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 Given the truths we have considered over the past few weeks, the question of Christ’s crucifixion comes to bear.  Why was Christ crucified?  This is a full-orbed question that we seek to answer this morning.  We have seen the fact that Jesus was proclaimed innocent by all the tribunals.  There was no evidence anywhere that anyone could justly accuse Jesus of any offense.  He had stood before the religious leaders and the chief priests’ Annas and Caiaphas after being arrested with no charges.  The Council could find no fault in with Him.  But even though they had no evidence with which to accuse Christ, they were intent on seeing their vile plan of having Jesus put to death through to its conclusion.  So they sent Jesus to Pilate to see what the Roman courts would do.  Again, just as with the Jews, Pilate found no guilt.  However, remembering whose jurisdiction Jesus fell under as a Galilean, Pilate sent Him to Herod.  Herod’s verdict was, “Not guilty of anything deserving death.”  He sent Jesus back to Pilate, who again pronounced Jesus’ innocence while releasing a known criminal to the crowds in an effort to appease them.  Jesus, the innocent One, was then taken out, beaten, scourged and mocked.


Jesus innocence is indisputable – so why was He treated as a criminal?  Why was He crucified?  Some try to find some solace by asking, “Who crucified Jesus?”  If Jesus was innocent of any charge, then someone was guilty of putting to death an innocent man.  However, this only addresses part of the truth.  Some were guilty, but not all.  The New Testament gives four distinct answers to the question, “Who crucified Jesus?”: the Jews, the Romans, the human race, and God the Father.  We will address the first two groups from our text and the last two by way of application in considering the doctrine of Christ’s crucifixion.
I.  Why Was Christ Crucified? (15:21-32)


To answer this question we look at the brutal event of the crucifixion itself.  It is true that on that day at Golgotha both the Jews and the Romans were guilty of murder.  Peter Lewis suggests how these two groups could come to the place of killing the innocent Lamb:
The first answer (that being the Jews) tells the tragedy of a people who, despite their long preparation in providence and grace, failed to recognize their true Messiah and rejected Him. The second (that being the Romans) reminds us that the contempt against Christ was the calculated response of the Gentile world to the King of Love, not just a Jewish response.


Peter proclaimed this very truth in his sermons at Pentecost.  In Acts 2:22-23, Peter reminded his audience, 22 “Men of Israel, listen to these words: Jesus the Nazarene, a man attested to you by God with miracles and wonders and signs which God performed through Him in your midst, just as you yourselves know— 23 this Man… you nailed to a cross (the Jews) by the hands of godless men (the Romans) and put Him to death.”  Peter spelled it out in greater detail in Acts 4:27,  “For truly in this city there were gathered together against Your holy servant Jesus, whom You anointed, both Herod and Pontius Pilate, along with the Gentiles and the peoples of Israel.”

Peter showed the ridicule and the contempt that both the Jews and the Romans displayed in crucifying Jesus the Innocent.  Theirs was an outright rebellion against the person and work of Christ, a rebellion that darkened minds and depraved hearts always demonstrate in their hatred of God.  Their actions were nothing more than the outworking of sinful, obstinate hearts.  

1.  Brutalized in His humanity (vv. 21-27)


The crucifixion was an affront to the humanity of Christ.  He was treated as a common criminal.  Crucifixion was so agonizing that the Romans would not execute their own people in this way, the most heinous criminals being the only exception.  The brutality of the entire event began with the scourging and, in Jesus case, the mocking of the Roman soldiers that as we noted last week went far beyond what was required by Roman law.  The scourging has been portrayed medically as follows:
The severe scourging, with its intense pain and appreciable blood loss, most probably left Jesus in a preshock state. Moreover, hematidrosis [bloody sweat in Gethsemane] had rendered his skin particularly tender.  The physical and mental abuse meted out by the Jews and the Romans, as well as the lack of food, water and sleep, also contributed to his generally weakened state. Therefore, even before the actual crucifixion, Jesus’ physical condition was at least serious and possibly critical.


