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JOHN MARK | FAITHFUL FOOTNOES | SESSION 2 

I. JOHN MARK’S EARLY HOME ENVIRONMENT (ACTS 12:12) 

Key verse: 

“And when he had considered the thing, he came to the house of Mary the mother of John, whose surname was Mark; where many 
were gathered together praying.” 

• A. The significance of Mark’s household:  
o Central meeting place for the early Jerusalem believers. 
o Indicates a wealthy, prominent family supportive of the early Christian movement. 
o Suggests Mark grew up surrounded by influential believing Jewish leaders and teachings from the beginning. 

• B. Connection to the “Upper Room”?  
o Common speculation links Mary’s home with the “upper room” of the Last Supper (Mark 14:15; Acts 1:13). 
o Evidence:  

§ Early Christian meetings consistently in private homes (Acts 2:46; 20:7-8; Romans 16:5). 
§ Some traditions place Pentecost (Acts 2) and later gatherings in the same location. 

o Limitations of the evidence:  
§ No explicit biblical statement connects Mary’s house directly to the Last Supper. 
§ Primarily traditional and speculative rather than scripturally explicit. 

II. POSSIBLE EARLY PERSONAL APPEARANCE OF MARK (MARK 14:51–52) 

Key verse: 

“And there followed him a certain young man, having a linen cloth cast about his naked body; and the young men laid hold on him: 
And he left the linen cloth, and fled from them naked.” 

• A. The case for Mark as the “young man”:  
o Unique to Mark’s Gospel, possibly indicating eyewitness testimony. 
o Early traditions (second-century sources and onward) frequently suggest a personal, self-reference.  

§ it seems odd to use such an attention-getting scene to modestly insert yourself into the narrative. 
• B. Early tradition giving weight to Mark as the author of the Gospel, but not as the young man in the garden:  

o Papias (c. AD 110-130): Indirectly affirms Mark’s Gospel as sourced from Peter, suggesting intimate 
eyewitness access 

o Church Fathers (Origen, Chrysostom, Jerome): Generally accept the story as autobiographical, though 
cautiously speculative. 

o Eusebius (AD 260-339): Mentions Mark’s proximity to events through Peter, implying personal involvement. 
• C. Internal textual evidence from Mark supporting eyewitness claims:  

o Mark’s Gospel frequently includes vivid, seemingly minor details indicating direct personal or eyewitness 
experience (e.g., Mark 4:38; 6:39; 10:50). 

o However, Mark never explicitly identifies himself as present; thus, the identification remains speculative. 
• D. Possible reasons for including this seemingly trivial event:  

1. Autobiographical authenticity:  
§ Demonstrates personal knowledge and authenticity. 
§ Reflects humility (self-inclusion without glory, as a subtle personal signature). 

2. Theological or literary symbolism:  
§ Symbolizing abandonment of Jesus by all disciples (echoing Zechariah 13:7 “smite the 

shepherd…the sheep shall be scattered”). 
§ Demonstrating the peril and panic surrounding Jesus’ arrest. 
§ The theological symbolism reason wholly lacks merit. 

3. “Insider” reference to Lazarus theory (minority view):  
§ Hypothesis that Lazarus (John 11–12) was threatened due to his resurrection testimony (John 12:10–

11). 
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§ Mark subtly signals the danger Lazarus faced, along with his presence in the Garden, without explicit 
identification, known only to those familiar with Jerusalem events. 

§ This would lend Mark’s Gospel insider credibility, showing Mark’s access to privileged knowledge but 
not written in such a way that puts anyone in danger. 

III. EARLY MINISTRY WITH BARNABAS AND PAUL 

A. MARK’S FORMAL ENTRY INTO ACTIVE MINISTRY (ACTS 12:25) 

Key Verse: 

“And Barnabas and Saul returned from Jerusalem, when they had fulfilled their ministry, and took with them John, whose surname 
was Mark.” 

• 1. Context of Mark’s Entry  
o Barnabas and Saul (Paul) had visited Jerusalem on a relief mission (Acts 11:29–30). 
o Their return journey to Antioch marks the beginning of deliberate missionary outreach beyond Jewish 

Jerusalem. 
o John Mark’s inclusion signals that he was viewed positively by Barnabas and Saul as trustworthy and 

potentially valuable for ministry. 
• 2. Clarifying the Term “Surname”  

o The Greek term translated as “surname” (EPIKALEŌ) refers literally to “called upon” or “named.” 
o Here, it simply indicates an additional name or nickname used to distinguish individuals—particularly 

common in the multilingual, multicultural world of the Roman Empire. 
o Thus, “John whose surname was Mark” means he was commonly identified by this secondary name (“Mark”), 

perhaps due to widespread usage, convenience, or clarity (similar to Simon Peter, Joseph Barnabas, or Saul 
Paul). 

