
An Overview Of The Bible
Mark

I. Introduction
A. The gospels deal with the same basic material, and the first three 

practically coincide in what they communicate. Yet each one of them 
have distinctive features and presents material in his own way to the 
mental eye.

B. Mark definitely presents Jesus at work as a servant. It is as though he 
says, “Look! What Jesus did proves who He was. What He worked 
authenticated what He taught. The mighty works verified His startling 
words. That will convince you.”

II. The Structure Of Mark
A. There is no opening genealogy as in Matthew (it would have meant lit-

tle to the Romans), and no introductory account of what preceded and 
attended the birth of Jesus. Right away we are at the Jordan, to hear 
John announce the coming of Christ.

B. Jesus appears on the scene, and by eager, graphic strokes Mark 
reaches in chapter one what Matthew takes eight chapters to overtake. 
He covers in nine chapters what Matthew traverses in twice as many. 
His account is not skimpy; on the contrary, it is alive with detail. He 
focuses on what Jesus did, and omits much of what Jesus said.

C. Instead of specialized groupings or methodical sectioning, Mark pur-
posely reveals an unstopping succession of astonishing deeds. Mark is 
the “camera man” of the four gospel writers, giving us shot after shot 
of unforgettable scenes.

D. It is interesting to note the extra details and touches from Mark’s pen 
which demonstrate his originality.
1. He adds graphic perspective (1:13, 33; 2:1-2, 4; 4:36-40, 6:48, 

53-56; 8:2-3, 14; 9:3, 36; 10:17, 32, 50; 11:4; 12:42; 15:29; 
16:4). He also emphasizes by repetition (1:45; 4:8; 14:68).

2. He pays close attention to small details such as names (3:17; 
10:46; 15:21), times (1:35; 4:35; 11:19; 15:25), numbers (2:3; 
5:13; 6:7; 14:30, 72), and locations (2:13; 11:4; 12:41; 15:39; 
16:5).

3. It is from Mark that we owe almost all the snapshots of our Lord’s 
looks, gestures, and emotional reactions.

III. The Outline Of Mark
A. Four voices announce Christ: “Son of God,” “the Lord,” “one mightier,” 

and “my Son” (1:1-13).



B. The mighty works (1:14-8:30).
1. First message and disciples (1:14-20).
2. First mighty works and the effect (1:21-2:12).
3. First critics and reply (2:13-3:6).
4. The crowds flock and the twelve chosen (3:7-19).
5. The scribes are warned (3:20-35).
6. Parables (4:1-34).
7. More mighty works and their effect (4:35-6:6).
8. The twelve are sent out (6:7-13).
9. Herod’s response and the twelve report (6:14-31).
10.More mighty works (4:32-56).
11.More critics and the final signs (7:1-8:26).
12.The confession of Christ (8:27-30).

C. The tragic ending (8:31-15:47).
1. A strange new note (8:31-9:1).
2. The transfiguration (9:2-13).
3. A mighty miracle (9:14-32).
4. The apostles rebuked (9:33-50).
5. Teachings and actions in Judea (10:1-31).
6. Going to Jerusalem (10:32-52).
7. The triumphal entry (11:1-11).
8. The fig tree and the temple purged (11:12-19).
9. The Olivet prophecy (11:20-13:37).
10.Bethany and betrayal (14:1-11).
11.Passover, the garden, and trial (14:12-72).
12.Pilate, the cross, and burial (15:1-47).

D. The fourfold triumph: risen, appearing, ascended, and working 
(16:1-20).

IV. Authorship And Date
A. John Mark had a Jewish forename and a Roman surname. He was the 

son of Mary, a woman of wealth and position in Jerusalem (Acts 
12:12). Barnabas was his cousin (Colossians 4:10). Mark was a close 
friend (and possibly a convert) of the apostle Peter (1 Peter 5:13). He 
had the rare privilege of accompanying Paul and Barnabas on the first 
missionary trip but failed to stay with them through the entire trip. Be-
cause of this, Paul refused to take him on the second trip, so he went 
with Barnabas to Cyprus (Acts 15:38-40). About a dozen years later 
he was again with Paul (Colossians 4:10; Philemon 24), and just be-
fore Paul’s execution he was sent for by the apostle (2 Timothy 4:11). 
His life proves that one failure does not mean the end of usefulness.

B. It is not possible to precisely date Mark’s gospel. The early tradition is 
divided, some saying it was written after Peter’s death, others claiming 



Peter was still alive. Evidence within the gospel seems to support a 
date for the gospel after Peter’s death in A.D. 64. Mark is very frank in 
pointing out the failures of Peter -- a frankness more easily understood 
if Peter had already been martyred. No recitation of his past failures 
could then threaten the affection Christians had for him. It could, how-
ever, be used to encourage and strengthen a suffering congregation, 
itself facing martyrdom.

C. The latest likely date for Mark is A.D. 70 since the gospel makes no 
reference to the destruction of Jerusalem (apart from Jesus’ prediction 
of it). In fact, Mark says nothing at all of the Jewish War (A.D. 66-70), 
which was climaxed by the destruction of Jerusalem.

