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WEEK 32, DAY 1              Mark 12 

 

Good morning.  This is Pastor Soper and welcome to Week 32 of Know the Word.  Today you read 

Mark 12.  Once again, as we did in the Gospel of Luke, I'm slowing our reading pace just a bit this 

week as we move for the second time through a gospel writer's account of the last week of the life 

of our Lord Jesus Christ.   

 

Matthew, Mark and Luke, the synoptic gospels all agree together on the order of events that 

occurred during this period of time.  As you well remember, it is a fairly easy exercise to determine 

what happened on each day of that week.  Sunday - we call it Palm Sunday - was taken up with the 

Triumphal Entry, and even though Jesus visited the temple that day, since it was late in the day, He 

withdrew and returned to a place of lodging in Bethany, probably the home of Mary, Martha and 

Lazarus.   

 

On Monday, He cursed the fig tree, which promised fruit but did not yield any, and then cleansed 

the Temple, driving out the moneychangers and the merchants.  On Tuesday morning, returning 

once again to Jerusalem from Bethany, the now barren fig tree provided a wonderful opportunity to 

teach about prayer.  On arriving at the Temple, a day of controversy ensued with the religious 

leaders of the day, who were attempting to catch Him up in contradiction and controversy, and to 

alienate Him from the affection of the populous.   

 

There are six sections to Mark chapter 12.  All six are mirrored in exactly the same order and in 

almost the same words by Matthew.  The Luke account, which we have already examined, also puts 

them in the same order, omitting only Jesus' discussion with an apparently sincere scribe about the 

Great Commandment.  Because we have already read the material in Luke and we will see it yet 

again in Matthew, there is a strong temptation to simply say, ‘Oh, yes, I remember this’ and then 

move on.  That would be a mistake for more than one reason.   

 

It would be wrong, first of all, because the repetition of the account gives us a tremendous 

opportunity to learn to remember the key events and teachings of Jesus’ last week of life and 

ministry before the crucifixion.  (Can I interrupt myself here just long enough to call your attention 

to what I just said?  As I was speaking, I wanted to refer to the last week of Jesus’ life.  But as I was 

saying those words, I found it necessary to say something more.  I had to add the phrase before the 

crucifixion, because, of course, there was more life and more ministry after the crucifixion and even 

after the ascension!!  That is what makes this Gospel so glorious.  It is the Gospel of Jesus Christ, 

our living and resurrected Lord!!)  The repetition of the synoptic gospels is a great teaching tool for 

us. 

 

The second reason for not rushing through this material, that has already been before us once, is 

because the truths being taught deserve our careful attention and retention.   

 

Well, then, the six paragraphs or ‘packages of material’ in Mark 12 concern:  

1) The Parable of the Tenants  
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2) The question regarding the appropriateness of paying taxes to Caesar  

3) The Sadducees rather cynical question regarding marriage and the kingdom of heaven  

4) The much more sincere query from a scribe regarding the Greatest Commandment  

5) Jesus' question to the religious leaders about the identity of David's Lord - and - 

6) The observation of the widow and her sacrificial offering.   

 

Remember, all the controversy is happening on the day after Jesus cleansed the temple.  That would 

surely have contributed to a certain amount of strain in the attitudes of all the participants in the 

discussions on Tuesday.   

 

Tension was already high when Jesus told the ‘Parable of the Tenants’ or of ‘the Vineyard.’  His 

words would have immediately recalled to the minds of His hearers a very similar Old Testament 

passage from the Book of Isaiah, where God identified Israel as ‘His vineyard,’ making the 

additional connections of the messengers as the prophets and the son as the owner as Jesus Himself, 

not a very demanding interpretation for His hearers.  It was all very obvious.  It is really important 

for us to note that in this teaching Jesus clearly distinguishes Himself from all the prophets who had 

come before Him.  They were servants of the owner - but He was the Son, the only son of the 

owner.  Make no mistake about this.  Jesus did not see Himself as just another prophet or even as 

the last and greatest of the prophets.  Jesus quite openly claimed to be the unique Son of God, 

worthy of special honor and worship.  The writer of the Book of Hebrews is not looking back on 

the Christ-event and pushing the viewpoint of an adoring church back on to Jesus when he writes 

"in many parts and in many ways God spoke in times past to us by the prophets but in these last 

days He has spoken to us by His Son whom He appointed heir of all things and through whom He 

made the universe.  The Son is the radiance of God's glory and the exact representation of His 

being, sustaining all things by His powerful word..."  That wasn't just the view of an adoring 

church.  That was Jesus' view of Himself.   

 

Jesus saw the continuity between the prophets and Himself.  They brought the same message but 

there was one huge difference.  They were men. He was the divine Son of God.   

 

The tax question was a shrewd attempt to trap Jesus.  It goes without saying that paying taxes to the 

hated Roman overlords was rather unpopular.  In fact, the people had to pay three kinds of taxes.  

