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Chapters 12-14 

 

Mark 12:1-12 

Passage is linked closely to the preceding paragraph (11:27-33). 

Question of Jesus’ authority was asked by a hostile group of chief priests, scribes, and elders. 

In 11:33 their attack on Jesus ended in a draw. 

Now Jesus took the offensive against them.  

He acknowledged their authority but charged them with abusing it. 

As a result, their authority would be stripped from them and given to others. 

 

Parable of the Wicked Tenants has clear parallels that cannot be misunderstood: 

Owner of the vineyard   God 

Vineyard    Israel 

Tenants    Religious Leaders 

Servants     Prophets 

Son     Jesus 

 

Behind the image of the Israel as a vineyard lies the Song of the Vineyard in Isaiah 5:1-7. 

In Isaiah 5 the problem was a fruitless vineyard. 

In Mark 12 the wicked vinedressers or tenants were the problem. 

Parable in Mark assumed that the fruit was there, but the tenants wanted it for themselves. 

Concern was the tenants and their improper exercise of authority. 

 

Story unfolds in four stages: 

1) In the first stage, the tenants rebel against the owner by rejecting, beating, and killing a 

succession of servants sent to get some of the fruit of the vineyard.  Point is that throughout 

the history of Israel the leaders rejected the prophets God sent, preferring to exercise their 

authority independent of the authoritative word from God. 

2) Second stage depicts God’s initiative of grace in Jesus Christ.  It is not the normal response 

to rebellion, nor the action expected of a wronged property owner.  It is a moving expression 

of how the gospel of God’s beloved Son is defined. 

3) Third stage shows the rejection of the grace of God by the leaders.  It is a clear picture of the 

self-serving abuse of the authority entrusted to them.  Leaders wanted ownership.  They did 

not want to exercise good stewardship. 

4) Fourth stage is introduced by a rhetorical question.  Jesus’ answer is the main point of the 

story.  God will reject the Israeli leaders and will give the vineyard to others.  Israel is not 

rejected but its leaders are.  By rejecting the Son, they ensure their own rejection.   

  

Once the story is over Jesus quotes from Psalm 118:23-23 (cited verbatim from Septuagint). 

Entire parable foreshadows the passion narrative which will follow shortly. 

Closing Scripture quotation anticipates the resurrection. 

 

 



 
 

Mark 12:13-17 

Second in a series of four questions put to Jesus by his adversaries. 

Pharisees were a party within Judaism noted for their strict adherence of the written law. 

They also insisted on the validity of the oral law.  

Herodians are totally unknown except for their mention here and in Mark 3:6. 

Implication is that they were somehow attached to the court of Herod. 

It would have made them involved in civil government.  

They also represented the power that killed John the Baptist. 

 

Both Pharisees and Herodians had reasons to be interested in the question of paying taxes. 

Question was a trap as it was a burning issue at the time. 

Head tax was imposed by the first Roman governor (Marcus Vipsanius Agrippa). 

Zealots had refused to pay the taxes and instigated a short-lived revolt against Rome. 

Tax continued to be unpopular among the common people. 

Resistance to it continued to be a sore subject with the Roman authorities. 

Issue was whether or not one should obey a law imposed by a government of occupation. 

If Jesus said to pay then he would offend the crowds that followed him. 

If Jesus said not to pay then he could be denounced to the Romans. 

He would need to be watched as one who could incite rebellion. 

 

Jesus’ answer acknowledged that the emperor had his rights. 

However, his answer did not say it should be paid (so he escaped the trap). 

He forced his questioners to answer for themselves.   

At the same time, he added that they should give back to God what belonged to God. 

One’s ultimate loyalty belonged to God alone. 

 

Mark 12:18-27 

Third question was about the resurrection. 

Opponents in this case were the Sadducees (an aristocratic group of priestly families). 

They figured prominently in the Gospel of Matthew. 

In Mark this was their only appearance as a distinct group. 

Sadducees accepted as authoritative only the written Law of the five books of Moses. 

They did not view either the Prophets or the Writings as Scripture. 

They also rejected the authority of the oral law.  

Hence they denied the doctrine of the resurrection which the Pharisees affirmed. 