• 3. Luke’s Assumption of Audience Familiarity  
o Luke introduces Mark succinctly, without extensive background, implying some prior knowledge or familiarity 

among his readers. 
o Acts was written to Christians familiar, at least in part, with early leaders and key players of the Jerusalem 

and Antiochian churches. 
o Luke’s audience likely recognized Mark’s family prominence, Jerusalem ties, and possibly his growing 

importance in missionary circles. 

B. MARK’S ROLE AS A MINISTRY ASSISTANT (ACTS 13:5) 

Key Verse: 

“And when they were at Salamis, they preached the word of God in the synagogues of the Jews: and they had also John to their 
minister.” 

• 1. Mark’s Specific Function  
o The Greek term translated “minister” (HYPĒRETĒS) indicates a helper or subordinate assistant, one who 

provides practical, logistical, and administrative support. 
o Mark’s role, therefore, was not initially as a preacher or teacher, but more likely involved organizing practical 

details such as travel, lodging, documentation, or managing arrangements to facilitate Barnabas and Paul’s 
preaching. 

• 2. Implications of Mark’s Assistant Role  
o Suggests Mark was young, willing, and capable of being mentored for future ministry responsibility. 
o Demonstrates trust and inclusion from Barnabas and Paul, signaling confidence in his character and 

competence. 
o Reveals a pattern typical of missionary practice: senior leaders accompanied by younger assistants being 

prepared for future leadership roles. 
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• 3. Importance of Mark’s Role in Early Missions  
o Reflects the strategic importance early missions placed on careful planning, logistics, and supportive roles—

essential for effective ministry in new territories. 
o Provides an important glimpse into early missionary dynamics and team structures: preaching and teaching 

leaders supported practically by trusted aides. 

IV. DEPARTURE AND CONTROVERSY 

A. MARK’S SUDDEN DEPARTURE (ACTS 13:13) 

Key Verse: 

“Now when Paul and his company loosed from Paphos, they came to Perga in Pamphylia: and John departing from them returned to 
Jerusalem.” 

• 1. Context of Mark’s Departure  
o Occurs after successful ministry in Cyprus, as Paul and Barnabas move to the mainland (Pamphylia). 
o Mark abruptly leaves the missionary group, returning home to Jerusalem rather than continuing to Antioch. 
o His departure appears sudden, and Luke provides no explicit reason for Mark’s decision. 

• 2. Silence About the Reason for Departure  
o Scripture does not explicitly explain why Mark left, leading to extensive speculation by readers and 

commentators. 
o Possible reasons proposed (but speculative):  

§ Physical or emotional hardship of missionary travel. 
§ Conflict with Paul’s emerging leadership role (Paul becoming more prominent than Barnabas). 
§ Cultural discomfort or theological uncertainty regarding Paul’s increasing outreach to Gentiles. 
§ Personal family issues or concerns about duties in Jerusalem. 

o Luke’s silence suggests the exact reason is less important than the later repercussions Mark’s departure had 
on relationships and future ministry plans. 

• 3. Implications of Mark’s Departure  
o Although unvoiced immediately, Mark’s leaving laid the foundation for later serious relational conflict 

between Barnabas and Paul. 
o Highlights the human complexity behind early missionary efforts and church relationships. 

B. SHARP DISAGREEMENT OVER MARK’S RELIABILITY (ACTS 15:37–39) 

Key Verse: 

“And Barnabas determined to take with them John, whose surname was Mark. But Paul thought not good to take him with them… 
And the contention was so sharp between them, that they departed asunder one from the other…” 

• 1. The Circumstances of the Conflict  
o Arises during planning for a second missionary journey (Acts 15:36–41). 
o Barnabas strongly supports giving Mark another chance, determined to include him despite past 

shortcomings. 
o Paul strongly opposes Mark’s inclusion due to concerns about his dependability, stemming directly from the 

earlier departure at Perga. 
• 2. Nature and Severity of the Conflict  

o Described by Luke as a “sharp contention,” using the Greek word PAROXYSMOS, indicating strong 
emotions, intense disagreement, and significant relational tension. 

o Not merely a casual disagreement; it was severe enough to cause a permanent division of missionary 
partners. 

o This conflict significantly impacted the strategy and direction of subsequent missionary efforts. 
• 3. Outcome and Significance of the Dispute  
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o Resulted in Barnabas taking Mark and traveling separately to Cyprus, their original mission field and 
Barnabas’s home region. 

o Paul chose Silas and headed towards Syria and Cilicia, dramatically shaping the trajectory of both missionary 
teams. 

o Significantly demonstrates the human dynamics within early Christian leadership, balancing grace, 
accountability, and differing perspectives on restoration and reliability. 

o Offers powerful insight into early Christian handling of conflict: while the disagreement was sharp, both 
teams continued fruitful ministry separately rather than allowing personal disagreement to halt the overall 
missionary advance. 