William Barclay tells us that there was a ground tax, which was made up of one-tenth of all grain 

and one-fifth of all wine and fruit produced.  There was an income tax of one percent of your 

income.  Then there was a poll tax levied on all men from 14 to 65 and all women from 12 to 65 of 

one denarius.  You paid that simply for the privilege of existing. 

 

A few years before Jesus of Nazareth appeared, a man named Judas the Gavlonite started a 

rebellion, in an effort to throw off the yoke of Roman taxation.  Poor Judas was quickly caught and 

executed, but his motto, his battle cry, lived on -- "no tribute to the Romans."  The Pharisees and 

Herodians had a neat trap.  If Jesus said, "pay," then the Jews who hated the Romans would drop 

Him like a hot potato.  If Jesus said, "don't pay," they could charge Him with sedition.  Their trap 

didn't work very well, and in His answer Jesus left a whole lot of wisdom for His followers then 
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and now about how to be both a good citizen and a good Christian.   

 

The Pharisees and Herodians having failed, the Sadducees had their shot.  The question regarding 

the Leverite marriage custom and the woman who had several husbands, “Whose wife would she 

be in heaven?”  The background of that question is found in the Sadducees disbelief in any life after 

death. The Old Testament, by the way, if you look at it, doesn't have a great deal to say about life 

after death. Just a little bit.  It certainly doesn't talk about heaven or hell, it does talk about sheol, a 

place of the dead.  There is consciousness in the Book of Job, for example, of the reality of an 

afterlife.  Job expresses great confidence that though “worms destroy his body, he shall yet see 

God.”  David, in his Psalms, expresses that kind of confidence as well.  But there is no clear-cut 

teaching on the afterlife.  And the Sadducees, refusing to pick up on these clear hints, didn't believe 

that there was life after death.  This argument they used with Jesus was surely one of the standard 

arguments used in debate against Pharisees and others who did believe in an afterlife.  Jesus 

disposes of their question by rebuking them for their lack of knowledge of the Scriptures.  They 

understand neither the Scripture nor the power of God.  The New Testament belief in life after 

death, in the resurrection of the body, is deeply rooted both in the Old Testament, though it is never 

fully explained there, and in the teaching of Jesus Christ Himself.   

 

There is one more thought that leaps from the text into my brain as I contemplate this interchange 

between Jesus and the Sadducees - and that is, there is a terrible danger when we think about 

heaven and what things will be like after we leave this earth, in creating heaven after our own 

images.  The New Testament doesn't tell us a great deal about what it will be like in heaven, only 

that it will be a place of no sorrow, no tears, no pain, a place where Jesus Christ Himself is, and 

where His presence is so glorious that it provides absolutely everything we need or could ever wish 

for or want.  The New Testament says we don't need to have a sun in heaven because Jesus is there 

and He is the light. This passage tells us that the kind of satisfaction, comfort and security we derive 

from marriage relationships won't even be necessary in heaven, because we will take that 

satisfaction and that comfort and that security from the presence of Christ Himself.  I frankly can't 

tell you what heaven is going to be like, but I know it is going to be glorious beyond all of our 

wildest imaginations.  I can't wait to experience it. 

 

The only part of the chapter you read today that is new, by comparison, with the similar passage 

that we already encountered in the Gospel of Luke, is the question that was a rather more sincere 

one, brought to Jesus by one of the teachers of the law, one of the scribes.  “Of all the 

commandments, Jesus,” He asks, “which one is the most important.”  In just a few masterful words, 

Jesus Christ sums up the whole of real Christianity.  He says the greatest commandment is that we 

should “love the Lord our God with all our heart and with all our soul and with all mind.”  He 

draws that from Moses summary of the law of God in the Book of Deuteronomy.  Then He says, 

“The second commandment is to love your neighbor as yourself.”  Taken together, the whole of the 

Mosaic Law is summed up by those two statements.  The whole of real Christianity is summed up 

by those two commandments.  Love God with everything you have and love other people just like 

you love yourself, and you will be experiencing the fullness of the Christian life, and you will be 

keeping all of the laws of God. 
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The desire to summarize or reduce the whole of the law to a few simple precepts that can be 

remembered and obeyed is not new to this scribe who questioned Jesus.  There is evidence of that 

tendency throughout the whole of the Old Testament.  If you are going to be digging deeper this 

morning, you will want to look at passages like Psalm 15, Isaiah 33:15, Micah 6:8, Isaiah 56:1 and 

Habakkuk 2:4 for examples of that tendency. 

 

This is Pastor Soper.  You have a great day and I'll talk with you again tomorrow. 