Following the near death scourging, Jesus was then forced to bear His cross to the place of execution.  This probably consisted only of the crosspiece, which was strapped to His back and outstretched arms.  It is at this point in Jesus’ walk to Golgotha that a man named Simon is pressed into service (v. 21).  Mark tells us that Simon was the father of Alexander and Rufus.  This is probably the Rufus that Paul mentioned in Romans 16:13, wishing to send greeting to Rufus and his mother, though Paul does not mention Simon, his father.  From Luke we get the notion that this Simon was really just a passerby, “coming in from the country” (Lk. 23:26) who just happened to be the closest or healthiest specimen available, so the soldiers grab him and make him carry Jesus’ cross.  


Much speculation surrounds this man Simon of Cyrene because of his place in history.  The texts do not indicate that Simon was some sort of superhero who came to the aid of Christ.  Nor do we have any evidence that Simon is at this point or ever was a believer, though some connect this Simon with the Simon in Acts 13 who was a teacher in the church at Antioch.
  There is some significance to the fact that he is named in all three synoptics.  However, it is also significant that John does not even mention this scene in his gospel narrative.  I think this is significant.  The emphasis of the gospels, even though Simon is named, does not seem to focus on him, but on the weakness of Christ at this point.  John’s failure to mention this I think can be attributed to the focus of his gospel being the deity of Christ.  The entirety of John’s account of the crucifixion shows the divine Christ in absolute control of His human faculties.  The synoptics, on the other hand, focus on the humanness of Christ, not to the exclusion of His deity.  The account of Simon being pressed in to service by the soldiers is given to show how beaten down Jesus was, how weakened He was already, how He had been brutalized emotionally, mentally, and physically by the Jews and the Romans over the period of the preceding night, beginning with His arrest and mock trial, and the early morning verdict and trials before Pilate and Herod.  Jesus was extremely weak and in medical terms perhaps even in critical condition.

The time was just before “the third hour,” 9:00 am on Good Friday morning.  Mosaic law required that executions take place outside the city (Num. 15:35) and since hanging on a tree was considered a curse (Deut. 21:23), Jesus was taken outside Jerusalem to be crucified.
  They brought Jesus to the place called “Golgotha,” in the Hebrew translated “Place of a Skull,” the Latin, calvaria.  We cannot be certain of the location, but we can be certain that the legend that it was some sort of graveyard with skulls lying all around is false on two accounts.  First, “skull” is singular and the translation, “Place of a Skull” is correct.  Second, and perhaps more convincing, is that if there were skulls of the dead lying around, the place would have been ceremonially unclean to the Jews.  Therefore, the understanding that the place was given its name because it had the appearance of a skull seems correct.

Then, in somewhat of a twist of irony, the soldiers offered Jesus “wine mixed with myrrh.”  The myrrh had the effect of a narcotic and this concoction of wine and myrrh was often prepared by Jewish women for those about to be executed.  The offer was not an act of mercy on the part of the soldiers but given to numb Jesus, physically and mentally, to the excruciating pain He was about to endure.  Matthew said Jesus tasted the wine (27:34) and then refused it.  Jesus wanted to be clear-headed in those hours on the Cross.  But more importantly, He wished to endure the full measure of pain in order to be our perfect Substitute.  That is how the Jews and the Romans poured contempt on Christ’s human work; that is why they crucified Him.  But they were merely playing their role, fulfilling God’s purpose.  Christ came in the flesh to be the Suffering Servant.  In the Garden of Gethsemane He pledged to drink to the bottom the cup of God’s wrath with all of its physical, emotional, mental, and spiritual agony.  His work in His humanity was to be the perfect substitutionary sacrifice to appease God’s wrath for sin.  This He willingly took on Himself, shown in His rejection of the “wine mixed with myrrh.”

“And they crucified Him.”  On arrival at the site of execution, the victim was placed on the upright; and the slow process of tortured death was begun.  Just how slow and agonizing this process was depended on many details which were controlled by the executioner.
  The first option available to the executioner was whether or not to nail the victim to the cross.  The Romans seemed to favor nailing their victims to the cross, and the Bible is explicit in this detail of Jesus’ crucifixion (John 20:24-29).  However, we need to understand that death would ensue even if nails were not used and the victims were tied to the cross.  It would simply take longer for death to occur if the victims were tied to the cross.

