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Chapter 1: Errors of Interpretation 

For every person who lived long enough, it is very easy to understand that the notion of 
interpreting things is always present in our daily life.  For example, if I said: “Last year, I had 
many ups and downs”.  What do I mean?  Some interpretations of these same words could be 
suggested. I will give you only three.1 

1. Somebody will say: “This year, he was sometimes joyful, sometimes sad.” 
2. Somebody will say: “This year, he had a lot of trouble to keep the same weight 

due to a severe diet he tried to follow.  Sometimes his weight was increasing, 
sometimes it was decreasing.” 

3. Somebody will say: “This year, he travelled a lot by plane and car.  Sometimes 
he was in the air (up), sometimes he was on the ground (down).” 

 
As you can see, many ways of interpreting the same sentence are possible.  It is always 

such when the one who has to interpret does not really know the exact context in which the 
affirmation was made.  If it is true with everything in life, the Bible is no exception.  Some 40 
different authors have written the inspired texts and according to many parameters we must 
allow them the right to be properly interpreted.  Many will tell me: “But we should not interpret 
the Bible.”  Unfortunately, as strange as it might seem, this saying is a pure foolishness.  The 
Bible, like any other book, has to be interpreted.  Otherwise, there will be as much 
interpretations as persons who reading it.  And it is a real problem in the realm of theology today 
as it has always been the case in the past.  “If God had given us such a mind to understand all 
things the same way”, would say someone.  But, in His wisdom, He saw it in a different way.  
Men and women of all times have had tough moments willing to correctly interpret the Bible. 

 
Usually, there are at least three reasons why such a problem exists.  Some errors of 

interpretation are related to the prejudices and biases of people.  Other errors are related to 
meaning and perception of people.  Lastly, some errors are related to collection and 
integration.  There is here a common denominator: depraved and sinful human beings.  It is 
always the ultimate source of error.  Now let’s take a brief look of each one of these categories. 
 

1. Errors related to prejudices and biases 
 Only God is omniscient.  His knowledge is perfect in all things, which is not the case for 
us.  Because we lack of so many informations in our minds it becomes natural to note so many 
difficulties in our ways of understanding His Word.2  One more thing.  It is totally impossible to 
approach the Bible (or any other field of knowledge we are interested in) and to be totally 
impartial, neutral or perfectly objective.  We all have our grid of thinking about the investigated 
matter.  Our background is probably the primary cause of it, but some other things might be 
there without we realize them at all.  Human beings are like that.  We call that “our 
presuppositions” in a specific subject. 

                                                 

1
 Many others could be proposed. 

2
 We must not forget either that His Word is infallible and inerrant.  Thus, it is without any possible error in 
its autographs. 
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For example, I remember one day being seated in the office of a Pentecostal minister 
and we had a heated discussion about the question of the gift of speaking in tongues.  While I 
was forced to admit to him that I did not believe in what was practised in his church, he assured 
me that had he become a Christian in a Baptist church, as I had, he probably would have had 
the same convictions than mine.  But here is the point.  This man was totally biased.  His 
convictions were based on a denominational viewpoint rather than on the Word of God.3  I was 
very sad to hear that.  His main argument was that the gift of tongues was the initial outward 
sign of the baptism of the Holy Spirit.  So I opened my Bible and make my case very clear on 
the basis or what Paul said in 1 Cor. 12.30 where it says: 

 
“Do all possess gifts of healing? Do all speak with tongues? Do all interpret?” 
 
That rhetorical way of asking questions was another way of saying that the clear answer 

of the apostle Paul was “NO” to all those questions.  The other minister accepted it very well 
also.  The next step to make my case was the following, reading from 1 Cor. 12.13: 

 
“For in one Spirit we were all baptized into one body- Jews or Greeks, slaves or free- 

and all were made to drink of one Spirit.” 
 
My point was done!  He was forced to admit that “according to Pentecostalism”, yes the 

gift of tongues was the sign of the baptism in the Holy Spirit, but according to Paul and God IT 
WAS NOT TRUE!  He was very confused and jammed.  However, while he was forced, by the 
strong evidence of the biblical text, because he was not right as well as his church, he refused 
to change his conviction on the subject.  Why?  Simply because his denomination had and 
still has a strong hold on him and had made him biased.  That is, among other things, what 
we mean by a biased mind which is oftentimes the cause of so many errors of interpretation of 
the Bible. 
 