 

 

WEEK 32, DAY 2         Mark 13 

 

Good morning.  This is Pastor Soper.  Today you read Mark 13 and have encountered again the 

teaching of Jesus regarding the destruction of Jerusalem and the end times.  We call this passage, 

which is found in all three of the Synoptics, the Olivet Discourse, because it took place while Jesus 

was sitting on the Mount of Olives talking with the disciples.  Now before we refresh our memories 

as to the content of this fearsome passage and look at a curious phrase that Mark uses, which we did 

not encounter in Luke's account, I want to make one preliminary observation. 

 

With the conclusion of chapter 12 -- the controversy that took place in the Temple on Tuesday with 

all of its disputation with the religious leaders, Jesus’ public ministry ended.  The rest of the week, 

as far as we know, is spent with disciples, and while there is still much teaching for them (some of 

which we will not hear until we read John's gospel), the teaching for the masses is now over.  Jesus 

has no more to say to His opponents or to the vast crowds of people that continually have come to 

listen to His teaching. 

 

As they left the Temple, Jesus told the disciples who were in awe of its massive size and beauty, 

that one day it would be destroyed.  Their question about when these things would occur led to this 

remarkable bit of teaching, which started by describing the destruction of the Temple which Jesus 

knew would soon occur as a direct result of Israel's rebellion against Rome, and as a indirect result 

of their rejection of Him.  That is where Jesus began His loving, prophetic view of the future -- with 

the armies of Titus in 70 A.D., but that is not where Jesus ended.  By the time you get to verse 26, 

He is talking about the Second Coming of Christ.  There is no other possible meaning for the words 

about the “Son of Man coming in clouds with great power and glory.” 

 

These two observations are of great importance to us.  Anyone who tells you that everything in the 

Olivet Discourse is pointing to the time of Christ's Second Coming, and that none of it was fulfilled 

during the lifetime of the first century church, is missing one of the important anchors of the text -- 

the destruction of the Temple and the events of 70 A.D. are clearly there.  On the other hand, 

anyone who wants to read it like ancient history and say that it all had to do with the events 

surrounding the Roman destruction of Jerusalem, is missing the other important anchor -- the 

Second Coming of Christ.  What Jesus does here is to give the disciples a panoramic view of the 

rest of human history. 
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You need to know that the first century church in Jerusalem took Jesus' words very seriously and 

they survived only because they did.  When the final rebellion of the Jews against Rome brought 

the armies of Titus down upon the land, a horrible siege was set about the city of Jerusalem.  In his 

book entitled The Wars of the Jews, Josephus, the Jewish historian who turned Roman collaborator, 

tells about the grim scene - 97,000 were taken captive, 1.1 million died by starvation and sword.  

Starvation, death, cannibalism and all manner of horrors overtook Jerusalem during that siege, but 

the infant Christian church wasn't there.  Heeding the words of Jesus in the Olivet Discourse, they 

fled to Pella in Tran Jordan and were spared this fate.  Further evidence that they believed that at 

least part of the Olivet Discourse referred to that siege and destruction of Jerusalem is evident from 

the fact that Luke takes the curious phrase "abomination of desolation" (we will look at that in a 

moment) right out of his account and instead says, "When you see Jerusalem surrounded by the 

armies, know that her desolation is at hand." 

 

We need to understand that the first century believer would have no difficulty reading this passage 

and seeing everything in it right up to the coming of Christ as having been fulfilled.  False Messiahs 

were around before Jesus and more came after.  Of the several false Messiahs who followed the 

time of Christ, the most well known was a man named Bar Cachba.  Hundreds followed him -- but 

they found out too late he was not what they thought -- they died.  Wars -- the war of the 

annihilation of the Jewish nation was every bit as horrible as anything Jesus predicted.  Earthquakes 

and famines -- they had them in the first century.  An earthquake destroyed Laodicea, and Vesuvius 

rained her lava upon Pompeii.  There was a terrible famine during the reign of Claudius.  The 

persecution that Jesus spoke of was rampant all around them.  Since these were the sign, the first 

century believers expected Christ's return -- and they were right to do so – so here is the point.  (I 

hope you will not tire of hearing me make it -- I have before and I will again!)  Jesus spoke as He 

did -- running the events of the first century right together with those that will accompany His 

Second Coming precisely because He wanted Christians in the first century, the 21st century, and 

every century in between to look around and say – ‘this could be it’ -- Jesus is coming soon.  You 

can't read the letters of Paul without realizing that he believed Christ would return soon. 

 

Now that brings us to another equally important observation.  If I'm right in what I have just told 

you, then Jesus is really teaching here that the "end times" began when He was crucified and will 

end when He returns in glory.  That may be a new idea for you, but I think it fits very well with the 

teaching of the whole New Testament.  Listen to I John 2:18: "Dear children, this is the last hour 

and as you have heard that the Antichrist is coming even now many Antichrists have come."  In the 

fourth chapter of that same letter, written by the Apostle John in the last part of the first century, he 

repeats that startling claim -- "Even now," he says, "the spirit of the Antichrist is already in the 

world." 

