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JOURNAL OF BIBLICAL LITERATURE.

SIXTEENTH YEAR-—-1897—PARTS 1. AND IL

Peculiarities of Form and Color in Mark’s
Gospel.

BY THE LATE PROF. THEODORE C. PEASE,

OF ANDOVER, MASS.

[An Essay read before the Harvard Biblical Club, Boston, Marck 1st, 1890.]

HE peculiar interest of the Gospel of Mark, it is almost super-
fluous to suggest, lies in the multitude of minute details which
it contains ; in the slight but graphic touches of light and shade, of
form and color, with which the writer sets off the common incidents
of the Synoptic tradition. Whatever may be the point of view from
which we approach this Gospel, whether literary or critical, historic
or dogmatic, this peculiarity deserves to be carefully considered ;
whatever our theory of the relation of the three narratives to each
other,—and the whole circle of possibilities seems to have been
traversed by different hypotheses, — this feature must be taken into
account, and receive due weight and explanation. “ The chief point
for study in St. Mark’s Gospel,” says Dr. Westcott, ““ is the vividness
of its details and not the subordination of its parts to the working
out of any one idea. . . . There is perhaps not one narrative which
he gives in common with St. Matthew and St. Luke to which he does
not contribute some special feature.”' And again: “The Gospel
of St. Mark, which contains the fewest substantive additions, presents
the greatest number of fresh details in the account of incidents not
peculiar to it. . . . In St. Mark there are not more than twenty-four
verses to which no parallel exists in St. Matthew or St. Luke, though
St. Mark exhibits everywhere traits of vivid detail which are peculiar
to his narrative.” ? :

Details of this kind, however, escape attention, unless the parallel
accounts are closely compared. Effects, also, which, taken singly,
are slight and almost imperceptible, gain weight and impressiveness
when taken together. The individual freshness of Mark’s details,

1 Westcott, /nt. Gosp., 366. 1 Westcott, /nt. Gosp., 200, 197.
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therefore, no less than their combined force, cannot be felt without
minute examination of the Synoptic narrative in its three forms. Sev-
eral years ago, with such facilities as were within reach, I attempted
this task for my own enlightenment. Within the last few weeks, with
such pains as circumstances have allowed, the ground has been trav-
ersed again. For lack of a more modest subject, therefore, I venture
to bring certain results of this examination to your notice this morn-
ing. Lest the attempt should seem presumptuous in this presence,
let me say that my purpose is literary rather than critical. My one
object is to observe, to gather, and to group the graphic details in
Mark’s Gospel.

What, then, do we owe to Mark, beyond our general debt to the
three Synoptic writers? beyond our individual obligations to Matthew
and to Luke? What peculiarities of tone and touch enrich his treat-
ment of the common scene and story of the Gospels? In what setting
of time and circumstance does he frame the separate incidents?
What lights and shades does he add to the picture as a whole? Are
the lines drawn and the colors laid with special clearness and preci-
sion? Do the subordinate figures gain in truth and vigor? Above
all, does the central Person stand out with new distinctness and
reality in word, in act, in all the large and varied movement of His
life? These questions arise at the outset. They suggest the lines
which this examination should follow, and the points around which
the scattered details must be gathered.

We begin with our most evident obligations to Mark ; with what
Dr. Westcott styles “ his few substantive additions” to the common
story. They are interesting, not only in themselves, but also as they
illustrate the writer’'s method and characteristics.

The only parable peculiar to Mark is that of the Silence and
Mystery of Growth (4®®). No other parable resembles it, and it is
hard to see why Weiss should bid us compare Matthew’s parable of
the Wheat and the Tares® The emphasis falls upon both the hidden
powers and the hidden processes of the kingdom of God, and at each
point a parallelism in the world of nature is disclosed. But the ful-
ness of description, — xafeidy xai éyelpnrar vikra xal fuépav. . .
Bragrd xai ppxivyrac (¥) — the careful enumeration of the stages of
growth, mplrov xdprov, drev ardyw, drev wAvpn airov é&v 16 ordyvi (%),
—and even the naive expression of the husbandman’s ignorance of
the process, &s obx oldev alrds (¥), are quite in Mark’s manner. With
him, as with Dante, vagueness is not valued as power, and his rapid

% Weiss, Mlarcusevangelium, 157. (Synopticon, 25.)
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movement leaves room for the smallest touch that adds distinctness.
That the point of the parable is found in these details, makes it the
more natural that Mark should have been impressed by the compari-
son, and hence should have preserved it.

Two miracles are preserved by Mark alone (7=% 8%%). Both are
works of healing, and both dwell upon the process of cure, and on
the delicate thoughtfulness with which Jesus leads the sufferer out of
the muititude before the miracle is wrought, xai dmohaBduevos aimrov
dro Tob GxAov xat’ diav (7%) ; xal émehafdpeves s xepds Tob TuAod
ibpveyxey atrov o Tis xwpys (87). The deaf and dumb man of
7%% is more accurately described as poytddhov (poyyddrov, Tdf.
ed. 2, Tr.). The movements of Jesus are closely followed, as they
spoke to the deaf man’s eyes, {Bakev Tois Saxtvdovs els Ta dra adrod
xai wrigas fYaro Tis yAweonys avrov (¥). The contrast between
nyaro and Bakev is noticeable. The deep-drawn sigh, the look
toward heaven, and even the very word He spoke are not forgotten,
xai dvafBA&las eis Tov odpavov éotévaler, xai Aéye atrg "Eddald, 6 éorw
Awvolyfyre (*). The string of the tongue, as Tyndale renders it, is
loosed, and he speaks clearly, éxvlfy 6 Seapds rijs yAdaons airov, xai
éAdre Spbas (*).