 How could we explain that?  First, human being is a creature with a will.  The moment 
one talks about will, the tendency to the subjective preferences makes surface.  And because of 
sin, man is always inclined to distort the Word of God and any other truth.  Besides, it is a real 
matter that is present as well in the mind of the believer as the non believer’s.  There are some 
reasons to that.  Let us look at them for a moment. 
 

BASIC HUMAN TENDENCY IS TO DISTORT THINGS 
 
 The ever presence of sin in man is the great responsible for this problem.  Because of 
sin, man has not only the capacity, but especially the tendency or the inclination to go towards 
what is wrong.  Paul said that man has not even the minute capacity to submit himself to the will 
of God.  But watch this.  Our capacity to be obedient comes from being willing to do it.  There is 
no coercion here.  The Bible showed us many instances where the will of man was totally 
unable to obey the law of the Lord.  And to arrive at such a reaction from our part, one must see 
a natural tendency to be resistant to the truth.  The lack of divine wisdom in man is also another 
way of saying that he is unable to submit himself to it.  Even though he reads all the books 
concerning truth, the potential to distort the real sense of the will of God is still there on the 
inside of him.  Hermeneutics is of great help in that particular issue.  But, the greatest difficulty is 
to be willing to lay aside our subjective presuppositions and to submit ourselves totally to the 
Word of God and the influence of the Holy Spirit.  It is the safest way out for our success. 

                                                 
3
 In fact, it is often the case in many doctrinal points. 
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BASIC HUMAN TENDENCY IS TO DISBELIEVE 
 
 Several examples in the Bible show us clearly that it is very easy not to believe.  In fact, 
disbelief is an easy thing to put into practice.  We do not even have to learn it; it comes 
naturally.  Especially, if the challenge is rather high.  In the case of miracles, Jesus operated 
them many times before the eyes of the Pharisees and in spite of the actual fact; they were not 
able to see in him the presence of the Living God in the flesh.  But we should not forget one 
thing: faith is a gift from God (cf. Eph. 2.8-9).  Nevertheless, while this is true, it does not excuse 
man to stay in an incredulous way of thinking.  Sometimes, man are more ready to believe what 
is costly than what is free.  For example, I know a pastor who was doing evangelism in his 
neighbourhood one day.  Every time he said to people that salvation had to be received as a 
free gift, the answer was: “Probably this is a joke!”  But it was far from being a joke; it was true.  
In other words, if he had presented a salvation that costs something from our part, some would 
have probably believed that.  At least, maybe! 
 

BASIC HUMAN TENDENCY OF REBELLION 
 
 Paul said that men are the sons of rebellion (Eph. 2.2; 5.6; Col. 3.6).  Besides, they are 
such by nature (Eph. 2.3).  It is clear that men and women are inclined to disbelieve, but even 
more, it is a tendency to rebel against the will of God.  Now, why is man so rebel?  The answer 
is quite easy to give.  God is Holy and because man is sinful, the reaction between God and 
man produces a tremendous clash.  Sin has put into us the pleasure of the flesh.  Knowing that, 
it is thus a reason (even if bad) to reject the requirements of the Creator.  And because Satan 
enticed Adam and Eve to become autonomous in the beginning, man developed a conviction 
that he is able to function completely without the help of God.  So, when he faces a command, 
he rebels against it at once. 
 
 Some think that it is only present in the mind of non Christian.  No, no!  Rebellion is 
present in the lives of many believers unfortunately.  The Christian has the capacity to choose if 
he wants to surrender his rights to God or not.  Though I do not believe in the “total free will” 
before salvation,4 man is freed from the power of sin once he is saved as said the Lord (John 
8.32).  So, the point here is just to mention the potential of rebellion in the Christian as in the 
heart of the pagan.  Being so rebellious, there is a great potential to distort the Word.  There is a 
kind of “spiritual mechanism” within man which pushes him very strongly towards a deviation of 
his understanding of the will of God.  Sin hinders all his ability to draw near God. 
 

