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Lesson 4 – Characteristics of Scripture (2); The Inerrancy of Scripture 
 
Are there any errors in the Bible?  A brief history of the beginning of the 
debate. 
 
When and where did the battle over Biblical inerrancy begin?  In 1976 a 
professor at Fuller Seminary in California by the name of William LaSor 
wrote a book titled, The Battle for the Bible.  In his book, LaSor makes a 
plea for a concept of biblical authority that preserves the concept of 
theological errorlessness of Scripture, but leaves it open for mistakes in 
matters of history or physical science.  The battle has been raging ever 
since. 
 
What does Christ say about the total trustworthiness of Scripture?  Read 
from the Inerrancy book, page 58. 
 

A) The Meaning of Inerrancy  Definition 
 
1) The inerrancy or Scripture means that Scripture in the original 

manuscripts does not affirm anything that is contrary to fact. 
This definition focuses on the question of truthfulness and falsehood in the 
language of Scripture.  In simple terms, the Bible always tells the truth, and 
that it always tells the truth concerning everything it talks about. 

Ps. 12:6: The words of the Lord are pure words, like silver refined in 
a furnace on the ground, purified seven times. 
 
Prov. 30:5: Every word of God proves true; he is a shield to those 
who take refuge in him. 
 
Num. 23:19: God is not man, that he should lie, or a son of man, that 
he should change his mind. Has he said, and will he not do it? Or has 
he spoken, and will he not fulfill it? 
 

a) This definition does not mean that the Bible tells us every 
fact there is to know about any one subject, but it affirms that 
what it does say about any subject is true. 
 

2) The Bible can be inerrant and still speak in the ordinary language 
of everyday speech. 
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a) e.g. The Bible can speak of the sun rising and the rain falling 
because from the perspective of the speaker this is exactly 
what happens. 
 

b) Inerrancy has to do with truthfulness not with the degree of 
precision with which events are reported. 

For example, a reporter can say that 8,000 men were killed in a battle 
without implying that he has counted everyone. 
 

3) The Bible can be inerrant and still include loose or free quotations. 
 
4) It is consistent with inerrancy to have unusual or uncommon 
grammatical constructions in the Bible. 
 

An illiterate person can still give testimony in a trial even if he or she 

botches the English language while doing so. 

  B). Some Current Challenges to Inerrancy 
 

1) The Bible is only authoritative for “faith and practice.” 
 

a) The purpose of Scripture is to teach us in areas that concern 
“faith and practice” only, so it is possible that the Scripture 
makes false statements in other areas, such as historical or 
scientific facts.  This position is limiting the necessary 
truthfulness of Scripture to matters of “faith and practice”. 
 

b) Often referred to as a belief in the infallibility of Scripture. 
Until about 1960 the word “infallible” was used 
interchangeably with the word “inerrant”.  In recent years, the 
word “infallible” has been used in a weaker sense to mean 
that the Bible will not lead astray in matters of faith and 
practice. 

 
c) Response to this objection: 

The Bible repeatedly affirms that all of Scripture is profitable for us (2 Tim. 
3:16) and that all of it is God-breathed.  Thus it is completely pure. 
 

i) The Bible itself does not make any restriction on the 
kinds of subjects to which it speaks truthfully. 
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1 Tim. 3:16: Great indeed, we confess, is the mystery of 
godliness: He was manifested in the flesh, vindicated by 
the Spirit, seen by angels, proclaimed among the nations, 
believed on in the world, taken up in glory. 
 
Ps 119:96: I have seen a limit to all perfection, but your 
commandment is exceedingly broad. 

 
Prov. 30:5: Every word of God proves true; he is a shield 
to those who take refuge in him. 
 

 
(a) The New Testament contains further affirmations of 

the reliability of all parts of Scripture, including 
numerous references to OT historical events. 

Paul says that he worships God, “believing everything laid down by the law 
or written in the Prophets”  
Acts 24:14. “But this I confess to you, that according the Way which they 
call a sect, so I worship the God of my fathers, believing all things which 
are written in the Law and in the Prophets.” 

 
Rom. 15:4: For whatever was written in former days was 
written for our instruction, that through endurance and 
through the encouragement of the Scriptures in which we 
might have hope. 

 
1 Cor. 10:11: Now these things happened to them as an 
example, but they were written down for our instruction, 
on whom the end of the ages has come. 

 
ii) This position mistakes the major purpose of 

Scripture for the total purpose of Scripture.   
Limiting the necessary truthfulness of Scripture to matters of “faith and 
practice” includes only the most prominent purpose of God in giving us 
Scripture.  It is an error to deny that it is part of the purpose of Scripture to 
tell us about minor historical details or about some aspects of astronomy or 
geography, and so forth. 
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It is better to say that the whole purpose of Scripture is to say everything it 
does say on whatever subject.  Every one of God’s words in Scripture was 
deemed by Him to be important for us.  Who are as sinful creatures to pass 
judgment on what God has chosen to put in His word. 
 
God issues severe warnings to anyone who would take away even one 
word from what He has said to us.  Rev. 22:18-19. “For I testify to everyone 
who hears the words of the prophecy of this book:  If anyone adds to these 
things, God will add to him the plagues that are written in this book; and if 
anyone takes away from this prophecy, God shall take away his part from 
the Book of Life, from the holy city, and from the things which are written in 
this book.”   
 