In the healing of the blind man (8%%), beside the repeated touch-
ing of the eyes, the sufferer's own words mark the gradual return of
vision, wrioas eis Ta Sppara avrov, émbeis ras yeipas adrg, émppra
atrov Ei 1 BAémes; xai dvaBAdfas éxeyev BAérw tols dvfpumovs Gte
os Sévdpa Gpd mepimarotvras. Elra mdlv yxev tas xelpas émi Tois
Sdlfarpovs abrod, xat &éBAapey, xai dmexaréory, xai évéBAerey Tyhavyds
dmavra (®%¥). Brief as these accounts are, no other passage in the
Gospels makes the methods of Christ’s cures so distinct and individual
as these, not even the story of the man born blind, in the gth chapter
of John. Without these records, the picture of the Healer would be
less complete and lifelike.

Upon the longest addition of all, the last twelve versés of the 16th
chapter, we need not dwell. If their genuineness were unquestioned,
they would add no single detail of definite value, and would seem
like a summary of other accounts rather than a distinct narrative.
Were the rest of the Gospel of like character, the whole might be fitly
called an epitome of Matthew. Even vs.¥-!¥ add little individuality
to the passage, though their source and original are unknown.

Two other incidents peculiar to Mark deserve separate mention
here. The first (3™ %) is the attempt of the friends of Jesus (ol map’
atrot#) to take Him by force from the midst of the importunate
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crowd (xparijoas abrdy ') on the ground that He was out of His mind
(eyov yip o1 déom™). A story so slight and to later view improb-
able could not well be suspected as an invention, and, when taken as
genuine, it casts some light upon the charge of the scribes which fol-
lows, I eyor o1t Beed{efodA éxee (). If His friends, when they saw
Him absorbed in ministering to the multitude, looked upon Him as
beside Himself, what wonder that His foes made haste to pronounce
Him possessed, to use our modern term?

The incident in 14°** is loosely related to the main history, but
finely illustrates Mark's vividness and force : «ai veavioxos 7is acuvyro-
Aovfe abrg mepfefAnpévos awddva éxl yvpvod. kal xparolow abroy*
6 & xarakuraov owddva yvuvos épvyev.  As a picture of hurried flight,
if the allusion may be pardoned, one is reminded of Dante's figure
of the mother, awakened by the crackling flames :

“Come la madre ch’al romore & desta
E vede presso a st le fiamme accese,
Che prende il figlio e fugge e non s’arresta,
Avendo pill di lui che di s? cura,
Tanto che solo una camicia vesta.”

—Inf. 23: 38-42.

For condensed and energetic description, may 1 add, Mark’s two
verses surpass the three famous lines in which Dante’s Pia tells the
piteous tale of her life and death (Purg. 5:134-136).* If the young
man before us was Mark himself, that may be a further reason why
the incident finds place: but whoever he may have been, this touch
of human danger and frailty amid the terrors of that eventful night
has sufficient interest for writer and reader alike.

There are other passages as long as these which have no paraliel
in the other Gospels. But they are closely interwoven with the
common account, and hence need not be taken separately. From
these “ substantive additions,” therefore, we turn to the fresh details
in incidents not peculiar to Mark.

I. The connection of events is often made clearer and closer by
Mark’s additions. Scenes which hang in the air, if I may use the
phrase, in Matthew and Luke, are naturally introduced and related to
earlier events. Words which are fragmentary in the other accounts
are given with fuller explanation. These cases are few, as might be
expected from the extreme brevity of this record ; that they occur

4 Siena mi fe', disfecemi Maremma :

Salsi colui che inannellata, pria
Disposata, m’avea con la sua gemma.”
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at all deserves notice, and for this service Mark has perhaps received
too little credit.

(a) Take, for instance, what follows the healing of the leper in
1%, Matthew and Luke both have the story (Mt. 8**; Lk. 5!#) ;
both give the injunction to silence which Christ laid on the leper;
Luke adds that multitudes gathered to be healed, but that Jesus
remained in the desert, in retirement and prayer, atréos 8& v tmoxw-
pbv év tals épiuots xai mpooevyduevos (Lk. 5). Mark alone connects
these events. He dwells on the leper's deliberate disobedience of
Christ’s injunction, and adds that this conduct gathered such multi-
tudes that Jesus could not enter the city openly, but was compelled
to remain in the desert: 6 & ¢{eA@iv ypfato kpplocev moAAd xa:
Sapnuilew Tov Adyov, doTe uyxére abrov Sivaclar els moAw Pavepis
eloedfelv, AN o én' dprjpos Téwos fve xal fpxovro mpos avrov mwdv-
rofev (*). For what reason this retirement was necessary is not
clear. Farrar's suggestion of ‘“a sort of Levitical purification”
seems gratuitous. But the connection of the crowds with the leper’s
busy tongue is unmistakable, and the heedless blazoning of the mira-
cle, however grateful and even natural, hindered the activity of Jesus.
From this sequel also the strong language of vs.* gains some expla-
nation, xai éuBpiunoduevos alre eifis é{éBakev alrdv.

