FOUR VERSIONS OF ESCHATOLOGY 
(“eschatology”= “world-negation”; see p. 58 in Crossan 2009; p. 52 in 1994 ed.)

All of these are opposed in some way to the dominant (Roman) imperial order.

	
	Future -Oriented
	Present-Oriented



	Retainer Version

(“Retainers” are members of the social elite; they have higher status and greater material security; they are literate, but they belong to groups dominated by an imperial power and thus see the present social and political order as flawed.)

	Example: Psalms of Solomon

The vision is apocalyptic; it imagines the coming of the liberating king; the son of David (a human liberator backed by God)

Crossan 2009, p. 63
	Exemples: Jewish philosopher Philo, Special Laws; the Wisdom of Solomon; the Sentences of Sextus
This perspective asks how can we live “so that God’s power, rule, and dominion are present to all observers.” (One enters the kingdom through wisdom or goodness, virtue, justice, or freedom.)  A style of life now rather than a hope for the future. (Crossan 2009, 63-64)

	Peasant Version

(In this context, “peasant” refers to the mass of the poorest peasants and landless rural poor, insofar as they have become conscious of their oppression.)


	Ex. John the Baptist

The vision is apocalyptic; it involves a ritual action associated with the victories of Moses and Joshua as the Israelites left Egypt and later entered the Promised Land by force.

John the Baptist’s followers didn’t just bathe in the Jordan; they marched through the river, hoping by their action to promote the coming of God’s intervention against the oppressors.

(Crossan 2009, 63; see also 48-52)
	Jesus

(His views can be discovered by a careful reading of the parables and sayings found in Mark, Matthew, and Luke, together with sociological and historical studies of ancient societies and oppressed peasant communities over the centuries.)
What would a lifestyle under God’s dominion look like to an illiterate peasant speaking to peasants?

Rejects Mediterranean “groupism”; endorses an “open [group] equally accessible to all under God.”

Does not endorse modern individualism (avoids the language of rights); appears to attack ancient “family values”—hierarchy, exclusivism.

(Crossan 2009, 65ff.)
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