The next consideration in the execution process was the positioning of the spikes on the cross and the manner in which the executioners secured the victim to the cross.  Three spikes were necessary to secure the victim – one in each of the upper extremities and one single spike through both lower extremities.  The spikes were placed in the wrists so that a body could be suspended successfully.  With both wrists fixed to the crosspiece and the victim suspended in this manner, his lungs would remain passively hyperinflated.  In order to exhale so that new air could be inhaled, the victim of crucifixion had to actively lift himself on the cross so that he could force air out of his lungs.

Then, the positioning of the feet, which was critical.  If the feet were secured toward the lower reaches of the suspended body, then obviously the victim would not be able to lift himself much in his effort to exhale.  Consequently, he would expend maximum effort and inhale minimum fresh air.  If, however, the feet were fixed further upward on the vertical piece, then the victim would be able to push himself up considerably more.  This would enable him to exhale more completely and to take in more fresh air.  Therefore, all other things being equal, he would live longer on the cross.  Understanding these factors would make possible the Romans’ “tailoring” of the crucifixion agony to fit the victim.  

Thus we see the gruesome physical act of crucifixion, specially tailored to be brutalize Jesus in His humanity.  The indifference of the soldiers to Jesus’ innocence is demonstrated by their divvying up Jesus’ clothing.  As a final mockery, Pilate had instructed the soldiers to place the charge above Jesus’ head, “THE KING OF THE JEWS.”  John tells us that this was “written in Hebrew, Latin, and Greek” (Jn. 19:19-20), the three languages of the entire world at that time.  This was to assure that every passer by would be able to read and know what was happening.  The scorn and contempt was more visibly demonstrated in that Jesus was crucified between two robbers. Mark does not tell us much about these two other than they hurled abuses at Jesus along with the others.  It is commonly held that these two men were cohorts of one Barabbas, who was destined to hang on that center cross before his release in place of Jesus, who now took his place on the center cross.

2.  Rejected in His deity (vv. 29-32)

This rejection is represented by the entire populace on that day.  “Those passing by,” “the chief priests along with the scribes,” as well as “those who were crucified with Him.”  We know from others accounts that the Roman soldiers chimed in as well.  What was the common thread we see woven through their abuses?  “Save Yourself,” the people cried.  “He save others; He cannot save Himself.  Come down from the cross, so that we may see and believe.”  Remember, the only trumped up charge they had that could stick was that Jesus was a blasphemer.  He claimed to be the Son of God, to have seen God, to be God.  So the taunt, “If you are really who You claim to be, save Yourself!”


It cannot escape our attention that Jesus ministry on the earth ended much as it began.  Jesus was baptized as an indication that His public ministry on earth was to begin and the entire Godhead was present on that occasion.  We will see this is the case as we look at Jesus’ burial and resurrection that conclude Mark’s gospel.  But immediately following Jesus’ baptism, that ushering in of His public ministry, who does Jesus encounter?  Satan in the wilderness, and Satan’s temptations are much along the same line as the taunts of these men.  Satan tempted Jesus to exercise His deity, to take back upon Himself that which He willingly set aside in coming to earth.  Paul recorded that wonderful truth in the great hymn in Philippians 2:5-11:

Philippians 2:5-11 – 5 Have this attitude in yourselves which was also in Christ Jesus, 6 who, although He existed in the form of God, did not regard equality with God a thing to be grasped, 7 but emptied Himself, taking the form of a bond-servant, and being made in the likeness of men. 8 Being found in appearance as a man, He humbled Himself by becoming obedient to the point of death, even death on a cross. 9 For this reason also, God highly exalted Him, and bestowed on Him the name which is above every name, 10 so that at the name of Jesus EVERY KNEE WILL BOW, of those who are in heaven and on earth and under the earth, 11 and that every tongue will confess that Jesus Christ is Lord, to the glory of God the Father.