                                                 
4
 It will be treated in more details in my MTh thesis. 
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A GOOD NUMBER OF PEOPLE LACK THEOLOGICAL OR BIBLICAL BACKGROUND 
 
 When people lack instructions to achieve a specific task it is normal to see some failures 
happening as they proceed to achieve that task.  It is not because they are stupid.  It just shows 
us that to work in a certain field, some knowledge is required.  The study of the Bible is no 
exception.  Too much Christians think that because they have received the Holy Spirit at the 
moment of their conversion, they no longer need anything else to understand the Word of God.  
It is often true among those who want to become preachers or teachers of the Word.  In North 
America, a lot of not trained people stand behind the pulpit on Sunday and you cannot imagine 
what they have to say while they are there.  I should say “what they do not have to say”.  In fact, 
they have oftentimes nothing to say for our edification. 
 
 On the other hand, when a man is trained with a minimum of knowledge of the Word and 
theology one can immediately notice the difference between the two.  Does it mean that the 
second man is more intelligent than the first?  Not at all!  However, the second runs less the risk 
of being distorting the Word of the Lord if he has gotten some training before.  Trinity is there for 
that specific purpose; to train man and woman in the knowledge of the Word.  Many will tell me 
that woman should not be accepted as student of the Bible because the task of a preacher is to 
man.  But, do not forget that a woman can teach without any problem to a group of women or to 
Sunday school classes.  And training in theology is not only for preacher, but every Christian 
who wants to know better the Word of God. 
 

A GOOD NUMBER OF PEOPLE LACK SPIRITUAL MATURITY 
 

Spiritual maturity is an element mattering in our understanding of God's Word.  Quite as 
it is necessary to mature in every sphere of life, also, spiritual maturity is often the only way to 
be able to understand the great and deep riches of the Scriptures.  As a comparison, the Bible 
says to us that the new born sees God's Word as being spiritual milk.  So, the experimented 
Christian must be able to consider this spiritual milk as being a solid food.  His growth depends 
on it. 

 

INFLUENCE OF PHILOSOPHIES 
 

When we come in the field of philosophy the problem often appears with such a 
dimension and magnitude that it becomes very difficult for us to abandon it.  The philosophies 
that exist are legion.  Many interpretations of the Bible are done according to Feminism, 
Syncretism, Pluralism, Radicalism, Evolutionism, Humanism, Rationalism, etc.  In all these 
approaches there is always a common denominator which is the distortion of God's Word.  Now, 
as examples, we could say that the feminist approach of the Bible always leads us to a 
deterioration of the male dimension.  Syncretism and pluralism will see, on their sides, in the 
Bible, a universal religion; a “one-world religion”, so to speak.  All the approaches have their 
presuppositions and lead quite inexorably to a twisting of the Holy Scriptures, which carries 
away, certainly, the perdition of those who devote themselves to them.  To resolve the problem, 
the Christian has not hundreds of avenues which are offered to him.  In fact, what he has to do 
is to turn himself towards the Bible, which can give all the necessary informations for a recovery 
in the truth.  However, this task requires humility from his part.  And the challenge is precisely 
there. 
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IMBALANCE BETWEEN CAUSE/COMMITMENT 
 
 It is very clear, in the Bible, that various causes were great motivations to produce 
proportional commitments to these.  For example, the cause of the orphans and the deprived 
ones were mentioned in the law of the Old Testament.  People of that time, thus, had to 
undertake a lot of commitments which were going to be concrete actions to overcome the 
challenges of those persons in difficulty.  But another challenge arises before the believer of all 
times.  He had to be able to discern correctly in the face of all that causes.  Now, to be a bit 
clearer, let us look at four different kinds of situations which could happen even today, as it was 
in that time. 
 
Low Cause, Low Commitment 
High Cause, High Commitment 
Low Cause, High Commitment 
High Cause, Low Commitment 
 
 As you can see, in the first two cases things are well balanced and it should be taken 
and understood that way.  However, we cannot say the same thing of the last two others.  What 
does it mean on a practical level? 
 
 As a good example, we often see people in the Church who take a great care to analyze 
what is secondary.  The secondary things are things such as clothing, hairstyle, food, etc.  
Being too much concerned over these issues they run the risk to make them bad interpreters of 
the Bible.  The reason is very simple.  The spiritual lessons are always much more important 
than the customs of a remote era.  Many other things could be said, but just saying that is 
sufficient to make the point.  Hence so weak theologies in our days. 
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Chapter 2: Errors related to the meaning and perception 
For the reader of the Bible, this subject is very crucial.  In the realm of hermeneutics, we 

always find some passages which seem to mean one thing whereas they do not.  On the other 
hand, many passages have to be taken litteraly if we want to understand properly the intention 
of the original author. 