 

 



Type of question the Sadducees put to Jesus is called in Jewish tradition vulgarity.   

It was a scoffing question that showed contempt of the person addressed. 

Mosaic law on marriage presupposed that the deceased lived on through their offspring. 

Question was not a direct attack (like that of authority) nor a trick question (like of taxes). 

It is a crass and absurd question that Jesus was challenged to answer. 

Twice Jesus told them that they were wrong. 

They were wrong because they knew neither the Scriptures nor the power of God.  

 

 

 
 

 

Mark 12:28-34 

Passage contains two authoritative sayings of Jesus. 

Mark 12:28-31 has parallels in Matthew and Luke while 12:32-34b are unique to Mark. 

Mark 12:34c is an editorial conclusion to the series of hostile questions already covered. 

It is a concluding formula and draws attention to the great commandment. 

Great commandment is foundational to the teachings of Jesus. 

 

Jesus affirmed the oneness of God (in common with his Jewish heritage), 

Jesus established love as the ground for Christian faith and life. 

Text indicated three objects of love: God, neighbor and self. 

Love to God is given the fullest treatment. 

Most striking example of neighborly love is the Parable of the Good Samaritan.   

Proper self-esteem and self-fulfillment are found in devotion to God and service to others. 

 

Mark 12:35-44 

Jesus is no longer in dialogue with his adversaries but is teaching to the crowd. 

Scribes had no trouble affirming that the Messiah was David’s greater son. 

Point at issue was how was Christ the Son of David? 

Begins to reflect on the kind of king Jesus was and how God will put his enemies under his feet. 

Entire passion narrative in Mark 14-16 will be added material for that reflection. 

 

Next the scribes were depicted as in love with religious showmanship and positions of honor. 

Jesus did not attack Judaism or Jewish religious practices per se. 

What Jesus did attack was egotism and greed masked in the vestments of religious practices. 

 

 



Over against the false piety of the scribes was the genuine piety of a poor widow. 

Jesus contrasted her gift with those of the rich. 

Theirs were probably calculated gifts guided by the law of the tithe. 

She gave extravagantly. 

 

Mark 13:1-37 

Chapter 13 is known as the Little Apocalypse. 

It offers a pessimistic view of history that anticipates the end of the world as an imminent crisis. 

Symbolism is drawn from the apocalyptic passages in the Old Testament (especially Daniel). 

Narrative setting was Jesus’ prediction of the destruction of the Temple.  

Question of the four disciples was linked to the destruction of the Temple. 

Jesus’ answer made a clear distinction between the two. 

 

In Mark 13:5b-23 there is a series of three warnings against deceptive signs of the end-times. 

Second major section also has three parts: 

Coming of the Son of man 

Parables and sayings on watchfulness 

A concluding word addressed to all 

 

Every significant phrase in Mark 13:24-27 is borrowed from the Old Testament.   

Point is that the end is coming when the Son of man comes. 

Event is certain but the time is unknown. 

Appropriate stance of the disciples was to watch. 

 

Prediction of hardship and persecution of disciples mirrors the predictions of Jesus’ passion. 

Prediction of the destruction of the Temple will be part of the trial scene and at the cross. 

This was Jesus’ farewell discourse to his disciples.  

Thrust of Jesus’ last will and testament was to watch for the coming of the Son of man. 

In John the message was for the people to be united in love with Christ and with one another. 

In Matthew and Luke, the final order was to be engaged in the mission to the Gentiles. 

 

Parable of the Fig Tree was meant to undergird hope in the coming of the Son of man. 

Parable of the Absent Master was meant to emphasize that time was unknown to all save God. 

In the parable the master is absent even at the end of the story. 

It reflects how Mark ends his gospel where any appearance of the risen Lord is in the future. 

 

 

 



Mark 14:1-11 

Three paragraphs within this unit are a prime example of Mark’s bracketing technique. 

One narrative is included within another so that each illumines the other. 

Chief priests and scribes on the one hand and Judas on the other are preparing for Jesus’ death. 

Between the two parts stands the story of a woman who pours ointment on Jesus at a dinner. 

Unwittingly, she too is preparing for Jesus’ death by anointing his body for burial. 