(4) Take, again, the strife among the disciples as to which should
be greatest. In Matthew’s account (18!) the disciples bring their
own question to the Master, though in its most general form, ris dpa
peilwy éotiv &v ) Bucihelg Tév odpavdv, Luke (9**) represents the
dispute as private, but discerned by Jesus, who reads their thoughts
(Swroytopov Tijs xapdlas adraw), sets a little child Deside Him, and
indirectly meets their question. But Mark (%) tells us that Jesus,
when they have reached the house in Capernaum, pointedly asks the
disciples their subject of dispute in the way; that they were silent,
evidently for shame ; then, that Jesus tells the twelve plainly, who-
ever will be first shall be last of all and servant of all, and setting the
little child in the midst of them promises His blessing on him who
receives one such little child in His name: xal év 15 olklg yevouevos
émpora atrovs T! &v 1 686 Seehoylleale, oi 8 éoidmwv, mpos dAA3-
Aovs yap Seekéxfnoav v mj 686 vis pellwv. kai xabivas épdvyoer Toils
8ddexa xai Aéyer abrols Ei 7is Oéhee mplhros elvar, éorat wdvrov éoyaros
xai mdvrov Suixovos.

(¢) Compare, again, Matthew's version of the cursing of the fig
tree with Mark's (Mt. 21'°; Mk. 11'*#®23)  The effect follows at
once in the single verse of Matthew. But Mark puts the words
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of Jesus in the morning on the way from Bethany to Jerusalem ;
then, after the account of the day is over, as they pass over the
same road they notice the withered tree. Peter recalls the incident
of the morning, and Christ enforces the need of faith.

The other instances may be recounted briefly. The question about
fasting arose, as we learn from 2%, while the disciples of John the
Baptist and the Pharisees were engaged in that exercise, and the
neglect of Christ’s disciples in this direction is therefore naturally
brought to mind. So in 7? the question on the authority of the
rabbis comes up because Christ’s disciples are observed to neglect
the traditional ceremony of purification before each meal.’ That the
twelve apostles were singly chosen from the larger circle of followers
becomes clear from 3%, xai mpookakeiras ol's fehev adros, xai dmnAbov
mpos adrov, while the 14th and 15th verses show the double purpose
behind their call, {va dow per’ adrod, xal lva drooréAAy adrovs xypio-
gev xai éxew éfovoiay éxBdewv Ta Sawpdva. The purpose of Christ’s
withdrawal to the desert after the return of the twelve from their
mission Mark alone gives in 6%, Acbre dueis avrol xar’ idiav es dpypov
Témov xai dvamavoacfe SAlyov. Fjoav yap ol épxdpevot kal ol Umdyovres
moAXol, kai ovd¢ dayelv edxaipovv. In ¢''% again, the transition from
the ‘T'ransfiguration scene to the healing of the lunatic boy is less
abrupt in Mark’s account. As Jesus and the three draw near the
disciples, they notice the crowd about them and the questioning
scribes. As soon as the multitude catch sight of Jesus, they turn
in amazement and gather to greet Him. “Why question ye with
them?" He asks, and then follows the answer of the afflicted father:
xat éAGovres wpos Tovs palbyris eldav SxyAov moAlv mepl alrovs kal ypap-
parels ovlyrotvras mpos avrovs. kai edfvs wds 6 GxAos iddvres alrov
¢febapfrifnoav, xal mpoarpéxovres fomdfovro adrov. «ai émppirnoer
avrovs T( ovw{yreire mpos adros,; With the same development of
detail Mark enlarges upon Luke's story of the poor widow and the
two mites. Jesus, we read in 12, had taken his seat over against
the treasury, and was watching the throng of givers as they brought
their offerings. Many rich men came in turn, and then the widow ;
and, as she passed on, Jesus called His disciples and pointed to her
as the chief giver. A single phrase sometimes serves as a closer link
between successive events. In 1° & éxelvais Tals Juépais joins the
Baptist’s prophecy of the Messiah with the coming of Jesus to bap-
tism. The same phrase in 8' joins the record of the multiplied

5 The following verses, describing minutely the observances of the Pharisees
in the washing of cups and tables, are peculiar to Mark also.
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loaves — seven loaves among four thousand — with the healing of
the deaf and dumb man, and the consequent gathering of people
about Him.

II. Again, in the explanation of events, and their sequel, Mark
sometimes adds a fuller reason than Matthew and Luke have given.
A single word may suggest far more than is said in such cases.