 
Some examples are in order to clarify what we mean by the above statement.  Let us 

suppose that we take a passage in the Songs of Solomon: 

“A garden locked is my sister, my bride, a spring locked, a fountain sealed.” (Song of 
Solomon 4:12 – underlined mine). 

As you can clearly see, the word “sister” is used to talk about the bride of the man.  In 
other word, when we see the word “sister”, the meaning is usually what we know in our 
immediate family.  A sister is naturally a woman who has the same father and mother than the 
other children in the home.5  But here, the meaning should not be taken that way.  Why?  It is 
here that we can make the clear-cut difference between what we call an absolute meaning and 
a contextual one.  Of course, if the use of the word “sister” were to be treated in an absolute 
meaning, we would say that the speaker was her brother.  But the context suggests us another 
way of reading that word.  In that sentence, the word “sister” means that the man had not her as 
his sister, but as his bride.  The romance of the context supports that meaning as well.  What 
should be said then?  Of course, the affection devoted to his wife or bride, was seen as if the 
man was making an allusion to an important woman who lived in his own family, as if it were his 
very sister.  We must understand that in many cultures, the sister was and still is a very dear 
person to whom a great affection was and is still manifested; and especially by her brothers.  
But if we do not know that law of interpretation or this hermeneutical principle, it is no wonder 
that many would say that this biblical text encouraged brotherly incest.  But it is not the case at 
all. 

Having said that, if we do not interpret the texts according to the proper rules, the 
amount of errors is powerfully multiplied.  Here are some potential errors that could emerge in 
such a bad way of interpreting biblical texts. 
                                                 
5
 The technical term is “sibling”. 
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A. Ignorance about the nature of a passage 

The nature of a statement is crucial for a good understanding.  Different types of 
passages are present in the Bible.  Some are concrete/abstract, general/specific, 
positive/negative and all the figures of speech or stylistic devices.6  If we do not arrive to 
detect the sense of an abstract passage and we take it as a concrete one, or some other 
bad combinations like that, we will find ourselves in a pitfall or a trap.  A good example of 
that is the use of the words “Israel” and the “Church”.  The former does not always mean the 
latter and vice versa.  Sometimes, the former has to be taken litteraly and/or figuratively 
whereas the latter, according to some, never means the former.7 

B. Right and wrong keys 

The understanding of a passage is not an optional criterion we must keep in mind when 
we want to read correctly the Bible.  It is a requirement.  Many elements are mistaken or 
even reversed when interpreted.  Once again Israel and the Church is a good example to 
expose that potential pitfall.  I would add something more.  When we want to interpret a 
passage in the light of a preconceived theological system, once again the error is still greatly 
possible.  We should always read the biblical texts in the light of their original settings before 
going too far and too fast in our theological system.  This is a truly important procedure to 
respect. 

C. Human limitations 

The question of the human limitations has even not to be argued.  It is a fact.  The 
reason is quite simple.  God, though being an infinite mind, has revealed His will to man 
through finite minds; the ones of the biblical authors.  It is not because the Bible is inspired 
that its authors were perfect.  No, the Bible remains flawless through a providential 
intervention of the Holy Spirit to allow finite minds to communicate infinite realities from 
above. 

                                                 
6
 I suggest a good book for the study of this topic which is written by E.W. Bullinger, (Figures of Speech 
Used in the Bible [Grand Rapids: Baker, 1968 reprinted]). 

7
 Of course, this last affirmation is applied depending of our school of interpretation regarding the subject 
of eschatology. 



 

 

9 

Of course, the process of the inspiration and the revelation of the Scriptures is a total 
mystery to us.  But it remains a reality that God has spoken.8 

Depending upon our training and theological background, the level of our understanding 
will be influenced also.  The experience of our daily lives is a very good point of reference to 
us as well.  For example, the discipline of a child is a good way to understand better what it 
means to love and to chastise at the same time.  Of course, those having not any child can 
understand that, but certainly not with the same depth than those who have to live it in their 
home on a regular basis. 

A potential problem remains, though.  If one wants to enter in a reflection too much deep 
for his/her finite mind, it could be possible that he/she will get himself into serious problems.  
The limitations of our fallen nature are a tremendous obstacle on our path to grasp fully all 
the ways of God. 

