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Introduction 

• Historically, a Fundamentalist was a Christian who held to the five fundamentals outlined in the 1910s. 

o The inspiration of Scripture (The Bible is God’s Word) 

o The virgin birth of Jesus Christ 

o The substitutionary death of Jesus Christ 

o The bodily resurrection of Jesus Christ 

o The historic reality of the miracles of Scripture. 

• Because of the impending implosion of evangelicalism, fundamentalism needs to strengthen its position 

on four key areas, in order to distinguish itself from evangelicalism. 

Adjustment #1: Solidifying its Kingdom Position 

The Kingdom Issue is what separated fundamentalists from evangelicals 

• In the 1950s and 1960s, George Eldon Ladd popularized inaugurated eschatology, the idea that the 

Kingdom of God is already/not yet.  

• Until that time, fundamentalists had exclusively held the doctrine of a future, Theocratic Kingdom. After 

the 1950s, the inaugurated eschatology position was largely held by evangelicals and rejected by 

fundamentalists. 

• Russell Moore (ERLC of the SBC) builds the entirety of his ethical position on inaugurated eschatology. 

He speaks of the primary importance of Kingdom doctrine in many of his works. In this quote, he talks of 

the devide between fundamentalists and evangelicals over this issue. 

o “In 1947, an evangelical consensus on the Kingdom-and its implications for the whole of life-

seemed nearly impossible. After all, the evangelical coalition was agreed on the “fundamentals” 

of biblical inerrancy, substitutionary atonement, bodily resurrection, personal regeneration, and 

so forth. But the coalition was badly divided on the Kingdom itself between dispensationalists and 

covenant theologians. Remarkably, the past generation has seen evangelical theology coalesce 

around a consensus view of the Kingdom as “already and not yet”-with both dispensationalists 

and covenant theologians moving toward one another. The Kingdom understandings that 

previously kept fundamentalists isolated have now been corrected by a more biblical portrait of 

the Kingdom and its relationship to the future reign of Christ, the present reality of the church, 

and the cosmic scope of salvation. This provides the basis for a renewed and biblically informed 

evangelical public theology.”1 (Emphasis mine). 

o Note that it is his view that this issue is what “kept fundamentalists isolated.” He is correct in this 

regard, and fundamentalists should remain isolated on this regard. 

o Note also that it is his view that the fundamentalist position “has now been corrected by a more 

biblical portrait of the Kingdom.” This view is incorrect and has led to the leftist positions held by 

Moore. 

• D.A. Carson is a leading evangelical scholar, who wrote: 

o “Kingdom” no longer primarily conjures up a theocratic state in which God rules by his human 

vassal in the Davidic dynasty. It conjures up the immediate transforming reign of God, dawning 

now in the ministry, death, resurrection, ascension, and session of Jesus, the promised Messiah, 

and consummated at his return. Eschatology is thereby transformed. The locus of the people of 

God is no longer national and tribal; it is international, transracial, transcultural. If the Old 

Testament prophets constantly look forward to the day when God will act decisively, the New 

                                                                 
1 http://www.russellmoore.com/2003/09/17/the-evangelical-conscience-still-uneasy-after-all-these-years/ - 
accessed September 27, 2017. 
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Testament writers announce that God has acted decisively, and that this is “good news,” gospel, 

of universal, eternal significance and stellar importance. 2 

o Note that Kingdom as “theocratic state” has been rejected and “the locus of the people of God is 

no longer national” (i.e.: Jewish). 

Fundamentalists today may be easily taken in by bad jargon 

• The already/not yet concept of the Kingdom has become so pervasive that it is easy for a fundamentalist 

to inadvertently adopt bad Kingdom theology. 

• It is imperative that Kingdom theology be taken from a close study of Scripture, not books on the 

Kingdom. 

• Fundamentalists might use the jargon of an “already” Kingdom when they do not hold to a present 

Kingdom. Jargon, however, can precede actual theological views. 

What the Kingdom is not— 

• The sovereignty of God – God has never not been sovereign, yet the Bible teaches the Kingdom as something not 

yet established, something to seek and pray for.  

• “Wherever God rules and reigns” – this common definition sounds good, but is really more of the Lordship of Jesus 

Christ in an individual, church, or community. There have always been individuals, places, and circumstances in 

which God ruled and reigned.  

• The invisible works of God – this is providence, and is prevalent in all ages as recorded in Scripture. 

• The local church – the church comes under the headship (not Kingship) of Jesus Christ, but is not ever described 

in the Scripture as the Kingdom. 

• The spread of the Gospel – this is missions and evangelism and has great value, but is not ever described as an 

expansion of the Kingdom. 

What if you accept Inaugurated Eschatology? 

• Two theological issues: 

o You will need to define when the Kingdom was partially inaugurated.  

o You will need to display what parts of the Kingdom were inaugurated (and what parts are left for 

the future). 

• Four practical issues: 

o The social gospel will become a primary tool for the so-called expansion of the Kingdom. 

▪ The Kingdom is a place of social, economic, and racial equality, thus the church must use 

political and other means to bring about such equalities in society. 

o Charismatic theology will become prevalent in some manner, because charismatic gifts are 100% 

Kingdom related. 

o Replacement theology will set in because the Kingdom is in place in the USA and other non-

Jewish nations. 

o Some form of theocratic state is a strong possibility because the Biblical Kingdom is political.  

Recommendation 

• Evangelicalism and Inaugurated Eschatology are almost synonymous. 

• Fundamentalists must be prepared to teach about the Kingdom, showing why it rejects an already/not yet 

Kingdom. If they do so, they can welcome evangelicals without becoming evangelical. 

                                                                 
2 The Gagging of God (2011, 15th Anniversary Edition), pg. 254. Quote accessed at 
https://davidschrock.com/2017/05/24/grasping-the-already-and-the-not-yet-four-quotes-on-inaugurated-
eschatology/ 

http://www.wtsbooks.com/gagging-of-god-d-a-carson-9780310242864?utm_source=dschrock&utm_medium=blogpartners

	Introduction
	Adjustment #1: Solidifying its Kingdom Position
	The Kingdom Issue is what separated fundamentalists from evangelicals
	Fundamentalists today may be easily taken in by bad jargon
	What the Kingdom is not—
	What if you accept Inaugurated Eschatology?
	Recommendation