 

That brings us to the next really important truth.  Jesus warns the disciples that suffering and 

persecution are going to be "par for the course" in the last days.  If the last days began with His 

crucifixion and end with His return, then friends, suffering and persecution are characteristic of the 

lot of a Christian during the whole of the church age.  Now I know that it is a little hard for you and 

me to get our heads around that one, because we haven't suffered, but I want you to know 
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something. In every age the church has been suffering, and the church in our age is no different.  In 

many, maybe most parts of the earth, if you name Christ as Lord -- you are going to have to pay for 

the privilege and the price tag is going to be very high.  Have you ever read Foxes Book of Martyrs 

or the 20th century equivalent, By Their Blood?  Do you know about the suffering churches in 

southeast Asia and Africa?  Maybe you and I haven't suffered.  (I won't pretend that I'm not very 

thankful about that but, friends, we could -- it would be quite consistent with the character of the 

age in which we live!!  Please also note that in this passage, Jesus gives His disciples no reason 

whatever to believe that they are going to be spared the reality of suffering -- I don't see any escape 

hatches here.) 

 

The word of Jesus to His followers then and now is that “he who endures to the end will be saved.” 

 

The Christian doctrine of “the perseverance of the saints” fits very well at this point.  Please don't 

misunderstand me -- I believe that God preserves all who truly believe in Him, but I also believe 

that Jesus is saying that all who God preserves endure!  At the end of the day they are still hanging 

on -- still faithful!! 

 

Mark's account of the Olivet Discourse uses an expression that is not found in Luke's version.  Jesus 

talks here about an “abomination that causes desolation.”  The origin of that curious phrase is 

rooted in the Book of Daniel, who prophesied concerning Antiochus Epiphanes -- one of the 

successors to a portion of the empire of Alexander the Great.  He tried to stamp out the Jewish faith 

by offering a pig on the altar of the Temple in Jerusalem.  You can read about this in the Book of 

Macabees in the Apocrypha.  Jesus says that something like that is going to happen again, and some 

students of the Bible believe that just before the return of Christ the Antichrist will similarly 

profane the altar of a rebuilt temple in Jerusalem.  I am certainly not prepared to deny that that is 

possible, but in light of Luke's re-statement of this same paragraph, I think that the attack of the 

armies upon the city of Jerusalem in 70 A.D. (and perhaps again at the end of the age) would be an 

adequate fulfillment of this prophecy. 

 

Our time is gone but I can't fail to at least note Christ's insistence that no one will know the time of 

His coming -- therefore we must be always ready!! 

 

This is Pastor Soper.  You have a great day and I'll talk with you again tomorrow. 
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WEEK 32, DAY 3         Mark 14 

 

Good morning.  This is Pastor Soper.  Today you read Mark chapter 14.  The first part of our 

reading, which recounts for us the anointing of Christ in Bethany, probably occurred on Tuesday 

night.  Wednesday, you may remember from our look at the Gospel of Luke, was the quiet day of 

Holy Week.  We do not have any record of what Jesus said or did on that day.  The Last Supper, in 

all probability (though there is not universal agreement on this point) took place on Thursday, with 

the arrest and Sanhedrin trial carrying us into the early morning hours of Friday. 

 

Matthew, Mark and John record the anointing of Jesus, but only John, writing many years later, 

tells us that the woman in question was Mary, the sister of Lazarus and Martha.  My best guess as to 

why Mark and Matthew, who wrote much earlier than John, leave Mary unnamed is that it was 

probably dangerous to name her because Bethany was so close to Jerusalem -- in a climate so 

hostile to Christianity that many followers of Christ had followed their Lord into martyrdom.  So 

Mary, out of prudence, is not named by the earlier writers as the woman who had anointed Christ.  

Matthew and Mark both identify the site of the anointing as the home of Simon the leper.  John 

seems to indicate that it occurred at the home of Lazarus, but it is possible that they were the same 

person.  If Jesus had healed Lazarus first of leprosy, that would explain the close friendship that 

developed.   Jesus later raised Lazarus from the dead. 

 

Now you need to be aware that Luke does tell a similar story much earlier in his Gospel about a 

penitent woman who anointed Christ.  It too occurs in the home of a man named Simon but there 

the similarities end.  That incident happened in Galilee, this one in Bethany right beside Jerusalem.  

That woman was a notorious sinner -- not so here.  The most significant thing about this incident, 

along with the other anointing, is that they mark the only occasions in Jesus’ entire ministry when 

someone came to Him to give rather than to receive, to demonstrate love instead of requesting it of 

Him.  That also happened in the very beginning of His life when the Magi came and offered their 

gifts.  We have no other record of anyone ever coming to give something to Jesus, only to take. 

