
 

Dear test person: 

In Romans 12:1-2, the Apostle Paul speaks about spiritual growth. He states that every follower of Jesus 
should “…be transformed by the renewing of your mind…” That is to say this: the goal of the believer 
should be the transformation of his or her life into and towards Christ-likeness. Therefore spiritual 
growth is more than accumulating biblical information, although, per this verse, it is nothing less. 
Accordingly, partaking in the routine discipline of serious Bible study is important for one’s growth, as 
long as the end in sight is life transformation via that discipline, versus getting puffed up when the end-
goal is only the accumulation of biblical knowledge. That insight will hopefully characterize my attitude 
in Bible study as well as my desired ministry in your life as we study the Scriptures together.  
  
INTRODUCTION  
My prayerful ambition for ministry on the Hill this year is to build relationships with various legislators 
with the intent of starting Bible studies in the Gospel of Mark. With that pursuit in mind, I typically 
prepare Bible study notes (like these) and distribute them prior to the studies to those who desire to 
participate. At the risk of appearing too structured, this discipline tends to create a more beneficial time 
together as we interact specifically over a portion of the Bible. You will notice that I list provoking 
questions for you to ponder.  
  
THE BOOK TITLE  
Mark wrote this gospel from the perspective of the Apostle Peter. In the book of Acts, Mark is known 
also as “John who was also called Mark” (Acts 12:12; 25). Therein one learns more about this gospel 
writer. Mark accompanied Barnabas (his cousin) and the Apostle Paul on their first missionary journey, 
but Mark bailed-out somewhere along the way. When it came time for the second journey, Paul and 
Barnabas had a strong disagreement1 relative to taking Mark along once again. Acts 15:38-40 indicates 
that this disagreement was so harsh that it led to their separation. Later, with Mark’s spiritual 
maturation, this rift healed over. As a matter of fact, Paul states to Timothy in 2 Timothy 4:11, “Pick up 
Mark and bring him with you, for he is useful to me for service.”  
APPLICATION: HOW DO YOU RECONCILE THE PAUL/BARNABAS INCIDENT WITH THE FOLLOWING 
PASSAGES?  

 “LOVE COVERS” PROVERBS 10:12; 1 PETER 4:8  
 “TURN THE OTHER CHEEK” MATTHEW 5:39-48  
 “NEVER TAKE YOUR OWN REVENGE” ROMANS 12:14-21  
 “DO NOT SPEAK EVIL AGAINST A BROTHER” PROVERBS 25:21-22  
 “WHY NOT RATHER BE WRONGED…DEFRAUDED?” 1 COR. 6:7  

  
THE AUTHOR AND DATE OF AUTHORSHIP  
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Mark was a close friend of the Apostle Peter. In 1 Peter 5:13, Peter calls him “my son, Mark.” In that the 
gospels do not name their authors, the early church fathers all attribute the authorship to Mark (Papias, 
Justin Martyr, Origen, Irenaeus). It is believed that this gospel was written in Rome intended for Gentile 
believers (Matthew’s gospel was written with a Jewish audience in mind).  
It is widely believed2 that Mark wrote the gospel bearing his name around AD 50 (cf. 13:2).3 Since Mark 
did not accompany the Lord during His earthly ministry, it is logical to conclude that he put to writing, 
under the inspiration of the Holy Spirit, the things he remembered from his association with the Apostle 
Peter. Per se, Mark was not Peter’s amanuensis (one who receives dictation). Rather, the historical 
chronology of penmanship would indicate that Mark wrote from his own memory as an eyewitness 
interpreter of the Apostle Peter. 4 
  
THE BACKGROUND AND SETTING  
The internal clues that Mark is writing to Gentiles is evidenced by his explanation of Jewish customs and, 
compared to the other gospels, his omission of Jewish customs. Jewish genealogies are omitted, and 
elements involving time are translated into a Roman understanding. A bit more dialed in, Mark is writing 
to Gentiles believers in Rome (cf. 15:21; 16:13). 5 
  
THE THEMES  
This is the most sound-bite gospel of the four. It is one reason why I have chosen to teach it to 
legislators. Mark shies from lengthy discourses, often relating only brief excerpts of Jesus’ teaching with 
a somewhat rush to get to the point. Sound familiar? Another interesting theme that prevails is Mark’s 
emphasis on Jesus’ manifestations—service and sacrifice—versus His teachings. One might say that 
Mark emphasizes orthopraxy over orthodoxy, yielding ease of practical application. Further, this Gospel 
elaborates on Jesus being the Son of Man, or the human side of the Son of God, versus the God side of 
the Son of God (which is the stated purpose of the Gospel of John). Christ’s human side is seen via His 
limitations and emotions in the various passages to be studied, making the study very real and akin to 
our lives. But the most important theme I think is the testimony of this gospel to those who do not yet 
know the Savior: “The Gospel of Mark is not a biography of Jesus but rather a delineation of the ‘good 
news’ of salvation made available through the suffering servant of Jehovah. The picture presented is in 
harmony with the declared purpose of Jesus that, ‘the Son of man came not to be ministered unto, but 
to minister, and to give his life a ransom for many’ (Mark 10:45).”6 May our study bring others on the 
Hill into a personal relationship with Jesus!  
  
