it appears that all three Gospels were written in a relatively short time, and none may have had the others as source material.

G. In the end, all we can state with certainty is that the Gospel of Mark was composed after the Resurrection and prior to 60 AD; however, a date between 55-60 AD seems reasonable and does not conflict with the information we have.

H. The place of composition is likewise obscure; however the preponderance of tradition (Clement, Eusebius, Iraneaus, Jerome, and others) all indicate that Rome is the place of writing.  Most modern interpreters tend to likewise be in favor of Rome as the place Mark wrote.

1. This is largely based on the fact that Mark was with Peter in Rome when he wrote I Peter, just prior to Peter’s death.  IPet. 5:13

2. Since there is no evidence that Peter ever went to Babylon toward the end of his life; most interpreters understand the term to be a code name for Rome.

3. It is also based on the language used by Mark, which indicates a preference for using Latin technical terms.

a. Mark uses Latin loanwords fairly often in this Gospel.
b. This includes such terms as  legiw,n (legion; Mk 5:9), spekoula,twr (spekoulator; Mk. 6:27), dhna,rion (denarion; Mk. 12:15), kodra,nthj (kodrantes; Mk. 12:42),  praitw,rion (praitorion; Mk. 15:16), and kenturi,wn (kenturion; Mk 15:39).
c. However, it must be noted that those terms are not unique to the Gospel of Mark; Matthew and Luke use the majority of these terms in their works. 
d. Nevertheless, they do suggest that he was writing to an audience that would have been familiar with them.

I. The conclusion is that we can place the time of writing during the latter half of the 50s AD, and the place of composition was very likely Rome.

J. While we strive for accuracy, the date of writing and place of composition of the Gospel of Mark is not essential, in that it does not affect the matter or inspiration, interpretation of, and understanding of the writings. 

IV. Recipients.

A. There is plenty of evidence to indicate that Mark was writing to an audience of mostly Gentile Christians in the Roman Empire. 

B. Some have pointed to the internal evidence that Mark lived in Rome.

1. Mark 15:21 mentions one Rufus in such a casual way as to suggest that his readers would know precisely who he was.

2. That name is used only one other time in the New Testament, in the closing to the book of Romans, which was written in 56 AD  Rom. 16:13 

3. This may very well be a subtle proof that Mark was in the same place as Rufus when he wrote his Gospel.

4. There are another New Testament reference to Mark, which clearly places him in Rome during Paul’s first imprisonment (60-62 AD).  Col. 4:10

5. Further, he is with Peter in Rome in the early 60s AD  IPet. 5:13

C. The fact that he is writing to a mostly Gentile audience is also clear, since Mark takes the time to explain Jewish customs.  Mk. 7:3-4, 14:12, 15:42

D. He also makes a point of translating the Aramaic expressions into their Greek equivalent.  Mk. 3:17, 5:41, 7:11,34, 15:22,34

E. Lane also states that it is noteworthy that this Gospel reaches its climax in the confession of Christ’s’ deity by a Roman centurion.  Mk. 15:39

F. The conclusion is that there is sufficient evidence to point to the fact that Mark wrote from Rome for a Roman, Gentile audience.

V. Literary considerations.

A. Some of the literary considerations of the Gospel of Mark are simply and logically the result of who was writing, his source, and the audience he had in mind when writing.

B. First, it should be noted that the author wrote in Greek, but was influenced by the Aramaic language.

1. This is consistent with the fact that Mark obtained the majority of his information from Peter, and was heavily influenced by him.
2. The result was sometimes rather rough and ungrammatical Greek, as compared with Luke, who had a much more polished style of writing.
3. Thus, the literary style of Mark has been described as barbarous and unrefined.

4. Nevertheless, the Greek Mark uses is that of the common, middle-class individual; that language is direct, and does not employ technical terms or street slang.

C. Mark writes to a Roman audience, who considered action to be of great value, and who had military glory as a chief priority.

D. Therefore, Mark seeks to set forth Jesus as a man of action, who was the very active servant of God.

E. In that vein, it is readily observed that Mark recorded a greater number of Jesus’ works and a lesser number of His words than Matthew did.

F. The Gospel is marked by energy, power, movement, and a sense of historical vividness that is achieved by using the present tense to record past events.

1. In order to keep the action moving, Mark’s sentences are constructed simply, and he commonly strings them together with the conjunction kai, (kai—and).
2. He often uses the adverb euvqu,j (euthus—immediately, at once), or some form of it to give a sense of urgency and excitement to the action.