D. Inability to perceive divine actions 
 

Perhaps, one of the most frequent weaknesses in Christian circles is the ability to 
perceive the divine actions in all things.  Yet, it is precisely what the Bible requires of us 
(Prov. 3.5-6).  God has not the same way of thinking than man’s.  Of course, because of that 
God is able to think in a full and simultaneous way in every circumstances present in the 
whole universe.  Also, what we forget often is His ability to see all things in the perspective 
of eternity whereas we are bound to a temporal outlook.  The reason is that we have a 
beginning and an end.  God, having not any beginning nor end, He is able to think differently 
as the prophet said (Isa. 55.8-9). 
 

It is nevertheless a very sad thing to see as many Christians not being able to grow in 
their way of seeing things as they should.  Watch this.  While it is true that God has not the 
same thinking than ours, Paul said that, since our conversion, we have the “mind of Christ” 
(1 Cor. 2.16).  Having the mind of Christ should make us able to change our way of thinking 
as we mature; especially when we consider the fact that we must renew our mind (Rom. 
12.1-2).  Of course, we will never be able to see things exactly as God sees them in the 
perfect way, but with the mind of Christ, the Holy Spirit living on the inside of us, there is 
nevertheless a higher step we can reach to improve our discernment.  But still there, to get 
that superior level of thought, it is necessary to us to know and indeed to understand the 
Scriptures. 

                                                 
8
 I would like to suggest to my reader a very good book treating this subject.  See J.I. Packer, (God Has 
Spoken: Revelation and the Bible [Grand Rapids: Baker, 1993 reprinted]). 
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E. The mystery characteristics of doctrines 
 

God has revealed His truths through the Holy Scriptures, but the revelation of God is 
oftentimes a deep mystery.  Particularly in the times of the writing of the NT.  Of course, 
there were such things in the OT, but the complexity of the full display of the redemptive 
purpose is a matter of the NT.  For example, salvation is a free gift from God.  Nevertheless, 
average man keeps on thinking that salvation has to be merited or earned.  It is false.  In 
spite of our logical deductions, the revelation must prevail over our innate distorted way of 
thinking.  Many other doctrines of the Christian faith are not very easy to grasp.  
Eschatology is one of them.9  The consecration is a key to understand the difficult doctrines 
of the Bible.  The reason is this.  Because all these doctrines are unfolded in the pages of 
the Bible through a revelation of the Holy Spirit, it becomes thus logical that the same Spirit 
must teach us the content of them.  If we do not want to surrender our lives to God, by the 
power of the Holy Spirit, many errors will appear; and it, in our shame. 

F. Linguistic limitations 
 

God, being an infinite being, it is very difficult, at times, to explain and understand Him 
and His ways.  God is not a corpse which we could dissect on a table as if we wanted to 
practise an autopsy over Him to find all that is on the inside of Himself.  To disclose His will 
and His person, God chose the way of revelation.  He chose to reveal Himself through a 
deep condescension; through fallible human finite languages.10  However, human language 
remains a powerful tool as far as we can use and understand it.  The same challenge 
remains present in the pages of the Bible.  Just for the sake of example, such words as 
“flesh”, “son”, “generation”, etc. are not always easy to grasp in all their richness.  Not only 
that we have a large gap between the use of them and our understanding today, but many 
words have to be understood while taking into account the theological backdrop when they 
were written.  If one is not familiar with such a discipline as hermeneutics, it could become 
easy to take some words and to make them say what they had not as primary meaning. 
 

What about the notion of the “repentance of God” in a couple of OT passages?  Usually, 
“repentance” is used when an offense or a sin has been done.  But since we do know that 
God cannot sin because of His holiness, we must know some rules of the language to 
explain what the authors had in mind when they wrote the text in which we see God 
repenting Himself.  For this reason and many other similar to them, linguistic knowledge 
must be a factor of the greatest importance in our study of the Bible. 

 

                                                 
9
 Even though many think they have unlocked all the complexities of it all, the humble interpreter of the 
Bible will agree with what I have just said above. 

10
 Hebrew, Aramaic and Greek. 
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Chapter 3: Errors related to collection and integration 

When we arrive in the field of biblical study, several difficulties appear at us.  The reason 
is again quite simple.  The Bible is in itself both a simple and complex book at the same time.  It 
is a simple book in the sense that it is made to be read as quite other book, but it is complex 
because of His divine author and of his content.  It is necessary to us to see the Bible as being 
really what it is: the inspired Word of God.  Already there, we have an indication that it is 
about a book different from all the others which exist in this world. 