What design did Satan have in the temptations?  The same as these who now stood at the foot of the cross and yelled, “save Yourself, and come down from the cross!”  The design of both was to thwart God’s way of salvation, a salvation not by the works of men but by the work of one Man, Jesus Christ, the perfect, sinless One.  It is by His work that man is reconciled to God.  It is according to His righteousness that one might be made righteous.  It is often asked, “Could Jesus have come down from the cross?”  That really is an unnecessary and dangerous question because the truth of the matter is He didn’t.  But if you want the answer, it is a resounding, “NO!”  He could not come down because He had committed to save that which was lost, and the only way He could accomplish that was to stay on the cross.  To have come down would have proved Him a liar.  Further, He had committed to drink the cup.  The only way to drink the cup was to remain on the cross.  Ultimately, the only way that Jesus could remain obedient to the Father was to experience the excruciating pain.  Obey God the Father, or obey man?  That is what was at stake.

Here we see a rejection of Christ’s deity.  They mock His truth, they mock His miracles, they mock His power.  As John MacArthur notes,
The only kind of power, natural or supernatural, with which those religious leaders were concerned was that which would serve there own expectations and interests. It would seem certain that, if Jesus had used His power to conquer Rome and establish Israel as the supreme nation on earth as most Jews expected, those leaders and most Jews would have followed Him enthusiastically. But they would not have believed in His as Lord an Savior but only given Him the superficial loyalty necessary to achieve their own ends—just as His nominal followers have done throughout history and continue to do today.  Jesus was not their kind of Messiah, and they had no desire to follow Him in the way He demanded.
II.  Why Preach Christ Crucified?

  Let me first answer according to the obvious.  Both Peter and Paul preached “Christ crucified.”  Peter preached the cross of Christ as issuing from God’s “predetermined plan and foreknowledge” (Acts 2:23) and saw the crucified one as the foreordained end and anti-type of the Old Testament sacrifices.  It was Peter who proclaimed in 1 Peter 1:18-21, 

18 Knowing that you were not redeemed with perishable things like silver or gold from your futile way of life inherited from your forefathers, 19 but with precious blood, as of a lamb unblemished and spotless, the blood of Christ. 20 For He was foreknown before the foundation of the world, but has appeared in these last times for the sake of you 21 who through Him are believers in God, who raised Him from the dead and gave Him glory, so that your faith and hope are in God.

Of course, Paul put it more directly, “we preach Christ crucified” (1 Cor. 1:23), and reminded the Corinthian Christians, “When I came to you, brethren, I did not come with superiority of speech or of wisdom, proclaiming to you the testimony of God.  For I determined to know nothing among you except Jesus Christ, and Him crucified” (1 Cor. 2:1-2).  Peter and Paul provide the simple answer.


J. H. Jowett provided a wonderful application as to why we preach “Christ crucified.”


1.  Christ crucified proclaims the holiness of God

2.  Christ crucified reveals the awfulness of sin

3.  Christ crucified demonstrates the grace of God

4.  Christ crucified prompts a life of holiness

I never got away from Jesus, and Him crucified, and found that when my people were gripped by this great evangelical doctrine of Christ, and Him crucified, I had no need to give them instructions about morality. I found that one followed as sure and inevitable as the other… I find my Indians begin to put on the garments of holiness, and their common life begins to be sanctified even in a trifle when they are possessed by the doctrine of Christ, and Him crucified.

� Peter Lewis, The Glory of Christ, 292.


� Edwards, W.D., Gabel, W.J., and Homer, F.E.: “On the Physical Death of Jesus Christ.” JAMA, 1986, Vol. 255, No. 11, pp 1455-1463.


� See Geoff Thomas, � HYPERLINK "http://alfredplacechurch.org.uk/sermons/mark103.htm" ��http://alfredplacechurch.org.uk/sermons/mark103.htm�, accessed 04/18/2008.  I am willing to accept the possibility that Simon was dead in Romans 16 and therefore Paul did not refer to him in the greeting and that there is a possibility that Simon and his household came to Christ by faith.  That would certainly be glorious!  However, to me there is not enough evidence and the fact remains that it is Christ’s human weakness that should be emphasized, not the man Simon.


� John MacArthur, Matthew 24-28, 253.


� This account from David A. Ball, M.D., � HYPERLINK "http://www.iamtheway.com/crucifixion.htm" ��http://www.iamtheway.com/crucifixion.htm�, accessed 04/18/2008.


� Following outline credited to John Henry Jowett, Classic Sermons on the Cross of Christ, 37-42.


� Quoted by Jowett, 45, from David Brainerd, Life and Journal, edited by Jonathan Edwards.