3. The final result is that as one reads this Gospel, he gets the impression that he is reading an eyewitness account of the events.
G. Since Mark’s target audience is not Jewish, he does not concern himself with Old Testament prophecies and their fulfillment.
1. In striking contrast to Matthew who, in parallel passages, calls attention to the fulfillment of prophecy by Jesus, Mark only quotes the Old Testament one time.

2. This is also consistent with the fact that the Romans would not be familiar with the Old Testament, and its emphasis on the coming Messiah.
H. A final literary consideration is the ending to the book; there are four alleged endings, but there is sufficient evidence that verses 9-20 are not to be treated as part of the original text.

1. The vocabulary and style is not that of John Mark.

2. The connection between verses 8-9 is awkward to say the least.

3. The last twelve verses are missing from many ancient manuscripts.

4. Several of the early Church Fathers (Clement, Origen, Eusebius, and Jerome) show no knowledge of the existence of these verses.

VI. Occasion and purpose.

A. Since a good number of interpreters date Mark after 60 AD (some even as late as the 2nd century), the prevailing view is that Mark wrote during a time of increasing Roman persecution, which accounts for the emphasis on suffering within the Gospel.

B. However, since it can be demonstrated that Mark wrote before 60 AD, the persecutions under Nero had not begun.

C. Nevertheless, various forms of persecution of the Jews had already occurred during the reign of Claudius, when he ordered all Jews out of Rome in 49-50 AD
1. Suetonius says that the expulsion was caused by a series of disturbances “due to the action of Chrestus”; in all probability, this Chrestus must be interpreted as the “leader of the Chrestians”.

2. This was likely the result of Christians encountering opposition from other Jews in Rome as they declared that Jesus was the Messiah.

3. The manner in which the Romans treated the Jews would impact Christians, since Christianity was viewed as a sect of Judaism at that time.

D. During the decade from 50-60 AD, persecution began to increase in the form of verbal slander, as many of the Romans viewed Christians as a threat.  

1. They were viewed as being disloyal to Caesar since they spoke of another King that they worshipped.  IPet. 2:13-17

2. As they separated themselves from Roman polytheism, this caused Romans to refer to them as atheists.

3. They were viewed as causing economic problems for those that profited from the worship of idols.  Acts 19:23-28

4. When various disasters occurred, Christians were blamed for wars, storms, and diseases, since these were thought to be a demonstration of the anger of the gods. 

E. It would seem that Mark was written during this time, and his Gospel was designed to set forth the Suffering Servant in order to encourage believers to endure suffering and persecution for their faith appropriately.
F. When one considers the Gospels, it seems apparent that there was likely more than one single purpose for their composition.

1. The early church seemed to have an eschatological outlook that viewed the return of Christ as being imminent.  Jn.  21:21-23

2. As it became apparent that Christ was not going to return shortly, believers would have been motivated to record the signs He had taught them, so subsequent generations would be able to recognize them.

3. The apostles and other eye-witnesses of the Incarnation were growing older, and James had been martyred in 44 AD  Acts 12:1-2

4. As churches were established around the Roman Empire, a need for written material became evident, since the apostles could only be in one place at a time.

5. There would be a natural interest by new believers to know about the events of Christ’s life, which would be necessary if they were to follow in His steps.  IPet. 2:21

6. Since it would have been apparent to any shrewd observer, Roman attitudes toward the Jews and Christians were getting worse.

7. Lastly, there would be apologetic reasons to distinguish Christianity from Judaism, to correct misconceptions about Christ during the early and rapid influx of heresies, and to evangelize and edify believers.

G. Daniel Wallace provides another possible reason for the composition of the Gospel of Mark that merits some consideration.

1. Mark wrote his gospel as a prelude to Paul’s intended visit to Rome. The evidence, though quite speculative in places, is as follows.

2. The church at Rome was established before the Jerusalem Council met in 50 AD  Seutonius’ statement that Claudius banned Jews from Rome in 49-50 AD because they rioted in reaction to “Chrestus” probably refers to the Jews’ reactions to Christians in that city.

3. The church was probably established shortly after Pentecost, since proselytes and Jews came from Rome to Jerusalem  Acts 2:10. 

4. The church would have been quite immature since these converts had very little information about Jesus on which to base their lives. 

5. Even though Peter and Paul ended up in Rome in the early-mid 60s, we have no record of either of them getting there in the 50s. 

6. It is very doubtful that any apostle founded the church at Rome.  Rom. 15:20

7. The combined evidence from Acts and the epistles suggests that although Mark was not in Paul’s good graces in c. 50 AD (at the time of the Council meeting of Acts 15), he was so in 60-62 (when Paul dispatched him to the Colossians/Philemon from Rome).