 
Now, its subjects are much diversified and certainly it is not in isolating a subject in such 

or such chapter that we shall find the real sense of it.  Sometimes it is possible, but it is not the 
standard most of the time.  Usually, when we want to know what God says on a precise subject 
it will be necessary to widen our researches on a much wider part of the revelation.  The Bible 
forms a whole and its subjects are often spread here and there through its pages.  In a 
theological jargon we call that way of studying a subject “doing systematic theology”.11 

 
Now, we must be careful with what follows.  To make an exhaustive study of a particular 

subject the student of the Bible will have to understand that his work can often be very difficult 
and painful.  Nowadays, it is not rare to see some people (especially the teachers) who do not 
seem to give themselves any more a big effort doing it because, they say, “the Bible can be 
interpreted in so many ways that the researches would not finish any more”.  Regrettably, it is 
the report that I was capable of making myself with regard to certain preachers.12 

 
But the work of a serious student of the Bible will always demand an investment of time 

and labour to arrive at a serious result which will honour God's Word.  There are anyway some 
informations that we could give to better identify these errors which are too often made in this 
sphere of activity. 

A. Ignoring some and emphasizing other portions 
 

God wants us to understand a crystal clear thing.  The interpretation of the Bible is often 
made in the light of the human thoughts which were added to the biblical revelation.  Some 
people are in fact experts to give interpretations which are not inevitably those that the 
biblical authors would have wanted us to make.  Several doctrines could serve as 
illustrations.  Those who propose the Calvinist position regarding the Limited Atonement 
point or still the eschatological position of the Dispensationalism are good examples of 
twisting of the Scriptures which are made to exploit an interpretation rather than another 
one. 

                                                 
11
 Systematic theology is the discipline of theology that studies a topic taking into account the complete 

revelation of God.  For example, if one wants to study the doctrine of salvation it is not only in the letter of 
the Romans that one will see the whole picture.  One will have to see it throughout the Bible. 

12
 For example, there are some people who search on the Internet to see if they could not find something 

to say in their preaching just in order to have more spare time for themselves. 
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The emphasis are put on the texts which help them the most to explain things as they 
understand them or, still, want to understand them, according to their theological system.13 

B. Progressive nature of Revelation 
 

If we read correctly our Bible it is very clear that God's revelation was not given to men in 
one single shot.  Although He would have been able to make it so, His will was quite the 
opposite. 

 
The authors of the New Testament had a revelation much clearer and more complete 

than the one of the authors of the Old Testament.  However, it does not mean that the 
previous revelation was not good or sufficient.  It is necessary to understand one thing here.  
The divine revelation was, at any times, sufficient for men, if we keep in mind that it was 
given by a perfectly wise and holy God.  God has not done any mistake in the process. 

 
Now, if we want to understand as well as possible God's revelation on a given subject it 

is necessary to us to consult what I will call “the last lights” which were given by God onto 
the subject in question.  It is true that the period of revelation is crucial to understand a 
subject in a given context, but the “fuller light” will come especially from the authors of the 
New Testament.14 

C. Progressive nature of human perception 
 

It is very important to understand that if the biblical revelation was progressive, the 
understanding of this revelation was also.  An important and major element is the study of 
theology through the history of the Christian Church.  Several men were always in search of 
a better understanding of what the original sacred authors wanted to communicate to their 
readers in their time.  And if we minimize this historical aspect of theology, then it will not be 
surprising that many errors shall slide in our understanding.  Not being the first ones to study 
these sacred texts it will always be necessary to us to consider what others also have found 
in their investigations.  And it is that way God wants us to be; that is, students of the Word. 

 
In seminaries, worldwide, we study what we call the “historical theology”.  This discipline 

of theology concentrates itself on what theology was through the ages with regard to various 
subjects of the divine revelation.  It is an important field of theology for every student who 
indeed wants to understand the history of the development of these various doctrines. 

 

                                                 
13
 It would be useless to say that all of us are inclined to these tendencies.  Our respective backgrounds 

are for something in all this.  Already to be aware of it is a step towards improvement.  For example, the 
one who will say that Limited Atonement is not a sound biblical doctrine is probably the same to whom I 
will say the same thing concerning Dispensationalism.  As the second will say that Limited Atonement 
theory originated with John Calvin, the first will say that Dispensationalism originated with J.N. Darby.  But 
in both cases this is not totally true. 

