THE BATTLE FOR INERRANCY

The Battle Ground

Every analyst of the Bible should realize that the Book [the Bible] is a veritable miasma of contradictions, inconsistencies, inaccuracies, poor science, bad math, inaccurate geography, immoralities, degenerate heroes, false prophecies, boring repetitions, childish superstitions, silly miracles, and dry-as-dust discourse...If there is any aspect in which the Bible is unique among pieces of literature it lies in the number of contradictions it contains. For one to list all of the Bible's inconsistencies would require score of chapters if not several books.

This is a statement from the Encyclopedia of Biblical Errancy, a book whose existence demonstrates the apostasy in our world today.  The long held belief in the full authority of the Bible is being attacked today by many within the Christian faith, who claim that Christianity stands upon a Bible with errors. Many eminent evangelicals have joined the battle over the years on the side of inerrancy including: Beegle, Jewett, Davis, Rogers, McKim, Daniel P. Fuller, George E. Ladd, William S. LaSor, Charles Kraft, Robert Mounce, and F. F. Bruce, and many more.
  

At stake is more than just a doctrine of some minor importance but a doctrine on which the whole of Scripture hinges.  Ryrie points out that errantists today affect seminary students who affect their churches and consequently, affect their denominations.
  These false teachers plant seeds of doubt in the minds of many, assuring them that they can have their cake (the authority of the Bible) and eat it too (the errors in the Bible).
  When the entire debate is over the simple truth remains, the rejection of Biblical inerrancy may very well imply a lack of a hardened heart commitment to God.
 

What Does Inerrancy Mean?


In article XII of the landmark Chicago Statement of Biblical Inerrancy the writers affirmed that: “Scripture in its entirety is inerrant, being free from all falsehood, fraud, and deceit.”
  According to Paul D. Feinberg: 


Inerrancy means that when all facts are known, the Scriptures in

their original autographs and properly interpreted will be shown to

be wholly true in everything that they affirm, whether that has to

do with doctrine or morality or with the social, physical, or life

sciences.

What Does Inerrancy Not Mean?


The full scope of the inerrancy debate is beyond this paper.  After cursory research however, it seems that much of the debate could be solved, or at least furthered through the proper defining of what inerrancy is not.   

Feinberg lays out seven reasons some people criticize inerrancy, all of which are misunderstandings of what inerrancy is not.
  First, inerrancy does not demand a strict adherence to the rules of 20th century grammar; the Word of God comes to us in another language from another time in history.  Second, inerrancy does not exclude figures of speech and poetic devices; there are many literary genres in the Bible with different styles and forms.  Third, inerrancy does not demand historical or semantic precision; what is stated is true and adequately stated for the precision of the day.  Fourth, inerrancy does not demand the technical language of modern science; it would be silly to expect the writers of Scripture to write outside of the common observational language in a scientific technical language not yet in use.  Fifth, inerrancy does not require verbal exactness in the citation of the Old Testament by the New Testament; we cite statements today in many different ways, few of which use exact verbal replication.  Sixth, inerrancy does not mean that the sayings of Jesus contain the exact words of Jesus, only the exact voice; this goes with the fifth statement.  Seventh, inerrancy does not guarantee the exhaustive comprehension of any account; in essence, God has revealed only what He wants us to know and no more.

The Philosophy of Errancy

Jay Ramsy Michaels makes the point that “all we can do is describe and analyze the data of Scripture, interpret the Word of God, and bring it to bear on our varied life situations.  It is our calling neither to question nor to defend, but to understand and obey.”
  It must be asked then, how Mr. Michaels determines the extent to which the Scripture is authoritative to do this very thing.  He, perhaps unknowingly, aligns himself with Spinoza, one of the strongest anti-supernatural writers in history, who makes the similar statement: “Scripture does not teach philosophy, but merely obedience, and that all it contains has been adapted to the multitude.”
  Geisler sums up and refutes Spinoza’s criteria for determining what is authentic and thus authoritative in the Scripture when he says:

In short, [according to Spinoza], if a passage teaches love and justice it is authentic.  The circularity of this procedure did not seem to occur to Spinoza’s a priori mind.  How do we know the biblical teachings of love and justice to begin with, unless they are derived from Scripture?

The Biblical case for Inerrancy

There is more evidence for the Inerrancy of the Bible than can be presented here.  Nonetheless, the basic implicit claim the Bible makes about it’s own inspiration and subsequent inerrancy can be easily seen in just a few of the many passages.  Matthew seems to directly address Spinoza and Michaels with the recording of Jesus’ words “It is written, Man shall not live by bread alone, but by every word that proceedeth out of the mouth of God (Matt. 4:4).  These words seem clear enough, especially in view of what Paul wrote to Timothy: “All scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness (2 Timothy 3:16).”  This means that all Scripture is “God-breathed,” in all aspects making every part of it the Word of God.  Because the Bible is the very utterance of God and since God is completely true and without error, it follows that the Bible contains no error in the original autograph.
  Hence, whatever the Bible affirms is true because it is God’s Word to man and God does not lie or make mistakes.  From the lips of Peter we learn that the inspiration of Scripture results from the Holy Spirit supernaturally enabling the human authors to verbalize accurately, in their own unique style, the very Words of God.
  He says thus: “For the prophecy came not in old time by the will of man: but holy men of God spake as they were moved by the Holy Ghost (2 Peter 1:21).”  

It seems in just a few key verses that the Bible makes the clear affirmation that it is indeed the very Word of God given to us from the source of truth from a God who cannot lie (Rom. 3:4; John 14:6; 17:17).  In the same way we believe that a sinless God-Man was begotten from the union of the Holy Spirit and sinful flesh, we can believe, in like manner and with the same justification, that the perfection of God’s Word has been preserved, even though written by human authors.
  

Conclusion


In this examination of some of the basic problems of an errant view of the Bible it is easily seen that this subject is of vital importance.  Much of the debate might be settled through the proper definition of what inerrancy is and is not.  Using circular logic and demonstrating a callused heart, those holding to an errant view of the Bible have no real way of knowing what parts of it to obey.  They deny the plain meaning of clear passages that proclaim its inerrancy, and pass on the poison of doubt and uncertainty to future generations of Christians.  This is a battle that we must fight today or we may lose more than just one doctrine; we may lose the whole authority of Scripture.     
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