8. Thus, sometime in the 50s Mark certainly proved himself worthy of Paul’s confidence once again.  The fact that he is in Rome when Paul commends him may be no accident.

9. In Acts 19:21 Paul expresses his intention to visit Rome for strategic missionary work.  Though it is impossible to date this precisely, it must have occurred in the early 50s.

10. Further, this may not have been the first time Paul expressed such an intention, even though it is the first mention by Luke.  Surely, Paul’s planned itinerary would be known to interested Christians in Jerusalem and Antioch.

11. One of the reasons why Paul wanted to get to Rome would have been the lack of apostolic guidance in that church.  If the church was begun by proselytes returning from Pentecost in 33 A.D, it would have had only hit-or-miss instruction about the faith for some time.

12. Putting all this together, we see that there is a good bit of circumstantial evidence which suggests that someone from Paul’s circles had penetrated Rome with the gospel before he wrote Romans. 

13. Further, there is independent evidence that Mark wrote his gospel in the mid to late 50s. 

14. When considering the raison d’tre (reason for justification for something) for the production of this gospel, it is easy to see why Mark would be so highly motivated to get back into Paul’s good graces and precede Paul to Rome. 

15. All the data fit the supposition that Mark went to Rome in the early to mid-50s, with Peter’s sermons and Paul’s mission in the back of his mind. 

16. He then composed the gospel for the Roman Christians.  In this light, it is no wonder that Mark’s gospel looks so Pauline in respect to the Old Testament Law—even though he got it from Peter in large measure.

H. It has been recognized from the time of the early Church Fathers that there is a correlation between the four living creatures of Revelation and the four-fold presentation of Christ in the gospels.

1. Matthew emphasizes that  Jesus is the Lion of the tribe of Judah, the expected King of the Jews, using the figure of a lion.

2. This is one reason that Matthew traces the genealogy of Christ back to King David, demonstrating that He has the legal right to the throne of Israel, and that He is the promised King that will fulfill the particulars of the Davidic Covenant.  Matt. 1:1; IISam. 7:16

3. Mark’s emphasis is seen in the second living creature, which resembled a calf, which is  an animal that man has domesticated for his personal use.

4. This representation is designed to convey the spiritual truth that Jesus Christ was the servant of God.  Isa. 42:1, 52:13, 53:11

5. This is the emphasis of the Gospel of Mark, which provides no genealogy or personal information about Him since that would not be fitting to delineate the history of a slave.

6. The third living creature is described as having a face like that of a man, which emphasized the true humanity of Christ.  Ps 8:4ff

7. This was clearly one of Jesus Christ’s favorite designations for Himself, as evidenced by the fact that it is used some 84 times in the gospel accounts.

8. This aspect of His character emphasizes the reality that God would become flesh and take all the limitations of humanity upon Himself in order to redeem the fallen race.  Heb. 2:14-18

9. In that regard, Luke traces Jesus’ genealogy back to the original man Adam.  Lk. 3:23ff

10. The fourth and final living creature is said to resemble a flying eagle, which is known for its freedom (Obad. 1:4), keen sight (knowledge), quick action (Jer. 48:40), protectiveness (Deut. 32:11), and whose coming is often a biblical figure for judgment.  Deut. 28:49; Job 9:26

11. This serves as an extremely fitting figure to represent the One on the throne as Eternal God and that His Son shares equally in His deity.

VII. Outline

A. As many have observed, the Gospel of Mark can be divided into two halves: the first half deals with Jesus’ ministry in Galilee (Mk. 1:1–8:21), while the second deals with His work in Judea.  Mk. 8:22–16:8
B. The first half emphasizes Jesus as the servant of the Lord, while the second half focuses on Jesus as the Suffering Servant.
C. Within this broad outline, there are six major sections within the book.

1. The first major section deals with the work of Jesus Christ in Galilee.  Mk. 1:1-6:6

2. The second major section deals with His withdrawal from Galilee, which was based on the unbelief that was manifested toward Him.  Mk. 6:7-8:21

3. The third major section deals with Jesus’ revelation of His servanthood, and the reality of the cross.  Mk. 8:22-38

4. The fourth major section deals with Jesus’ journey to Jerusalem, which will culminate in His death.  Mk. 9:1-10:52

5. The fifth major section records the ministry of Jesus in Jerusalem, leading up to the crucifixion.  Mk. 11:1-13:37
6. The final section deals with the greatness of the Suffering Servant, as evidenced by His death, burial, and resurrection.  Mk. 14:1-16:8
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