14
 Naturally, as much as these authors treat the subject in question.  Eschatology is a very good example 

of it.  Too much people use the Old Testament to treat the question of the return of Christ.  But, because 
the authors of the New Covenant have sufficiently been prolific on this issue, their writings have the 
highest as well as the last authority.  And it is in their perspective that the real meaning of the passages of 
the Old Testament should be taken and not the other way round.  It is what we call a question of apostolic 
hermeneutics. 
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D. The Sufficient / Total distinction 
 

Some forget, too often, that God's revelation, although very voluminous, is not however 
complete in the sense that He would have been able to reveal us much more on His person 
and mysteries.  What is important in the study of theology, as it is in apologetics, it is the 
question of the “sufficiency” of the revelation.  By “sufficiency” we mean that God judged that 
certain things were necessary to know whereas others were not.  We could make a small 
play on words by saying that this revelation is “completely sufficient”. 

 
For example, if God had wanted us to know the exact date of the return of His Son, a 

verse that we find in Matt. 24.36,15 would have not been found in the Bible.  And we are 
totally sure of that.  Why?  Because, according to the doctrine of the inspiration, the Bible is 
from God (2 Tim. 3.16).  And since God cannot lie (Heb. 6.18), this verse could have not 
been found; otherwise it would have been a lie.  Moreover, because the Bible is inerrant in 
all its parts, the verse would have become a great breach in our doctrine of the truth itself.  
The text would have been found faulty and all the structure of the truth would have 
collapsed.  But because God is a coherent God it was not possible.  Having said that, it is 
now important to grasp the fact that, while we do not know all that can be known from God, 
we can nonetheless say that we know what is sufficient.  Another thing should be said.  
When God reveals what is sufficient, we can be assured that we will have all that is 
important to know so that we please Him “fully”, obeying His holy commands.  And this 
obedience of ours can be full, because His Word is sufficient. 

 
It is important, then, to make this vital distinction in our understanding of the Bible.  For 

example, when come the issues of the salvation of infants, guardian angel or any other 
difficult thing which is in the Bible, not being able to see the difference between a full and 
sufficient revelation will lead us in despair and into a plethora of errors in our interpretation, 
let alone our teaching/preaching.  And the ultimate error will be a wrong way of serving the 
Lord. 

 

E. Emotionalism and Denomination loyalties 
 

Here we touch a very acute thing.  In all the different denominations there is what we 
could call tendencies and / or ways of thinking.  Nobody escapes it.  This is a real problem 
which often engenders methods of interpretation which can lead us literally in any sorts of 
errors.  In Brethren churches, the question of ornament is a problem.  In Pentecostal 
churches, the question of the spiritual gifts is a problem.  In Episcopalian churches, the 
problem is in the hierarchy of their officers.  And we could give a long list of this reality for 
almost all the denominations. 

 
Once again this comes to play a big role in our biblical interpretation.  The problem is 

that human being likes to be comfortable in what he believes and if what he believes is to be 
threatened, his reaction can be lively. 

                                                 
15
 “But concerning that day and hour no one knows, not even the angels of heaven, nor the Son,

 
but the 

Father only.” 
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The problem with this approach is that, most of the time, people are going to limit 
themselves to a series of very specific verses to defend their viewpoints and, consequently, 
are going to leave often aside the other verses which challenge their positions.  Such a 
practice is frequent not to say universal.  But we constantly have to fight against ourselves 
to remain the most possible subjected to the texts of the Scriptures. 
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A Critical analysis of this textbook 
 

Now, some personal comments are in order, being a proponent of strong biblical 
hermeneutics.  When I read the title of this textbook which is “Analyzing Errors of Interpretation”, 
I am wondering if it should have been better to enter that material in the modules of 
hermeneutics.  I know that there are such modules.  However, I understand that this kind of 
survey was to serve the goal of apologetics as introduction material, which is the real purpose of 
this module, but it remains that I would have put it in the hermeneutics because it is precisely 
treating that. 