Beauty of her deed contrasts sharply with the ugliness and hostility of the others. 

 

Although the nature of Judas’ opposition is different, the same language of conspiracy is used.  

Both he and the scribes and priests were looking for a way to arrest Jesus. 

Declared opponents of Jesus needed the failed disciple to accomplish their purpose. 

It was not in order to identify Jesus but to arrest him unobserved. 

 

In-between we find Jesus in the house of Simon (a leper or former leper). 

Woman who anointed Jesus was not identified and was totally anonymous. 

Observers contrasted wasting the ointment on Jesus with giving to the poor.  

Jesus rebuked the observers. 

To give to the poor was right but her actions were of a different order of rightness.   

Expression found only in Mark – She has done what she could or literally what she had. 

For Mark what she had – she gave / what she had in her power to do – she did. 

She gave what she had to him who was about to give his life for her.  

 

Mark 14:12-26 

In this account things come together, and things fall apart. 

Themes of communion, passion, atonement, covenant and Parousia all come together. 

At this moment Jesus predicted his betrayal. 

From this point forward Jesus will experience growing abandonment and isolation. 

It will culminate in a cry of dereliction at the moment of his death. 

 

Passage consists of three smaller units: 

Preparation for the Passover (vs. 12-16) 

Prediction of betrayal (vs. 17-21) 

Covenant meal (vs. 22-25) 

 

Three units are tied together by unity of place (in the city) and of action (Last Supper). 

In 14:1-11 we saw the preparations for Jesus’ death by his enemies and an anonymous woman. 

Now Jesus himself and his disciples prepared for the Passover. 

Betrayal prediction prepared us for the arrest scene later. 

Supper itself prepared participants to understand the impending death of Jesus. 

It was an action that would sustain them in their life together while he was absent.  

It would anticipate the coming Kingdom of God.  

 

Time draws attention to the fact that Jesus died during the Jewish feast of liberation. 

Certain elements of the preparation were traditional (underscoring their Jewish heritage). 

Eating the supper in Jerusalem while reclining on couches followed religious laws. 

Reclining symbolized the freedom they had enjoyed since the Exodus. 



Prominent rabbis often kept Passover with their disciples.  

 

Other elements were new. 

Disciples gathered around Jesus as his true family (Mark 3:34). 

Jesus gave a new interpretation to the feast. 

All the prior arrangements with the unnamed householder are signs that God ordered events. 

Nothing was haphazard about Jesus’ death nor about the meal he shared with his disciples.  

 

Mark 14:17 marks a shift in time and place. 

Story becomes focused on the Twelve. 

Solemn declaration by Jesus focused attention on one of the Twelve and their relationship. 

In Mark there are three forms of failure that characterized the behavior of the disciples: 

Betrayal, denial and falling away 

In the passion narrative in Mark that of Judas was gravest. 

In Mark, Judas participated fully throughout the Last Supper.  

His intimacy with Jesus neither prevented nor excused his treachery. 

It rather exacerbated it. 

 

If God planned for Jesus to be betrayed then why did God blame Judas? 

Text states that God planned for Jesus to be betrayed by one of the Twelve. 

It does not state that God designated Judas for that purpose or made Judas do it.  

Text does affirm the divine ordering of events. 

It also affirms the responsibility of each individual for his or her own infidelities to Jesus. 

From his first introduction to the Gospel (3:19) Judas was clearly an opponent. 

Most intimate insider proved to be the ultimate outsider.  

 

Mark 14:22-25 

Second incident at the table focused on Jesus and his relationship to his disciples. 

Eucharist derives from the Greek word for having given thanks. 

Series of verbs (took, blessed, broke, gave, and said) characterize our tradition.   

Use of word cup rather than wine has symbolic significance.  

God gives the cup, it is a cup of death, and it speaks of the cup of salvation.  

Cup is related to the blood of the covenant. 

It interpreted Jesus’ death in terms of a new covenant sealed by his blood and shed for many. 

In Mark the account of the supper ends on a note of eager anticipation of the coming kingdom. 

 

February 12, 2020 

Read Mark 14:26 through Mark 16 

 

 