We cannot add to God’s words or take from them, for all are part of His 
larger purpose in speaking to us.  God does not say anything 
unintentionally, but rather has an intended purpose for every word. 

 
2) Objection: We have no inerrant manuscripts; therefore, talk about 

an inerrant Bible is misleading.  
 

a) Those that make this objection point to the fact that --
Inerrancy has always, only been claimed for the original 
manuscripts, none of which survive, making the discussion 
pointless. 

God has so ordained that none of the original manuscripts have survived 
(in His mercy to us).  We have only copies of copies of what Moses or Paul 
or Peter wrote.  The opponents say “If only the original manuscripts are 
inerrant and they are not with us, then arguing over inerrancy is pointless.” 

 
b) Response to the objection: 

i) For over 99% of the words of the Bible, we know what 
the original manuscripts said; therefore, we can affirm the 
inerrancy of the words in the manuscripts to the extent 
that they are the same as in the originals. 

Even in the verses where there is textual differences between the ancient 
copies, the correct decision is often very clear and there are very few 
places where the textual variant is both difficult to evaluate and significant 
in determining the meaning.  In the small percentage of cases where there 
is significant uncertainty about the meaning regarding what the original text 
said, the general sense of the sentence is usually clear from the context.  
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We can see the variants in our modern English translations where they are 
indicated in the marginal notes with words such as “some ancient 
manuscripts read…”. 
 
The study of textual variants has not left us in confusion about the original 
manuscripts but rather brought us extremely close to the content of those 
original manuscripts.  For most practical purposes, the current published 
scholarly texts of the Hebrew Old Testament and Greek New Testament 
are the same as the original manuscripts.  Thus, when it is said that the 
original manuscripts are inerrant, it is implied that 99 percent of the of the 
words in our present manuscripts are also inerrant, for  they are exact 
copies of the originals.  Furthermore, we know where the uncertain 
readings are.  Thus, our present manuscripts are for most purposes the 
same as the original manuscripts, and the doctrine of inerrancy directly 
concerns our present manuscripts as well. 
 
It is extremely important to affirm the inerrancy of the original manuscripts 
for the subsequent copies were made by men with no claim or guarantee 
by God that these copies would be perfect.  But the original manuscripts 
are those to which the claims to be God’s very words apply. 

 
3) The biblical writers “accommodated” their messages in minor 

details to the false ideas current in their day, and affirmed or 
taught those ideas in an incidental way. 
 

a) When the biblical writers were attempting to make a larger 
point, they sometimes incidentally affirmed some 
falsehood believed by the people of their time. 
 

b) Response to this objection: 
 

i) God is Lord of human language who can use 
human language to communicate perfectly without 
having to affirm any false ideas. 
 

ii) Such an “accommodation” by God to our 
misunderstandings would imply that God had acted 
contrary to his character as the God who cannot lie. 
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Num. 23:19: God is not man, that he should lie, or a son 
of man, that he should change his mind. Has he said, and 
will he not do it? Or has he spoken, and will he not fulfill 
it? 
 
Titus 1:2: in hope of eternal life, which God, who never 
lies, promised before the ages began 
 
Heb. 6:18: so that by two unchangeable things, in which it 
is impossible for God to lie, we who have fled for refuge 
might have strong encouragement to hold fast to the hope 
set before us. 
 
iii) A process of accommodation, if it actually had 

occurred, would create a serious moral problem for 
us, if we are to imitate God and God is proved to by 
a liar. 

 
Lev. 11:44: For I am the Lord your God. Consecrate 
yourselves therefore, and be holy, for I am holy. You shall 
not defile yourselves with any swarming thing that crawls 
on the ground. 
 
Luke 6:36: Be merciful, even as your Father is merciful. 
 
Eph. 5:1: Therefore be imitators of God, as beloved 
children. 
 

4) Inerrancy overemphasizes the divine aspect of Scripture and 
neglects the human aspect.  
 

a) Response to this objection: 
 
i)  It is agreed that Scripture has both a human and a 

divine aspect; but this does not demand that the 
Scripture possesses errors to be “human.” 

 
(a) God was overseeing the process of the writing of 

Scripture. 
(b) Human speech and writing can be absent of error. 
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5) There are some clear errors in the Bible. 

 
a) Response to this objection: 

 
i) In which specific verse or verses do these errors occur? 

There are some numerical errors in the Old Testament, 
but these errors have no influence on the historical 
account. 
 

ii) The small number of problem texts should not be the 
basis of the rejection of inerrancy and especially inerrancy 
of the original documents. 

 

B) Higher Criticism and Biblical Inerrancy 
 
1) Higher Criticism is the art of seeing literature exactly as it is and 

estimating it accordingly.   
 

2) Higher Criticism becomes negative criticism when it assumes the 
right to pass rationalistic judgment on Scripture’s own claims about 
its composition and historicity. 

 
C) Problems with Denying Inerrancy 

 
1) If we deny inerrancy, a serious moral problem confronts us: May 

we imitate God and intentionally lie in small matters also? 
 

2) If inerrancy is denied, we begin to wonder if we can really trust 
God in anything he says. 

 
3) If we deny inerrancy, we essentially make our own human minds a 
higher standard of truth than God’s word itself. 
 
4) If we deny inerrancy, then we must also say that the Bible is wrong 
not only in minor details but in some of its doctrines as well. 