V. LATER RECONCILIATION AND SERVICE 

A. COLOSSIANS 4:10 

“Aristarchus my fellowprisoner saluteth you, and Marcus, sister’s son to Barnabas, (touching whom ye received commandments: if he 
come unto you, receive him.)” 

• By this time, Paul’s view of Mark seems to have changed positively, indicating reconciliation and renewed trust. 

B. PHILEMON 24 

“Marcus, Aristarchus, Demas, Lucas, my fellowlabourers.” 

• Here, Mark is explicitly listed as a valued co-worker in ministry. 

C. 2 TIMOTHY 4:11 

“Only Luke is with me. Take Mark, and bring him with thee: for he is profitable to me for the ministry.” 

• Paul explicitly acknowledges Mark’s value, completing a narrative of restoration and maturity. 

VI. ASSOCIATION WITH PETER (1 PETER 5:13) 

“The church that is at Babylon, elected together with you, saluteth you; and so doth Marcus my son.” 

Peter’s affectionate reference to Mark as “my son” suggests a close mentorship. This gave rise to early traditions that Mark recorded 
Peter’s teachings in the second Gospel. 

While some interpret "Babylon" as a reference to Rome, this view lacks support given that literal Babylon maintained a significant 
Jewish population in the first century. There is no compelling reason to read this reference symbolically. Regardless, the text clearly 
shows Mark accompanying Peter as his faithful companion and fellow worker. This period coincides with Paul's expressed desire for 
Mark's presence in 2 Timothy 4:11. Notably, although Peter was entrusted with the Kingdom Gospel to the circumcised and Paul with 
the grace Gospel to the uncircumcised (Gal. 2:7), both apostles sought Mark's assistance. This suggests a harmonious cooperation had 
developed between these two missionary endeavors. 

VII. POST–NEW TESTAMENT TRADITION 

A. MARK’S TRADITIONAL ROLE IN ALEXANDRIA 

• 1. Founder and First Bishop  
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o Early traditions unanimously portray Mark as the founder and first leader (“bishop”) of the Alexandrian 
church. 

o Considered foundational in Egyptian Christianity, particularly emphasized by the Coptic Orthodox Church. 
• 2. Evangelistic Work  

o Traditionally said to have evangelized both Jewish and Gentile communities in Alexandria. 
o Credited with establishing structured Christian community, ordaining priests and deacons, laying the 

ecclesiastical foundation. 

B. ANCIENT SOURCES AFFIRMING MARK’S ROLE 

• 1. Eusebius of Caesarea (c. 260–339)  
o Provides earliest comprehensive account in ECCLESIASTICAL HISTORY. 
o Identifies Mark as first bishop, outlines his evangelistic efforts, and claims succession of leadership 

established by Mark. 
• 2. Jerome (c. 347–420)  

o Supports and repeats Eusebius’s claims in DE VIRIS ILLUSTRIBUS (“On Illustrious Men”). 
o Affirms Mark’s foundational role in Alexandrian Christianity. 

• 3. Coptic Tradition  
o Detailed and robust preservation of Mark’s evangelism and martyrdom. 
o Mark highly venerated; traditions deeply woven into liturgy, identity, and theology of Coptic Church. 

C. MARTYRDOM AND RELICS 

• 1. Tradition of Martyrdom  
o Mark traditionally believed to have died a martyr’s death around AD 68. 
o Accounts describe his arrest, torture, and death by being dragged through Alexandria’s streets. 

• 2. Relics and Veneration  
o Original burial traditionally in Alexandria; relics reportedly transferred to Venice in AD 828. 
o St. Mark’s Basilica in Venice built to house and honor these relics, strengthening the tradition’s legacy. 

D. CHRONOLOGICAL CHALLENGES TO THE ALEXANDRIAN NARRATIVE 

• 1. Conflict with Biblical Timeline  
o Traditional date of Mark’s arrival in Alexandria (commonly cited as AD 42–49) directly conflicts with Acts, 

which clearly places Mark with Barnabas and Paul during that same period (Acts 12–15, c. AD 46–50). 
o Mark’s later documented association with Peter (1 Pet. 5:13, mid-60s AD) complicates any notion of 

continuous early residency in Alexandria. 
• 2. Possible Solutions to Chronological Issues  

o Multiple Visits Theory: Initial brief evangelization shortly after separation from Paul and Barnabas, followed 
by later return after working with Peter. 

o Later Date Theory: Propose adjusting traditional arrival dates to around AD 50–60. 
o Symbolic or Legendary Explanation: Acknowledge possible legendary exaggerations or symbolic dating 

within tradition, focusing on core historical claim rather than precise chronological details. 

 


