
The Question of Inerrancy 
 
The great watershed of the Bible is inspiration! Is it God's inspired word, as the Christian faith has 
maintained up until the middle of the last century without dissent? Or is it, as the historical-critical 
theologian, the form or source critic, or the advocate of the "New hermeneutic" maintain, a human montage 
of various writings, accounts, fables, traditions that must be approached critically, sorted out, "de-
mythologized",  and translated into modern science and philosophy? A lesser watershed has developed 
within those who claim the Bible is inspired - these who claim inerrancy for all Scripture in all that it 
teaches and affirms and those who claim "limited inerrancy allowing room for errors in science, history and 
other "unessential" matters to the Bible's religious teaching. 
 
“However stated and however limited, the difference between the two views at present is that some of 
Scripture, but net all, comprises the revelation of God, and that portion of Scripture that does this can be 
trusted and is true and free from error ... the errancy camp is divided and can be expected to be divided, 
over questions that may or may not bear upon matters of faith. Does the belief or disbelief in a historical 
Adam and Eve have anything to do with the "infallible rule of faith?" Does the acceptance of Jonah as a 
novella rather than history, the " non-messianic authorship  of the Pentateuch, the non-historical character 
of the first eleven  chapters of Genesis, the theory of two Isaiahs, the late dating of the book of Daniel, the 
non-Pauline authorship of books like Ephesians and the Prison Epistles, and the non-Petrine authorship of 
2 Peter relate to non-revelational matters or do they involve the "rule of faith"? Who is to decide, and on 
what basis, what constitutes the material that is to be trusted and that which is not to be trusted? Does  it 
make any difference whether one believes in the virgin birth of Christ and the physical resurrection from 
the dead? No one can escape these questions and answers must be provided for them by those who deny 
inerrancy " Lindsell, The Battle for The Bible, pp. 138,139. 
 
Here are some examples of ways that "limited inerrancy" (infallible, yet errant) has been expressed by 
individuals within Evangelicalism: 
 

 "There are two kinds of Scripture revelational and non-revelational. Non-revelational Scripture has 
errors in it; revelational Scripture can be fully trusted Scripture that doesn't involve matters of faith 
and practice is not inerrant."  
 
"It doesn't matter if the Bible contains error, since error doesn't invalidate the message of law and 
Gospel. God can work through error." "The thing that matters about any book of the Bible is not who 
wrote it, but whether the voice of God is heard in it."  
 
"Paul's reference to Adam, as well as the words of Jesus in Matt 19:4-9 may he taken as a 
revelational presentation of the truth of God inherent in the Genesis account without necessarily 
giving sanction to the literal historicity of the details of the account."  
 
"Some people still argue that the Bible is a perfect authority even in scientific matters. But if that 
were so, how does it happen that the conception of the earth's shape found in Scripture has been 
shown not to be a literal fact? me purpose of the Bible is not to tell men the shape of the earth. Its 
purpose is to lead men to God." 

  
The crucial question that must be asked any proponent of "limited inerrancy" is "hew do you determine 
what is essential?" Who or what is to be the Judge of the Scriptures? It is significant that using arguments 
like the above-the important doctrines of the Bible have been compromised with use of the historical-
critical method (which has an anti-supernatural bias at its very heart), accommodation of Scripture to 
modern scientific views (such as evolution), rejection and reconstruction of historical events in the Bible, 
even reconstructing the Gospels as collected traditions and stories circulated in early Christianity, net true 
accounts. only a fully inspired, inerrant Scripture can be trusted as the Judge and corrector of our faith and 
practice. The Gospel message can not be divorced from m its context in real history and true science. 
 



J. I. Packer says: "It is net enough to fight and win the battle for biblical inerrancy if we are then going  to 
lose the battle for understanding the Bible and so for living under its authority. We must be clear therefore 
on the rules of interpretation, and with that be working constantly to get the blinkers off our spiritual eyes 
so that breadth of practical insight may be ours." 
 
 
 
 
THE CHICAGO STATEMENT ON BIBLICAL INERRANCY, Oct. 28, 1978 Three 
hundred scholars from various denominations and theological schools met in Chicago in October, 1978 to articulate the 
common " understanding of inerrancy which they believed themselves to have The substance is in this statement : 
 
1. God, who is Himself Truth and speaks truth only, has inspired Holy  Scripture in order 'hereby 
to reveal Himself to feat mankind through Jesus Christ as Creator and Lord, Redeemer and 
Judge. holy Scripture is God's witness to Himself. 
 
2. Holy Scripture, being God's own Word, written by men prepared and superintended by His 
Spirit, is of infallible divine authority in all matters upon which it touches: it is to be believed, as 
God's  instruction, in ill that it affirms; obeyed, as God's command, in all that it requires; 
embraced, , as God's pledge, in all that it promises. 
 
3. The Holy Spirit, its divine Author, both authenticates it to us by His inward witness and opens 
our minds to understand its meaning. 
 
4. Being wholly and verbally God-given, Scripture is without error or fault in all its teaching, no 
less in what it states about God's acts in creation ant the events of world history, and about its 
own literary origins under God, than in its witness to God's saving grace in individual lives. 
 
5. The authority of Scripture is inescapably impaired if this total divine inerrancy is in any way 
limited or disregarded, or made relative to a view of truth contrary to the Bible's own; and such 
lapses bring serious loss to both the individual and the Church. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

A balanced system of interpretation is needed. At the heart is a proper 
view of Scripture as the revealed and written Word of God, inspired 

and inerrant. The due consideration must be given to its language and 
literary forms, its historical context and content, and the unity of its 

doctrinal teaching. In all this the perspective of the reader is important 
as well, the need for submission to the Word as God’s revelation and 

the illumination of the Spirit which comes through a heart of faith. 

 