 

Equally as startling is the willingness -- even the anxiousness of Christ -- to receive this woman's 

worship.  At a time when the whole weight of the cross was resting so heavily upon His heart, to 

receive this anointing was a phenomenal gift to the Lord.  At the risk of being accused of preaching, 

I wonder how often we come to ask of Him without stopping first to worship.  She came to give 

homage and Jesus was very ready to "accept it!"  The cost of the gift was extraordinary and that 

troubled the disciples -- in particular Judas (the treasurer -- at least John tells us that). Love never 

does count the cost, and the timeliness of the action was important, though no one except Jesus 

could have known it.  But there would be no further opportunities to demonstrate her love for Christ 

until after the resurrection. 

 

The institution of the Lord's Supper in this chapter, as Jesus transformed a Passover ritual into a 

distinctively Christian practice, is, of course, the origin of our Communion Service.  Christ's words 

about the broken bread which He called “His body” and the wine which He designated as “His 

blood,” are the source of the Roman Catholic doctrine of transubstantiation. That doctrine teaches 
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that in some mystical way the physical elements actually become the very body and blood of Christ, 

which they represent.  While we Protestants insist that the language is metaphorical, the service of 

Communion ought to be no less meaningful to us than to those who believe they are actually 

handling the body and blood of the Lord.  Those of you who will be digging deeper today will have 

more opportunity to explore the idea of transubstantiation, but for the rest of us, let me simply say 

that the whole concept poses a problem, because it in effect calls upon us to repeat the sacrifice of 

Christ, which is absolutely unrepeatable, every time we come to His table. 

 

It was in the Garden of Gethsemane that Jesus prepared Himself for the incomprehensible task that 

was lying just in front of Him -- I am both impressed and challenged that even here He allowed the 

three disciples who He was training for leadership to accompany Him.  Peter, James and John are 

invited to go further into the Garden with Him and to "watch" with Him.  Jesus -- ever the mentor,  

even to the end -- continually exposed these three to everything.  It was the very best way possible 

to help them to grow and learn.  I'm not sure that as a Christian leader I'm willing to be as 

transparent as Christ, and that needs to be my model.  If we are going to help others grow as 

Christian leaders, we need to allow them to accompany us even in the times when it is really hard, 

even in the times when we are not sure entering in that we are going to be successful, even in times 

when they may end up watching us fail. 

 

There are several views as to what was really happening there in the Garden of Gethsemane and 

about what the "cup" Jesus was referring to and seeking to avoid was.  The most obvious answer, of 

course, is that the cup was the cross but I do not believe as some have suggested that it was 

primarily a fear of death that Jesus was grappling with.  Many a brave man has gone fearlessly to 

his death -- with triumph in his face and a song upon his lips -- because he believed in his cause and 

didn't count the price as too high.  No -- what Jesus honestly feared was the separation from God 

that would of necessity accompany the payment for the sins of the world. 

 

The suggestion, taken from Christ's words, "My soul is overwhelmed with sorrow even to the point 

of death," that there was something going on in the Garden -- like a battle between Christ and 

Satan, in which Satan was trying to kill Him prematurely before He could reach the cross, and that 

Jesus’ victory in Gethsemane was found in Satan's inability to succeed -- is interesting, but there 

seems to be no reason for dismissing the more obvious interpretation. The content of the prayer is 

the most instructive thing for us -- He places His petition before the heavenly Father who He 

addresses in the most intimate of terms and then resigns Himself to the will of the Father in an act 

of complete submission. 

 

I'd like to simply note in passing that there are four recorded prayers (or portions thereof) that Jesus 

prayed in Scripture, that can and should serve as teaching models for us who are only beginning to 

know what prayer really is.  This, of course, is one.  John 17 records Christ's prayer on the same 

night, in which He prays for His disciples.  That prayer, too, is most instructive.  The prayer He 

taught His disciples to pray, we call it the Lord's Prayer, is the third of those four prayers.  The last 

is the prayer He prayed on the cross for forgiveness for those who had put Him there. 
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If we would study those four prayers of Christ and learn to pray the way He prayed, it would 

absolutely transform our lives and our ministries.   

 

You will remember from our study of the Book of Luke, that the trial which followed Jesus' arrest 

there in the Garden of Gethsemane, was completely illegal by all Jewish legal standards.  

Nevertheless, so anxious were His enemies to accomplish their task of doing away with Jesus, so 

driven were they by the need to accomplish this as quickly as possible and as secretly as possible, 

that no regard was paid to the laws which normally would have been scrupulously followed because 

of their legalistic mindset.   