D. Thus, the best estimate for dating the gospel is the last half of the 
decade A.D. 60-70. This date embraces the period immediately follow-
ing the great fire of A.D. 64, when intense persecution began to be di-
rected against Christians in Rome. There are good reasons to believe 
that the gospel of Mark was written to meet this crisis in the Roman 
church.

V. The Place Of Composition And Destination
A. Early church tradition locates the writing of the gospel either in Italy in 

general or specifically in Rome. This is consistent with the historical 
likelihood that Peter was in Rome toward the end of his life and proba-
bly was martyred there, and the biblical evidence that Mark too was in 
Rome about the same time and was closely associated with Peter (cf. 2 
Timothy 4:11; 1 Peter 5:13, “Babylon” probably symbolizes Rome).

B. All indicators point to Roman or at least to Gentile readers as Mark’s 
main audience. He explains Jewish customs that would be unfamiliar 
to Gentile readers (7:2-4; 15:42); he translates Aramaic words (3:17; 
5:41; 7:11, 34; 15:22); he used Latinisms and Latin loan words (e.g., 
the word for “penny” in 12:42 and the word “Praetorium” in 15:16 -- 
the large number of such words, especially in comparison with 
Matthew and Luke, seems to suggest Roman readers); he reveals a 
special interest in persecution and martyrdom (8:34-38; 13:9-13), 
subjects particularly relevant to Christians in Rome; and, finally, the 
immediate acceptance and widespread influence of his gospel suggest 
a powerful congregation behind it. No congregation better fits the de-
scription than Rome.

VI. Language And Style
A. The vocabulary of Mark’s gospel is rather limited. He uses 1,270 differ-

ent words, of which 80 are peculiar to him among the New Testament 
writers. There are only 63 quotations or allusions from the Old Testa-



ment in Mark as compared with 128 in Matthew and between 90 and 
100 in Luke.

B. Although Mark’s capability with the Greek language is clearly inferior to 
that of Luke and other New Testament writers, he manages to achieve 
a remarkably forceful, vigorous style. He uses the historical present 
over 150 times giving his readers the impression of listening to an on-
the-spot report. Intimate details, such as one would expect from an 
eyewitness, abound: e.g., the reaction of the crowds (1:27; 2:12), the 
emotional responses of Jesus (1:41, 43; 3:5; 7:34), and the reactions 
of the disciples (9:5-6, 10; 10:24, 32).

C. Another important feature of Mark’s style is his robust interaction with 
his readers. He accomplishes this by directly addressing them (cf. 
2:10; 7:19), addressing his readers through the words of Jesus (cf. 
13:37), and rhetorical questions addressed to them (cf. 4:41). Mark 
wants his readers to be participants, not mere observers. He wants 
them to respond to what he tells them about Jesus by saying of Him, 
“He is the Christ, the Son of God.”

VII.The Impression Of Peter
A. As already remarked, there is a vividness of description and detail in 

the second gospel which seems to indicate that the writer was actually 
an eyewitness of what he now records. In place after place, compari-
son of Mark with Matthew or Luke indicates the same firsthand famili-
arity with detail.

B. There is the same forthright, intense, impulsive, sympathetic, ener-
getic activity in Mark’s narrative as there is in Peter’s nature. It ap-
pears, in many ways, to be an “enlarged likeness” of Peter’s character-
istic address to the household of Cornelius in Acts 10:36-43.

C. There is also a similarity between the nature of Peter and Mark which 
makes the latter the perfect recorder of the former. Both display ear-
nest boldness. Both default badly through collapse of courage. Both 
recover and are restored, not only to great service but to outstanding 
leadership.

D. Peter’s direct connection with Mark’s gospel is also attested by reliable 
external witness. There is a tradition, going all the way back to the 
second century, that Peter was involved in Mark’s gospel. Papias, elder 
of Hierapolis in Phrygia, wrote five volumes titled An Exposition Of 
Oracles Of The Lord which Eusebius quoted in his Ecclesiastical His-
tory. In this work, Papias asserts that Mark was the interpreter of Pe-
ter, taking his notes or verbal statements and compiling them into his 
gospel.

E. If this is correct, it adds new insight to Mark’s gospel. It really be-
comes Peter’s story. His quick eyes, ears, and hands are everywhere in 



it. The narrative moves with his energetic spirit (1:29; 11:21; 13:3; 
16:7). Furthermore, certain incidents which reflect honor on Peter are 
omitted in Mark. There is no mention of his walking on the sea and no 
mention of the great confession of Christ. In the resurrection account 
we do not learn, as in Luke, that He appeared to Simon (cf. Luke 
24:34). On the other hand, Peter’s denial of his Lord is told most fully 
in Mark.

VIII.Conclusion
A. Some have mistakenly claimed that Mark is a simple abridgment of 

Matthew, yet their error is shown by the fact that in its record of our 
Lord’s activities, Mark is definitely longer than Matthew. Yet, Matthew 
takes up almost twice the space.

B. The more closely one studies this gospel, the more fascinating it be-
comes. Besides the quick movement and graphic detail, there is a per-
fect genius of saying much in few words. It is amazing how much is 
said in such little space.