In the story of the Gerasenes, for instance, both Matthew and Luke
speak of the united petition of the people that Jesus would depart
from their coasts. As a reason for this strange request, Luke says
that they were held by great fear (6r¢ $d8y peydro guvelxovro, 87).
Mark alone tells us that the keepers who carried them word told
them not only about the demoniac who was healed, but also about
the swine which were lost (wepi rdv yolpwv, 5%), and the close con-
nection of the following verse implies that their fear and their desire
for Christ's departure were alike selfish (xai ypéavro mapaxaheiv
abrov dmreAfelv dwo tov dplov abrav, 5'%). On the other hand, Mark
by a single touch brings out a better side of the character of Herod
(Antipas) in explaining his long indulgence of John the Baptist.
Matthew says he wished to slay him, but feared the people because
they regarded John as a prophet (14°). But in Mark (6%) we read
that Herod had been touched by some reverence for John himself,
6 yap ‘Hpddys époPeiro rov "ludvimy, eidbs alrov dvdpa dixatov xai dytov,
kai ouverjpe abrdy, xal drovoas abrov moAAda Nmopet, xal Hdéws abrod
nxovev. What better description could be given of a heart that
wavers between conviction and selfish interest, and what better in-
troduction could be given to Herod's vacillating conduct after his
oath to Herodias? Again, at the time of the crucifixion, the popular
outcry for Barabbas and the weakness of Pilate are most clearly
brought out by Mark. Matthew alludes to Pilate’s practice in re-
leasing at the feast some prisoner for whom the people asked (27%).
Mark adds that they pressed upon the governor at this time to
honor the custom (r5*). Matthew further implies that the alterna-
tive, Jesus or Barabbas, was presented by Pilate, which seems the
more strange as ail the evangelists leave the impression that Pilate
sought to release Jesus. In Mark’s narrative (15%%; cf. Mt 27"%,
Lk. 23*%) we find the solution of the difficulty. The first mention
of Barabbas is there made, not by Pilate, but by the populace.
Pilate, knowing that the priests have delivered up Jesus because of
envy, appeals directly to the multitude, §é\ere dmorvow duiv rov Baoe-
Aéa 1dv "Tovalwy (°) ; but the priests incite the people (dvéoeioay, 1)
to ask for Barabbas instead. The shrewdness of the hierarchy is
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the more apparent because, as Mark tells us, this Barabbas is no
common prisoner, but the sharer in some patriotic outbreak, some
conspiracy which carried murder in its train. As a popular hero,
then, Barabbas would be a name to conjure with. And Pilate, because
he wished to keep on good terms with this irritable populace, SovAs-
pevos TG OxAg 16 ixavov woujoar (¥), releases Barabbas, and gives
Jesus up to their will. Again, the exclamation of the centurion at the
cross, dAnfas ovros & dvBpumros vios @eob v, is called forth, not simply
because of the general occurrences he had witnessed, as Luke says,
i8ov . . . 7o yevapevor (23"), nor as in the case of the other bystanders
because of the earthquake and its terrors alone, rov ceoudv xai ra
ywoueva (i8ovres) édpofnfnoay odpodpa (Mt. 27%), but also from the
manner in which the sufferer endured and died (aw . .. ért ovrws
érvevoer, Mk. 15%).

III. Our third and largest class of details in Mark relates not to
the sequence and connection of events, but to the events themselves.
These details belong to the presentation of individual scenes. They
cover all peculiarities of situation and character, all lifelike move-
ment and animated dialogue. They convey an impression of reality
and naturalness just in proportion to their unstudied simplicity, and
seem to bring us nearer to those who were from the beginning eye-
witnesses of the word (oi dn' dpxfis adromras . .. 1o Adyov, Lk. 1%).
Complete illustration of this class would involve a citation of almost
the whole Gospel, and the several topics which remain to be discussed
may all be grouped under this head.

1. Notice, first, what seem to be traces of minuter accuracy of
description, as compared with Matthew and Luke. A rapid summary
of successive scenes will be sufficient here, and the general effect
must depend upon accumulated details. At the baptism of Jesus,
‘the rending heavens’ (oxWouévous Tods olpavovs, 1') leaves a more
vivid impression, both in tense and in meaning, than the general
aorists, dvegyxfnoav of Matthew (3'), and dvepybijrac of Luke (3%).
’ExfBd\ e (1) discloses the powerful constraint of the spirit that
thrust Jesus forth into the desert and the temptation; contrast
avixfn (Mt. 4') ; dyero (Lk. 4'). Whether the tempter becomes
more personal in Mark, ¥76 r6d Sarava (1%), than in the other Synop-
tic writers, 7ob 8ia86Aov, may perhaps be questioned (Zarava is to be
omitted of course in Lk. 4%). But pera rov fppiwv (1%) certainly
heightens the desolation of the scene, and the rest of the verse seems
to imply a continuous ministry of angels during the temptation,