 

There is one final note that I would like to make about the 14th chapter you read.  It concerns one 

tiny detail that appears nowhere else in Scripture.  Only Mark tells us that when Jesus was arrested 

in the Garden, there was a young man there, somehow accompanying the disciples.  He was 

wearing nothing but a linen garment and was seized by those who came to arrest Jesus.  He fled, 

leaving his garment behind, naked.  That is a very strange sort of comment to be left in the text of 

Scripture.  It serves no purpose, since the young man is not identified.  No one else ever notes it.  I 

believe it is there because the young man was none other than Mark himself, whose mother was a 

devoted follower of Jesus, and in whose home many early Christian meetings, and perhaps even the 

Last Supper, had been held.  If that guess, which is shared by most commentators, is correct, then it 

gives us even more confidence about the Gospel Mark has written, for it would indicate that he was 

an eyewitness to many, if not most, of the events recorded in his book. 

 

Our time is gone for today.  You have a great day and I'll talk with you again tomorrow. 

 

 

WEEK 32, DAY 4         Mark 15 

 

Good morning.  This is Pastor Soper.  Today you read Mark chapter 15 and have looked through 

the eyes of Mark and Peter, his mentor, at the crucifixion. 

 

Just mentioning Peter brings to mind an observation that I wanted to make yesterday before we ran 

out of time.  You will remember that Mark 14 recorded both Jesus' prediction concerning Peter's 

fearful denials and the story of how those denials were actually made.  Proud Peter was humiliated. 

He denied his Lord.  What strikes me about this is that Peter is made to look pretty bad in the 

Gospel of Mark, but remember, Mark is Peter's gospel!!  Far from hiding -- or minimizing -- his 

failure, Mark's account, which was Peter's own story, is harder on Peter than any of the other 

Gospels.  It takes a special kind of man to let you see him as he really is, instead of as he would 

wish to be.  Peter had become that kind of man. 

 

The question Pilate put to the angry mob is a most interesting one.  "Why should I crucify Him?" 

was Pilate's query. "What crime has He committed?"  The reality, of course, is that Christ had 

committed no crime whatsoever, and the only crimes of which He was even accused before Pilate 

were ones of which He was not guilty, for Jesus had never encouraged or condoned sedition against 
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Rome as He was accused of doing.  The kingdom He claimed was "not of this world." 

 

I think that we need to be very clear about why the religious leaders hated Christ so much, and 

about what the real (human) reasons for the crucifixion were.  Of course, God had His reasons for 

allowing it, for arranging it, but the human reasons we need to know.  First, Jesus’ enemies hated 

Him because He claimed to be the Messiah.  That claim was first clearly made in His home 

synagogue in Nazareth when He stood and read from the scroll of Isaiah 61, a Messianic prophesy, 

which He then declared had been that day fulfilled in their hearing.  The response in Nazareth was 

immediate and hostile and rapid, and that response was pretty well mirrored throughout the land 

among the religious leaders whenever Jesus made His claim.  The response was one of unbridled 

fury. 

 

Secondly, more than the Messianic claim, was the claim to hold divine prerogatives, to be God's 

son in some special sense, and even to be equal with God.  That was something that, according to 

scribes and Pharisees who were the biblical "experts" of the day, did not "fit."  They expected 

Messiah to be a man -- a servant -- a great man perhaps, as great as Elijah, but a man nonetheless!!! 

Jesus’ rash claims were so far above what they could believe that they just wanted to silence Him.  

He said He had the power to forgive sin.  That authority belonged to God and God alone.  He said, 

"I and My Father are one."  He invited people to worship Him; He claimed to be God -- and that 

they could not brook.   

 

Thirdly, they didn't like His friends.  The company Jesus kept shocked them deeply.  They asked 

why He would eat with tax collectors and sinners.  Surely, if He were a holy man, He would avoid 

such people.  Jesus’ willingness to spend time with sinners, indeed His preference for spending 

time with them as opposed to being with the supposedly righteous people of the land, absolutely 

infuriated the religious leaders.  They wanted Him gone.   

 

Fourth, He wouldn't keep their rules.  His way of keeping the Sabbath, for example, seemed just too 

lax to them.  Now Jesus didn't ignore the Sabbath. He always went to the synagogue on the Sabbath 

day, but His attitude about it was different.  He wasn't mired down in the legalism of the scribes and 

Pharisees.  Remember back in chapter 3?  We saw the religious leaders watching to see if Jesus 

would heal a sick man on the Sabbath.  Jesus brought the matter right into the open by asking the 

congregation whether it was lawful on the Sabbath to do good or to do evil, to save life or to kill.  

Then He went ahead and healed.   

 

Jesus disagreed with the Pharisees because they made Sabbath observance more rigorous than God 

commanded.  But they concluded that Jesus was not from God because He didn't keep the Sabbath 

and their hatred seethed and their opposition grew.  They began a smear campaign; they called Him 

names with the aims of discrediting Him.  They called Him a glutton and a drunkard and a friend of 

tax collectors and sinners.  They said He was a Samaritan, not a pure Jew.  They even said He was 

demon-possessed.   