ADVANCED STUDY: THE SYNOPTIC PROBLEM  
What is the synoptic problem? The word synoptic is derived from two root words, “syn” meaning 
“together” and “optic” meaning “to see.” Accordingly, how does one view Matthew, Mark and Luke 
together? (John’s gospel is not considered to be one of the synoptic gospels). Amongst these three 
gospels how does one explain the similarities, but yet the differences? 
This is often explained by what is commonly referred to as the “two source theory” also known as “the 
Markian Priority.” Supposedly, Mark was written first and then Luke and Matthew followed him, while 
relying on another (yet undiscovered, only theorized) source document. That document (referred to in 
theological circles as “Q”)7 in this theory, represents, supposedly, the explanation for the differences in 
Matthew and Luke from Mark. Why is this theory still postulated today? Because apart from it there is 
no easy way to explain the accuracy of the parallel accounts related to the life of Jesus. The Two-Source 
Theory is a subtle, if not direct attack on the verbal inspiration of Scripture. What other means does the 
skeptic possess to explain away the lock-tight non-contradictory accounts of the three gospel authors in 
question?  



The following bullets are strong argumentation for the independent inspiration of the Holy Spirit relative 
to the penning of each Gospel—and thus the quadraphonic attestation to the historical genuineness of 
the Lord Jesus Christ and His salvific purpose. Those points to ponder are as follows:  
POINTS TO PONDER THAT DISPELL THE TWO-SOURCE/MARKIAN PRIORITY THEORY OF THE 
SYNOPTICS:  

 THE UNANIMOUS TESTIMONY OF THE CHURCH (UNTIL THE 19TH CENTURY) THAT MATTHEW WAS 
THE FIRST GOSPEL WRITTEN.  

 WHY WOULD MATTHEW, AN EYEWITNESS TO THE LIFE OF CHRIST RELY ON MARK’S ACCOUNT 
WHO WAS NOT AN EYEWITNESS?  

 LATER STATISTICAL ANALYSIS OF THE SYNOPTICS INDICATES THERE IS MUCH LESS PARALLELISM, 
ARGUING AGAINST LITERARY DEPENDENCE.  

 NO HISTORICAL EVIDENCE HAS BEEN DISCOVERED TO SUGGEST “Q” EVER EXISTED.  

The most basic solution to the synoptic problem is that it is not a problem. All three synoptic writers 
were moved not by two common written sources, but by the Holy Spirit. That best explains the unity 
and diversity of the gospels—the verbal inspiration of their authors by a common source, the third 
person of the Trinity! Peter himself states “for no prophesy was ever made by an act of human will, but 
men moved by the Holy Spirit spoke from God” (2 Peter 1:21).  
  
APPLICATIONS:  

 IN HIS “CAREER” MARK WAS INITIALLY BLASTED BY ANOTHER IN HIS VOCATION (THE APOSTLE 
PAUL). REGARDLESS, HE PERSEVERED AND MATURED, AND GOD USED HIM TO WRITE A GOSPEL! 
HE DIDN’T ALLOW OTHER’S CRITICISMS TO TERMINATE HIS CALLING.  

 PAUL WAS NOT WITHOUT SIN AS ILLUSTRATED BY HIS REACTION TO BARNABAS AND MARK. YOU 
AND I TOO WILL ERR. THE QUESTION IS HOW WILL WE RESPOND TO IT? WILL WE MATURE AND 
GROW?  

 DO NOT ALLOW SKEPTICS TO SUBSTITUTE A BASELESS THEORY FOR THE MIRACULOUSLY 
PARALLEL, NON-CONTRADICTING HARMONIES OF THE GOSPELS WHICH EXALT THE SAVIOR JESUS 
CHRIST. 

 

 
 
Ralph Drollinger 
President and Founder 
  
1 Greek: Paroxusmos meaning “sharp contention, provocation.”  
2 Cf. Eusebius Ecclesiastical History 3. 39 wherein he quotes Papias, (ca. 70-150) Bishop of Heirapolis who states that Mark wrote this gospel. In 
Ecclesiastical History 6. 25 he quotes Origen (ca. 230) who attests to Markian authorship as well.  
3 Mark quotes Jesus speaking of the destruction of the temple (A.D. 70) as a future event. This argues against an authorship later than A.D. 70.  
4 “To-day this view is held in almost complete unanimity.” Vincent Taylor, The Gospel According to St. Mark, p. 15  
5 Cf. James A. Brooks Mark, The New American Commentary p. 28  
6 D. Edmond Hiebert The Gospel of Mark p. 12 
7 “Q” is short for the German word “quelle” meaning “source.” 
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