e

xal of dyyeot diprdvowy abrg. At the call of the first four disciples,
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the movement of the fishermen (1') is more vividly described than
in Matthew (dpdiSdAhovras év ) faddooy; cf. Bdlovras dudi-
BAnarpov, Mt. 4), the slight distance between the boats of the
partners is indicated (éAdyov, ), and the hired servants who remain
with Zebedee are mentioned, pera rav wofurav (*). The house
where Jesus dwells when in Capernaum, the centre of so large a part
of Mark’s Gospel, is said to belong to Andrew as well as Peter (1%7),
and James and John become inmates there with Jesus. At the sick-
bed of Peter’s mother-in-law the strong grasp of Christ’s hand (xpa-
rfjoat) contrasts with the simple touch of Matthew (cf. 7yaro,
Mt. 8%), and the effect of the miracle in bringing the whole city to
the door is noted in vs.¥, xal % SAn 7 wokis émovimypérm wpds v
&ipav. Luke dwells most frequently upon the retirement of Jesus for
prayer, but Mark first mentions this particular and associates it with
His second day in Capernaum, xai wpwi évvvxa Alav dvacras é&jAfev
xai dmijAfev els épnpov Témov xdxel mpoaixero (1*). Into this retire-
ment Peter and the other disciples follow Him with the message,
“ All seek Thee " ; xarediwev . . . Zlpwv xai ol per’ adrod . . . xai Adyov-
ow abrg ori wdvres {nrovaly oe (1®*¥). The neighboring villages
to which Jesus turns are styled xwpomdres (¥), a term found here
only in the New Testament. The repeated words and gestures of
entreaty with which the leper draws near in 1*® are peculiar to Mark.
Several noteworthy details occur in the story of the paralytic (2%).
The listening crowds that fill Peter’s house, and gather around the
door, xai ovjyfOnoav modroi Gote pyxére ywpety pnde T4 mpos TV
Ovpav (%) ; the rude litter of the paralytic, xpdBarrov (contrast xAdvy,
Mt. ¢% and «Aivy, kAwidiov, Lk. 5'*1) ; his four bearers, alpduevov ro
reoodpwv (%) ; the breaking up and digging away of the roof, dmwearé-
yagay Ty oréymy . . . xal éfopvfarres (') ; contrast Luke’s &a Tév
xepdpov (5'7). All these features are clearly drawn, and nowhere per-
haps does the unstudied simplicity of Mark contrast more strongly
with the more elaborate literary form of Luke. In 3*'" we have a
vivid picture in miniature of the multitude of demoniacs and afflicted
people that pressed upon Jesus, and of His own precaution to escape
for a little from their importunity. The verses are so distinctive that
they might almost be called without parallel in Mt. 4%, Lk. 6'"*%;
xal elrev Tols pabyrals atrod lva mAoudptov mpookapTep) abrg Sa Tov
oxAov lva py OA{Bwaw alrdv * moAdovs yap éfepdmevaey, doTe émurimTewy
abrg {va abrob dYwvrar doot elxov pdoTiyas xai Ta mvejpara T dxd-
Oapra, Grav abrov éBedpovy, mpooémmrov atTg xai dxpalov Aéyovra Ot
3Y e 6 vios Tob Beod. In 3% we find the mother of Jesus, and His
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friends, unable to reach Him because of the press, sending word to
Him of their wish ; while in his reply He points to the inner circle of
disciples who are seated around Him, dréoreikav mpos airov xakotvres
alrdy . . . ToVs wepl avrov xikAy xafpuévovs. The twelve, again, are
mentioned apart from the other disciples who in 4" come to ask an
explanation of His parables, ol mepi avrov awv Tois dwdexa. His weari-
ness is perhaps indicated by the peculiar phrase (4®) they took Him
as He was, ds v, in the boat; the beating of the waves and the
sinking of the boat is graphically portrayed, ra xdpara éméBaldev cis
70 wAolov, ore 3Oy yeuileabar 1o wholov (¥) ; the place of Jesus, év 77
wpvpvy, and His attitude and state, émi 76 mpooxedpdrator xabeddov (*),
are indicated ; His words of rebuke to the sea are given, Zidma,
redpipwao (¥).

The demoniac of Gerasa (or Gadara), his habit of life, his untam-
able nature, his abode in the tombs and the mountains, and his
violent cries and cuttings of himself, are described at length (5*'),
5o that we do not wonder Matthew adds (8%) that no one could pass
that way; &5 Tyv xaroiknow elyev év Tols pwjpacw, xai obdé dAvoe
odkére oddels édvvaro alrov Sjoar Bk 7o alrov mwoMddxis wédars xal
dAvoeaw 8edégbar xai Sieomdolbac in abdrov ras dAvoes xai tas wédas
ovrerpidplas, xal oldeis ioyvey abrov Sapdoar* xal Sa wavros vukTos kai
npépas év Tols pwijpac kai év rtois Gpedw v xpdlwy Kkai KatakOTTWY
éavrov Alfois.  xai 8wy Tov "Inooty dwo paxpdfev dpapev (5*%). Again,
the past life and present hopeless condition of the woman with the
issue of blood lends emphasis to her faith (5%); xai moAAa wafovoa
Urd woAA@v latpdv kai Saravjcaga T4 map’ abms wdvra xai pndév de-
Anfeica dAAa paMdov eis 16 xeipov éAovoa. As she tells the whole
story herself according to vs.®, xai elwev airg wéoav Ty dAjfeaay, the
preservation of the details is less surprising. On the way to the house
of Jairus, a single word, or part of a word rather, added by Mark,
mapaxoveas Tov Adyor Aahovuevor (5%), shows at once the delicacy of
the messengers from the house in bringing their word to Jairus alone,
and the prompt encouragement which Jesus gives to the wavering
faith of Jairus. In 6° the few cases of healing which Jesus wrought
in His own city are not overlooked, el u3 Aiyos dppoarois émbeis ras
xeipas é0epdrevoey, while His marvel at the unbelief of His townsmen
is noted, xai dfavpacey Sa v dmoriav abridv (6°). In the first
mission of the Twelve, Mark adds that they were sent, like the
Seventy later, two by two (67); substitutes sandals for the shoes,
which are forbidden (*); and mentions their preaching of repentance,
their casting out demons, and their anointing the sick with oil (cf.
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Jas. sM), xai éeAivres éxijpvéar {va peravodow, xai Satpdvia wolda
é¢éBarrov, xal jAagoy élaiy ToAdovs dppdiorovs xal éfépdmevor (6 ).
Herod’s birthday feast with his guests is described in 6% more fully
than by Matthew, 8ctmvor éroinoev Tols peyiordow adrov xal Tois xiAt-