 

Behind all of that, there was a fifth reason.  Jesus undercut their power.  He challenged their 
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authority.  He dared even to call them hypocrites and to chastise them for the bondage into which 

they had placed their own people.  He said that though the outside of their cup was clean, the inside 

was filthy.  Every single time He performed a miracle, He gained more credibility and more people 

were ready to believe that He was indeed the Messiah.  But if He was the Messiah, then the 

religious leaders of the day were wrong.  They were about to lose their power.   

 

When Jesus raised Lazarus from the dead, after he had been dead for four days, the religious leaders 

were very clear in their minds as to what they needed to do.  At a meeting of the Sanhedrin their 

concern was, that if Jesus wasn't stopped, everyone would believe Him.  Then another problem 

would occur, the Romans would destroy the Temple and the nation. So they decided to kill Jesus 

before He brought down their whole society.   

 

A sixth reason for their wanting His death related to their fear that Jesus' popularity and the desire 

of so many to declare Him King, would de-stabilize the arrangement they had with the Romans and 

cause political rebellion and a war with Rome that they could never win.  Ironically, all their fears 

came true, but not because of Jesus.  A few years later, that war with Rome came and they were 

indeed crushed and driven from the face of the earth. 

 

For all of these reasons, and for a few others as well, they arranged for a mob to be there crying, 

"Give us Barabbas."  Pilate, because he didn't want any more trouble with the Jews than he already 

had, was willing-- against his conscience -- to satisfy their whims.   

 

In listing the human reasons why Jesus went to the cross, we must balance them by reminding 

ourselves of what Jesus in Mark's gospel has already said concerning his view of why this is 

necessary.  Back in chapter 10, he said, "The Son of Man came to give his life as a ransom for 

man," -- to redeem, to buy back, to pay the penalty for our sin -- and it is in the context of Jesus’ 

understanding of His impending death that His words on the cross, recorded by both Matthew and 

Mark, must be understood.  "My God, my God, why have you forsaken Me?"  Those words 

underscore the fact that Jesus Christ was the sin-bearer, and God in His righteousness turned away 

from His own begotten son.  In those hours of darkness hanging on the cross, He was bearing my 

sin, paying the penalty for my sin, and He was separated from God.  That was the cup Jesus didn't 

want to face, but God's will was done, and He bore my sins and He paid my debt. 

 

This is Pastor Soper.  You have a great day and I'll talk with you again tomorrow. 
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WEEK 32, DAY 5          Mark 16 

 

Good morning.  This is Pastor Soper.  Today you read Mark chapter 16 and finished the gospel of 

Mark.  I trust that you have been greatly blessed by this view of the life and ministry of the Lord 

Jesus Christ. 

 

Now before we go very far this morning, I need to tell you that there is a rather significant problem 

that attaches itself to the last chapter of Mark.  Some of you became aware of it because of a note or 

line drawn through the text you were reading today.  The problem, stated very simply, is that verses 

9-20 of Mark 16 do not appear to have been part of the original Gospel at all, but seem to have been 

added at a later date. 

 

I am sure that you will remember me telling you that the text of the New Testament has been very 

well preserved.  By comparing different manuscripts, (and the older they are the better they suit our 

purpose,) it is possible, by using a few simple principles of textual criticism, to eliminate misspelled 

words, identify omitted or reduplicated lines and establish with a very high degree of certainty 

exactly what Mark or John or Luke or Paul actually wrote.  The instances of "primitive error" -- that 

is a textual variation or mistake that was made so far back in the copying process that we are not 

totally sure what the original text said, are very rare and generally inconsequential -- they don't 

make any difference. 

 

The ending of Mark's gospel, however, is one of those places.  In fact, without question, it is the 

most significant textual problem in the New Testament.  (There is a similar difficulty in the 8th 

chapter of John's Gospel and the story of woman taken in adultery.  We will look at that later.)  All 

of the manuscripts, including the oldest ones to which naturally a great deal of importance is 

attached, contain chapter 16:1-8, but the oldest and most reliable manuscripts do not have verses 9-

20.  The problem is compounded by the fact that verses 9-20 are written in a very different style 

from the rest of the Gospel and appear to be someone's attempt at "finishing" an otherwise 

unfinished manuscript. 

 

If you simply leave verses 9-20 off, as the oldest manuscripts of the Greek New Testament do, then 

you are left with a very abrupt ending to the Gospel.  To further complicate the problem, some 

existing manuscripts contain a much longer version of verse 14 than others.  What appears to have 

happened is this -- sometime very early in the history of the book -- perhaps shortly after Mark 

himself had written it, the last portion of the only existing scroll was damaged or lost.  (The earliest 

copies we have are in this "unfinished" state.)  Later, someone working with the other three Gospels 

in front of them put together a kind of composite ending and tacked it on.  Alternatively, I suppose 

it is possible that Mark himself never finished the Gospel, that somehow he was interrupted just as 

he was wrapping up the story of Jesus. 

