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In the fall of 1978, in response to a controversy that had been mounting among evangelicals over the

previous 25 years, a group of about 300 scholars and pastors gathered in a Chicago hotel seeking to

clearly define the traditional understanding of inerrancy. The result of their collective effort was the the

Chicago Statement on Biblical Inerrancy (CSBI)—a 5,000-word document that provided a theologically

nuanced definition of the historic doctrine.

But that was 1978. Recent literature suggests (and numerous personal conversations confirm) that many

evangelicals—especially the younger generation—have little or no knowledge of the CSBI. If you are

among those who have never heard of the CSBI, Norman Geisler and William Roach, authors of Defending

Inerrancy: Affirming the Accuracy of Scripture for a New Generation, will be happy to inform you. Geisler is

a founding member of the International Council on Biblical Inerrancy, a small group that organized the

Chicago summit in October 1978. Roach is part of the new generation of evangelicals who hope to renew

the CSBI’s influence.

Soon after its launch, the CSBI enjoyed immediate influence among evangelicals, especially within the

Southern Baptist Convention and the Evangelical Theological Society. Geisler and Roach, however, lament

that some evangelicals seem to be relegating the CSBI to the past as an outmoded artifact. Certain

professing evangelicals (and one evangelical-turned-agnostic) have recently published a host of writings

that either explicitly reject the CSBI (or portions thereof) or affirm hermeneutical frameworks that

undermine the doctrine of inerrancy as defined by the CSBI. So Geisler and Roach ask whether inerrancy

as defined by the CSBI can be reaffirmed and defended by a new generation. In order to determine the

answer this question, Geisler and Roach frame the rest of their book around two distinct sections: 1) The

Recent Challenges to Inerrancy, and 2) A Reexamination of Inerrancy.

The Recent Challenges to Inerrancy

In the first of these two sections, Geisler and Roach investigate 10 noteworthy writers who have recently

challenged the traditional view of inerrancy. There is much helpful insight in these chapters. Geisler and

Roach answer these challenges with clear and reasoned arguments while demonstrating specifically where

a given position departs from the CSBI. They target several recurring themes among those who depart

from the traditional view of inerrancy, such as the charge that the historic defense of inerrancy “dies the

death of a thousand qualifications,” or the notion that Scripture itself only supports partial inerrancy (for

example, inerrancy only applies to redemptive material in the Bible).

There was, however, one major concern in this section. Although the authors are, on the whole, careful to

present their argument against a particular theologian fairly and accurately, I am not sure they did so in

every instance with Kevin Vanhoozer. In their discussion of Vanhoozer’s tendency to use “up-front genre

decisions,” Geisler and Roach quote him at length (146). Geisler and Roach then respond to Vanhoozer’s

statement with a section outlining the problems with making up-front genre decisions before interpreting

a text. They do not, however, explain specifically what is wrong with Vanhoozer’s original statement.

Taken at face value, Vanhoozer’s statement does not necessarily undermine inerrancy. He seems to be

affirming the fact that among the various genres of Scripture, our definition of inerrancy must be nuanced

in such a way so that it applies to Proverbs as well as Chronicles.
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