~ dpxos xal Tois mpdrots s Tadddadas, the civil, military, and social
leaders of the region ; and the sending of the executioner to bring the
head of the Baptist is noticed, xai évfds dwrooreldas 6 Bagehels orexov-
Adropa émérafev dvéyxar Ty xepakyy adrov (¥). The painful writhings
of the lunatic boy are noted in 9%, xai 8oy adrov 76 mvetpa bbis aur-
eowdpafer atrov, xal meowy éni Tis yis dxvAiero dppdwy ; also the spasm
in which the child falls as the spirit leaves him, when the multitude
believe him dead (®), with the full and definite charge of Jesus to
the banished demon (¥), 76 d\akov xal xwdov mvedpa, éyb émrdoow
oot, I&erbe ¢f abrov xal unxére eloedys els adrdv. xai xpdafas xkai moAla
omapdfas éfiAfev ' xai éydvero Goed vexpds @oTe Tobs woddovs Aéyew
ote dméfaver 6 8 “Inoods kparioas Tis xepds adrov fyeper alTov, xai
dvéory (®%). Mark alone gives the name of Bartimaus, calls him a
beggar, says that Jesus bade His followers summon him, and describes
his haste and eagerness to obey (10*), § vios Tipaiov Bapripatos,
TUpAds mpocaitys, — Iyoovs ey Purjoare avrdr, — xai Puwvotay Tov
TupAov Aéyovres abrs Odpae, Eyepe, puvel ae, b 8¢ dmofalivy 16 ipdriov
airob dvamydijoas JAbev mpos Tov ‘Iyootv. In 114, the place where the
two disciples found the colt in Bethany is minutely indicated, SeSeué-
vov mpos Qipay &w émi Tov dudpddov. To the cleansing of the temple
Mark adds that Jesus would allow no one even to carry anything
through the courts, and thus make the sacred precincts a thorough-
fare (11'%), xai odx fjpiev lva Tis Bevéyxy axebos Sia Tob iepob. In his
brief summary of the parable of the talents (13*; cf. Mt. 2%), the
task of each servant is emphasized, and the special charge to the
keeper of the door, éxdore T0 épyov alrod, xal 7¢ Ovpwpg évereldaro
iva ypyyopy. The following verse names each of the four watches of
the night as a possible time for His own coming, # éy¢ %) pecovixriov
7 dAextopoduwvias § mpwt (13%). The indignation of the disciples
(Mt. 26%), of Judas (Jn. 12*), over the wasted ointment turns into
angry chiding of Mary in 14° xai éveBpiuavro avry. The protests of
Peter and the rest that they will never deny their Master finds exces-
sive utterance in 14%, 6 3¢ éxmeprois éAdAre, . . . boadrws 8¢ xal wdvres
i eyov ; the place of the denial is defined in ® and ®, xdrw & 75 adAy
. xai é&ABey dfw es 16 mpoavAwov ; and the repeated taunt of the
same maidservant is caught up by the bystanders, épyerar pia rav
radioxdy Tob dpyiepéws (*), — xal § madloxy iovoa avrov fplaTo wdAw
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Aéyaw tois mapeardow (%), kai perd puxpdv mdhw ol mapecridres Aeyor
7¢ Iérpw (™) ; at the close of the story, the violent remorse of Peter
comes out in the forceful phrase, émfBadiov Ixhatev ("*). A curious
note in Stanley’s Corintkians (p. 180, on 1 Cor. 11°-14%) says the
phrase “ émfBaly éxhaiev probably signifies, he drew his mantle (the
oriental type) over his head, and began to weep.” In 15, the whole
Sanhedrin is said to have been summoned to the condemnation of
Jesus, 6Aov 16 owédpiov. The boldness of Joseph in begging for the
body of Jesus is noted, and Pilate’s question whether He were already
dead (15%%), roApsioas . . . 6 & Ilehdros éfavpacer e 3oy Tébvyxer,
xai wpogkakeogduevos Tov xevTupiwva €mnpdrnoey adrov d %oy dréfavey-
xal yvovs dmo Tob xevrupiwvos ddwpiioare 16 wrdpa ¢ lwojp.  The
appearance of the young man who was seen in the empty tomb is
described by Mark (16°), veavioxov xabhjuevov év tois Sefiols mepiBefSAy-
pévov oroliy Aevrjy ; and the mingled amazement and trembling joy
which the tidings of the resurrection stirred in the hearts of the
women hold them speechless as they return from the garden (16°%),
elxev yap atras Tpopos kai dkgracis* xai obdent otdty erav, édofotvro ydp.

To this rapid summary should be added the many instances in
which, with his wonted simplicity and anxiety to make his statement
complete, Mark repeats what the other writers are content to let the
reader supply for himself. In 6%%, for instance, in the miracle of
the five loaves among the five thousand, the fishes are thrice men-
tioned, in the distribution and in.the gathering of the fragments, as
well as at the beginning. Other illustrations of this point will be
found in 2'8 % y0® % 12¥ %,

2. A few picturesque details must be noticed, which, though they
may add no special impression of accuracy, give color and charm to
Mark’s narrative without detracting from its artless and unconscious
effect. The disputed phrase 68ov woielv (2%), whether interpreted to
make a path, or to make their way, belongs in this category. In
6% the contrast between the green grass (yAwpd xdprw, ®) and the
groups of gathered men, women, children (Mt. 14"), with variety in
dress and color, no doubt suggests the comparison to garden beds,
mpacial wpacwal. In 6% the weary toil of unsuccessful rowing is
noted, Bacanfopévous év ¢ édavwe, and the apparent intention of
Jesus, as He walks on the sea, to pass them by, xai yferev maperfety
atrovs. Chapter 6, vs., presents a vivid picture of the people around
Gennesaret, as they hasten to bring their sick upon litters into the
presence of the Healer, weptéSpapor . . . xai fpavro éxi Tots xpaBdrros
Tovs xaxd@s éxovras mepipépety Srov frovor 61t éoriv. In 10%, orvyvdcas
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(elsewhere only in Mt. 16% if at all) well pictures the cloud that
overspreads the young man's face, as he goes away sorrowful from
the presence of Jesus. His earlier zeal, too, has also been empha-
sized by his running to meet Jesus in the way, and kneeling before
Him, eis 63dv, mpoodpapiw els xal yovwremjoas abrév (7). In ¢®, and
again in 10", dvayxkalodpevos adds a touch to the tenderness of
Christ’s treatment of little children, whether brought to Him by their
parents, or called by Himself to point a lesson for His disciples. In
6%, the wonder of Nazareth over His miracles centres in the power
of His touch, ndéfev toirg Tavra . .. xai ai Svvdpes Towbrar &a Tdv
xetpv ywopevar ; and in g% at the Transfiguration, the splendor of
Christ’s very garments is expressed in homely fashion, or{ABovra
Aevid Adav, ola yvadels éni Tijs yijs ob Strarat oUrws Aevxdvar.