 

In reality however, our "problem" is not so terrible because all four gospels tell us about the post-

resurrection appearances of Christ and there is no material in Mark that is not taught elsewhere in 

the New Testament, though the verse about the authority that believers will have to drive out 
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demons and pick up snakes with their hands and drink deadly poison and not be hurt is not found in 

either of the other three Gospels.  It is, however, consistent with the rest of Scripture and with the 

account in the Book of Acts and Paul's experience on the island of Malta.  What I am attempting to 

say to you is that we can accept the content of this disputed paragraph of Scripture, even if we are 

not certain about the actual words of it, because the content appears in other places.  Even if we 

simply disregard verses 9-20, we will lose nothing -- no item of faith or practice will be disturbed!! 

 

Now I have told you about all this so you will understand exactly what is happening in Mark 

chapter 16.  I hope you will not walk away from this tape thinking that the New Testament is full of 

problems and holes and errors and that you cannot be sure about the validity of what you are 

reading.  Nothing could be further from the truth.  I have just shared with you the most serious 

textual problem in the whole New Testament and let me repeat what I said before.  Not one single 

item of faith or practice is in anyway shape or form disturbed by this problem.   

 

Now the really important thing of course is the fact that there is a 16th chapter to the Book of Mark. 

 Any normal biography ends with the death of the person that it concerns.  There might be an 

epilogue talking about the influence that the life of that individual has had, but the story ends when 

he dies, all except for the biographies or the Gospels concerning Jesus Christ, because when Jesus 

died, that is not the last chapter. There is still another chapter to go.  He came back to life, He 

conquered death, and that, of course, is what makes Christianity so absolutely and utterly unique.  

There is no other religion in the world that can claim such a thing.  Jesus conquered death, and upon 

that conquest all of our hope rests for all of eternity.  Never forget, we serve a resurrected, a living 

Savior.  "He is not here, He is risen."  What a profound statement.   

 

Did you notice that the first witnesses of the resurrection were women?  Mary Magdalene, whose 

reputation, if we are to trust the legends that have come down to us, was certainly less than that of a 

reputable woman;  Mary, the mother of James; and Salome, of whom we know very little, except 

that they were reputable people.  These are the first witnesses of the resurrection.  But they are 

women!  And in that day and age and culture, that is surprising -- surprising that God should choose 

women to be the first witnesses of the risen Savior.  Women weren't important in that culture.  

Women weren't entitled to high positions.  Women weren't trusted as reliable witnesses. But it is 

women that Jesus Christ chooses to reveal Himself to.  And, after all, why not?  The men ran away 

from the cross -- but the women were there.  They stayed with Him and were faithful right to the 

end.  I believe, in recognition of that fact, and in order to emphasize, once again, that it is “not many 

wise, not many wealthy, not many powerful” that are called -- the first witnesses of the resurrection 

are women.  Nothing in the ancient world, or the modern world for that matter, has ever done as 

much to elevate the status of women, to give equality to women, as the Gospel of Jesus Christ.  

That might seem a surprising statement at the first part of the 21st century, but it is true.  Nothing 

has ever done as much with the station of women as the good news of the Gospel of Christ, and it’s 

women who were the first witnesses of the resurrection. 

 

The message of the angel is extremely crucial, "Go tell His disciples and Peter."  Remember, this is 

Peter's gospel, and remember, Peter failed Jesus Christ in a very significant way.  The other 
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disciples, they ran too.  Peter perhaps was the only one of the disciples who had enough courage 

even to go to the place where the trial was being held, but there he denied the Lord most 

vociferously and vocally three times, even though he had promised that he wouldn't.  Peter was an 

abject failure.  Peter had thrown it all in, and I am certain that even after he became convinced that 

the resurrection was true, Peter wasn't all that certain that Jesus was going to want him back.  But 

the angel said, "Go tell my disciples and tell Peter."   

 

Friends, there are times when we have really blown it, when we have failed our Lord in such a 

mighty way that we have wondered, “Will He ever want us back again.  Could He ever use us 

again?” The angel said, "Go tell the disciples and tell Peter."  That is a wonderful encouragement to 

me this morning.  "He is not here, He has risen." 

 

You know, if the 16th chapter of the Book of Mark and the last chapters of the other Gospels had 

not been written, that is, if Jesus Christ hadn't conquered death and been resurrected from death, we 

would never be reading the Gospels.  We would never even know that Jesus Christ had lived or 

died. His teaching would be forgotten, completely lost, buried in the sands, none of the Books of 

the New Testament would ever have been written.  There would be no churches anywhere in the 

world.  The greatest proof of the resurrection of Jesus Christ is the existence of the Christian 

church, because there is no other possible explanation for its survival and its existence and its rapid 

growth through the first several decades of that critical period following 32 A.D. 

 

I could go on for a very long period of time but our time is gone this morning.  You have a great 

weekend and I'll talk with you again next Monday. 

 

  