 
When we treat the question of the interpretation of the Scriptures we need to know the 

good laws of interpretation, hence my comment to make this within the framework of a module 
on the hermeneutics.  This present module wanted to be a simple survey of the many errors of 
interpretation, but did not really give strong applicable rules to make a good interpretation.  
Once more, probably these rules are treated somewhere else in the program. 

 
However, three distinctions which were made in this module are very pertinent. They are 

clear and “sufficient”, to use a keyword of the third chapter.  These chapters were: Errors 
related to Prejudices and biases, Errors related to meaning and perception and Errors 
related to collection and integration.  I will comment on them separately in few words. 

 
Errors related to Prejudices and biases 
  

This chapter is probably the best of the three to my own and humble opinion.  The reason is 
that it treated many tendencies and habits of human being in general.  It would have been hard 
to put it clearer than that.  The author of the textbook is very aware of what is on the inside of 
man when comes the time to think about the truth of the Bible.  And his way of exposing these 
flaws in different realm is very interesting because it shows us clearly that to do apologetics we 
must be deep while being simple at the same time.  It is a good way to teach students.  As a 
matter of fact, the best way to learn is when the teacher is very able to dispense his matter to 
others.  On that point, the textbook is a good success. 
 

However, as it is often the case, the space and time did not allow to the author to be very 
deep in certain aspects of his subject.  For example, when he pointed out some problems or 
errors of the interpreter he is only showing the problem as such, in a kind of summary.  It would 
have been good to see much more what he knows about the problem in question.  For example, 
it would have been good to see some personal experiences he had in his life so that we can see 
how he handled it on a personal basis.  Illustrations, as it is the case in preaching, shed light in 
the mind of the learner and equip him/her to be a better defender of the truth.  So, it would have 
been good to see some illustrations in his “exposé”. 

 
Errors related to Meaning and perception 
  

This chapter includes some good points of reflection for the reader, but, to my humble 
opinion, was not as strong as the preceding.  I will only say that for this chapter.  It is probably 
only a question of opinion.  The material is good, though.  No question about that.  However, I 
think that much of it could have been easily incorporated in the first chapter. 
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Errors related to Collection and integration 
  

This was a very good and necessary chapter.  The tendency of our days is to be very 
weak in that sense and the author drove home his point very efficaciously. 

 
Many errors are due to the fact that so many things are forgotten or by-passed in the 

study of the Bible.  There are many people who do not take the time to make their 
homeworks while they are preparing themselves to study a topic.  In that sense, the author 
has been very able to make his point. 

 
What I would suggest, however, is to add some more material to clarify these realities.  I 

would give more biblical examples to give a demonstration of how people work (in the wrong 
way) and I would give some alternative to make it clear on how should we approach a 
difficult biblical passage.16 

 
I think that in this last chapter we have a good example of what I had already said in 

another module.  Much more of biblical passages should be given to make the points still 
clearer to the student.  We learn a lot by example and illustration and it is a little weakness 
in the modules. 

 
Lastly, the notion of sufficiency of the revelation versus the totality of the revelation is 

probably the best portion of this chapter.  For example, many atheists argue against the fact 
that many Christians are not coherent when they try to defend their faith and accuse them to 
be not fully or enough documented.  The weakness of their argument is that they do not 
understand really the superiority of the sufficiency over the fullness of the Scriptures.  If they 
understood that the sufficiency of the Scriptures was the goal of God before giving all things, 
they would not be so abrasive against us.  But, when we think well about that, it is 
impossible for them to think that way.  They have not the light of the Lord and they even not 
believe that He exists. 

 
So, in conclusion, I would say that the textbook is well written, but the lack of scriptural 

references makes that it would be appreciated and useful for a next edition of them all. 

                                                 
16
 Though I understand that it was not written as an treatment of hermeneutics, I remain convinced that a 

couple of more examples would have been appreciated by students and espacially useful to them. 
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Personal comments on this textbook: 

 
Once again, this textbook was a very delightful assignment for me.  The material is always 

very relevant.  Another quality of it is its simplicity and clarity.  I did appreciate much this 
textbook.  The errors of the interpretation are legion and they will, as I see theology growing, 
much more abundant in the next 10-15 years.  The reason is that the people of God is very bad 
equipped in too many churches where the leaders put more and more emphasis on the side of 
psychological aspect of the ministry rather than the side of biblical knowledge. 

 
What it gives me as a positive exercise, though, is that it recalls me more and more the 

urgent necessity to remain biblical in my ministry. 