3. A third feature by which Mark gives reality to his scenes relates
to the language of the speakers. There is often here a peculiar
directness, an animation, in question and answer. The words seem
to have been caught up as they fell from the lips, and preserved in
all their native freshness and charm. Sometimes this effect is gained
by a word, a single touch: sometimes it comes from the whole
dialogue.

The broken questions in 17 and 27 are quite in point; r{ éorw
rovro; Sidayn xaw ' — r{ oltos obrws Aadel; Blacdpuel. Also the
bewilderment of the three at the Transfiguration, quaintly interpreted
in 9% ol yap fjda 1 dmoxpidy, éxdoBoL yap éyévovro, and in g their
secret wonder as to the resurrection of which their Master has spoken
to them, xai tov Adyov éxpdryoav mpos éavrovs ouvlnrovvres Ti éomv 1O
ix vexpiv dvaorivar.  Note also the abruptness of Christ's dwoxpi@yré
pou in 11%, as He asks of the Scribes to pronounce on the source of
John'’s baptism, whether from heaven or of men. And again (12%),
regarding the census money, as He forces His questioners to bring
Him the hated coin, ¢éperé pou dpvdpiov {va 8w. Nor should the
questionings of the two Marys and Salome on their way to the tomb
be overlooked (16%), ris dmoxvAice: Juiv Tov Alfov éx Tis Odpas Tob
pimuelov.  But the most noteworthy passages in this respect are ¢**
and 128%%,  In the former (¢™*), Jesus asks the father of the lunatic
boy how long this affliction has followed him, wdoos xpdves éoriv dx
Tovro yéyover alrg; (*'). We feel ghe anxiety and impatience of the
father’s heart, through his reply, as he says, éx radidfer © xai moAAdxtis
kai els wip abrov {Bakev xai eis vdarta, va dmwoléoy abrév: and then,
breaking off suddenly, adds, &AM\’ d ¢ 8vvy, Bovifnooy Juiv ordayymo-
Ocis ¢’ yuas (¥). Taking the father's own word, Jesus answers, r¢
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Ei 84wy ; mdvra Suvard 1¢ morevorr ; and the father, unable longer to
endure the suspense, cries out, eifs xpdfas 6 waryp Tov wardiov Eleyev
Mworaiw* Boife pov 14 dmorio (*). Again, in 12%, the scribe, who
is questioning Jesus as to the greatest commandment, struck by the
breadth of His answer, accepts His word, erev atrg 6 ypappareds
KaAds, 8iddoxare, én’ dAnfeias elmas ore els éoriv xai obx &orw d\os
mAY alrod* xai T6 dyamwdv atrov €€ SAvs xapdias xai €€ GAys Tis Tuvé-
oews kal € SAns Tis loxdos kal 70 dyamwdv Tov mAnoiov bs éavrov mepLroo-
Tepov éoTwv mdvTwy TaV dAokavrwpdrev kel Guowdv. We do not wonder
at the solemn answer of Jesus after this ingenuous confession, nor at
the effect of this answer upon his hearers (*}, xai 8 Inoods b abrov
6Tt vowvexids dwexpifly elmev airg OV paxpav el dnd 7ijs Pactheias Tod
@eo. xai ovdeis ovxért érdApa alrov émppuTioat.

Certain words of Jesus, preserved by other Evangelists, gain new
force from the form in which Mark gives them. I need hardly
repeat the list of Aramaic words peculiar to him, and given as from
Christ’s lips: Boavgpyes (37), Tarefa xovp (5%), xopBav (7%),
‘E¢dada (7*), 'ABBe (14®). The first words of Jesus recorded by
Mark emphasize the fitness of the time of His appearance in lan-
guage which John’s Gospel twice ascribes to Him (7% %), merAy-
pwrat 6 xapés (1%), and adds a direct call to faith as well as to
repentance, moredere 76 ebayyediw. In 27 the significant saying, ro
odf3Barov dua Tov dvfpwmov, xal ody 6 dvfpwros & 16 odfBaro, fitly
introduces the words which Luke and Matthew also preserve, dsre
xUptos éoTiv & vios Tob dvfpumov xai Tov gaBfBdrov (®). In 3% there
is a noteworthy addition to the warning against the unpardonable
sin, dAA& &voxos éorar alwviov dpapripares. To Matthew's interpreta-
tion of the thorns that choke the good seed (Mt. 13®) and in expla-
nation of Luke’s #8oviv tov Bilov (8"), Mark adds ai mepi ra Aotma
émbupiar (4"), which reminds one of Wordsworth’s phrase, *the
weight -of chance desires” (Ode # Duty). Other words of Jesus
peculiar to Mark are ¢®, oldeis ydp éorw &5 woujoe Svapurv éwi ¢
dvdpari pov xal Sviioerar Taxd xkaxoAoyfjoal pe; 9*, éxere év éavrols dAa
xai elpyveigre év dAAjAots ; 9, mdca yap Ovola dAi dhwobrioerac(?) ;
10”, in elaboration of the more general promise of a hundred-fold
for sacrifices made by His disciples, oixias xai ddehdpovs xai d8ehpas
xai pyrépas xal Téxva xal dypovs pera dwyudv. Even in the evidence
of the false witnesses (14°%), the contrast of vadv Toirov Tév xetporoly-
Tov and d\ov dyeporoiyrov gives a color of truth to the words they
put in the mouth of Jesus, and are a reminder of John 2'™%, which
passage points to the same contrast.
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It is Mark also who oftenest recalls the looks of Jesus, with the
changing expression of love and interest or indignation and rebuke.
So He looks upon His gathered disciples, as He calls them mother
and sister and brother (3*), as He seeks for the poor woman who
has touched Him in the throng (5**). So He looks with rebuke
upon Peter, who would dissuade Him from the path of sorrow (8%).
So He looks upon the young man who asks the way to life with
unspoken love (10"), and again with sorrow and anxiety over his
great refusal looks about upon His disciples (10®). The strange
language in 10® seems to imply some peculiar impressiveness in His
face as He begins his last journey to Jerusalem, fjoav 8 &v rp 68¢
dvaBaivovres eis “lepoodAvua, xal fv mpodywy aitrrods 6 'Ingovs, xai éfap-
Bobyro, of 8¢ dxodofoivres épofotvro. A few brief hints reveal the
feelings of Jesus: toward the leper, for instance (1), omAayynafels,
and again as He sends him away, éuBpiunoduevos (1**) ; over the hard-
ness of heart shown by Pharisees and Herodians (3°), auvAviroduevos ;
when the Pharisees tempt Him, asking a sign from heaven (8Y), dva-
orevafas (hapax leg. New Testament) r§ mvedpare; at His disciples,
when they would forbid the children to come unto Him (10"), gya-
vixrnoev. Certain habits of Jesus are also briefly indicated: the
beginning of His preaching in Capernaum, when He regularly seeks
the synagogue for this purpose (1%!); of retirement for prayer and
meditation, as above mentioned (1%) ; of following His parables with
private explanation to His disciples (4™ ), xar’ 8lav & rois ibiois
pabnrals émédvev wdvra (cf. Acts 19¥, only other use in New Testa-
ment) ; 10", where the disciples come to ask Him fuller explanation
of His teaching regarding marriage and divorce. The same passage
(4™ %) discloses the purpose of the parables, as they were spoken
to the multitude : xai rowavrars mapaBolais moAlais éAdAe airois Tov
Adyov, xabis fdvvavro dxovew * xwpls 8 mapafoAijs ovx é\dAe: atrois.

“For Wisdom dealt with mortal powers,
Where truth in closest words shall fail,
When truth embodied in a tale
Shall enter in at lowly doors.”
— Tennyson, /n Mem. 36. 2.

Here the task of the essayist finds its end. The simple plan laid
down at the beginning has been followed, however imperfectly. The
details peculiar to Mark have been observed, gathered, and grouped
under successive heads. The lights and shades of the picture have
been studied ; the movement of characters and the changes of scene,
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so far as they are distinctive, have been noted. To restore the parts
to their place, or attempt a completed picture, falls outside our pres-
ent province. Still less does any comparison of the Gospels, in origin
or relationship of time and originality, belong to my purpose. Not
creation, not criticism, but simply analysis and observation have
been the aim. Yet it may be neither superfluous nor presumptuous
for the writer, as he closes, to record the impression regarding the
whole Gospel of Mark which this examination has‘left upon his mind.
Whatever, then, the conclusions of criticism may be regarding the
relation of Mark to /e oral Gospel, or common Tradition, or to the
two other Synoptic narrations, to the present writer Mark seems to
bear more resemblance to an oral Gospel than either Matthew or
Luke. The same story, which in Matthew receives a topical arrange-
ment, and in Luke an artistic grace and completeness of form, appears
in Mark with unstudied simplicity and naturalness of movement. The
scope and limits of Mark'’s record, and even his choice of scenes and
deeds, remind one of such addresses as are briefly outlined in the
Acts, of Paul’s (13%%), of Peter’s (10™?). With the latter especially
Mark’s Gospel has close affinity, nor could a better motto for the
whole be found than in the 38th verse: 'Iygotv tov dwo Nalapéd, o
éxpioev alrov 6 Geos mvedpart dyly kol Svvdpet, o5 SjAfev edepyeriv xal
iwuevos wdvras Tovs waraduvvagrevouévovs vmo Tov SuafBodov, oTi 6 Beds v
wer’ avrob. In tone and temper, moreover, and in that quickness
of eye and memory for outward details and accessories of time
and place, Mark seems of a kindred mould with Peter, fitted to
write down for other ages, with whatever latitude the word épunver-
T9s may be used, the Gospel according to Peter’'s remembrance and
preaching. Nearer by far to Mark in respect to graphic details
stands John, and not either Matthew or Luke. And to the reader
of the New Testament, not its critical student, it seems neither
unfitting nor unnatural that the two most distinctive accounts of the
life of Jesus should come from his two closest disciples — the first, in
the glow and freshness of the present, with the dew of youth upon
it, from the lips and heart of Peter; the last, sublimated and inter-
preted by experience and long communion of spirit, yet with a mul-
titude of graphic details also, from the heart and life of John.



