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Excerpts from Ordination Paper on the Holy Scriptures 

By Jenn Friesen 
 

Article 4 of the Canadian Christian & Missionary Alliance statement of faith reads: 
“The Old and New Testaments, inerrant as originally given, were verbally inspired by 
God and are a complete revelation of His will for the salvation of people. They constitute 
the divine and only rule of Christian faith and practice.”   

The foundational lens through which I am continuing to learn to view scripture is that found in 2 Timothy 
3:16-17 “All Scripture is God-breathed and is useful for teaching, rebuking, correcting and training in 
righteousness, so that the servant of God may be thoroughly equipped for every good work.” In this 
paper, I will argue that based on this passage, our faith statement both supports this lens but, in its 
ambiguity, also opens us up to the danger of using scripture beyond its scope and purpose. Article 4, 
although theologically correct (and therefore agreeable) is lacking a sufficient nuance for the practical 
applications of scripture and its use in the church. And as such, my position and practical application in 
my ministry will serve as an example of what I believe to be a more nuanced approach to scripture that is 
faithful to both the C&MA statement of faith and 2 Timothy 3:16-17. 
 
Inerrancy is defined as exemption from error and is frequently linked to the word “infallibility” when 
explained. Infallibility refers to something being incapable of being wrong or making mistakes or it is 
certain to work properly. Kevin Vanhoozer defines inerrancy as “the belief that the Bible speaks truly in 
all that it affirms.” (Vanhoozer, Beyond the Bible. 28) These terms are often used together when 
describing the Scriptures and always associated with the authority of scripture and to that I defer to 
Wright’s definition:  
 

“…the phrase ‘authority of Scripture’ can make Christian sense only if it is shorthand for 
‘the authority of the triune God, exercised somehow through scripture.” (N.T. Wright, The 
Last Word. 25) 

Article 4 states that the Scriptures are a complete revelation of His will for the salvation of people and 
that they constitute the divine and only rule of Christian faith and practice. What does that actually entail? 
Since 2 Timothy 3:16-17 is listed as the primary biblical justification for the article, I propose we look at 
that passage in closer detail to find correlations between the Scriptures own assertions and Article 4.   
 
Let’s follow the flow of the passage: 

teaching, rebuking, correcting, training 

      (for?) 

to equip for every good work 

   (why?) 

make disciples  
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        (how?) 

being disciples 

How does this statement affirm this? The Old Testament and New Testament (all scripture), inerrant as 
originally given, were verbally inspired by God (God-breathed) and are a complete revelation of His will 
for the salvation of people (teaching, rebuking, correcting, training, equipping). It constitutes the divine 
and only rule of Christian faith and practice (being and making disciples). Where there is a sharp contrast 
between the two is in the “inerrant as originally given” qualifier. 2 Timothy 3:16-17 does not specifically 
discuss inerrancy, nor is it even implied. It is also important to point out that, as the secondary proof-text 
for Article 4, 2 Peter 1:20-21, does not address the issue of inerrancy either.  
 
When we begin to focus on the inerrancy of scripture, we are focusing on the imperatives rather than the 
indicatives, meaning we are focused on the application before we understand what defines the 
application. This leads us down the road to biblicism – a “theory about the Bible that emphasizes together 
its exclusive authority, infallibility, perspicuity, self-sufficiency, internal consistency, self-evident meaning 
[or] universal applicability.” (Smith, The Bible Made Impossible. viii) This theory puts the imperatives 
ahead of the indicatives and, in essence, turns the Bible into a compilation of divine and inerrant 
teachings on subjects such as history, science, economics and health which runs the risk of missing out on 
the good news of Jesus altogether. One of the biggest issues with biblicism is pervasive interpretive 
pluralism. Biblicists will find themselves in a quandary when the Bible, which is supposed to be 
harmonious and perspicuous, has readers coming to completely different conclusions. “It seems to be the 
case that the more you insist that you are based on the Bible, the more fissiparous you become; the church 
splits up into more and more little groups, each thinking that they have got biblical truth right.” (London 
Bible College, Vox Evangelica. vol. 21) 
 
This becomes increasingly problematic when the Bible calls believers to unity (John 17:23) and when it 
calls the church to have the same attitude towards each other as Jesus did. (Romans 15:5) The other issue 
is that biblicism is prevalent throughout North American evangelicalism. One third of all adult Americans 
say that they believe that the Bible is the actual word of God and should be taken literally, word for word. 
Because biblicists have an expectation that the Bible is the authority on all topics that affect human life, 
they spend a lot of money to purchase books with titles like (and these are available to purchase online 
today): 

• What Does the Bible Say about…The Ultimate A to Z Resource to Contemporary Topics 
One Would Not Expect to Find in the Bible, Fully Illustrated – Discover What the Bible 
Says about 500 Real-Life Topics (Pictures on the front include golfing, pets, money and 
whistle) 

• Get The Skinny on Prosperity: Biblical Principles That Work For Everyone 
• Body by God: The Owner’s Manual for Maximized Living  

 
These are key examples of applications of the Bible, and yet I would suggest that these are outside the 
scope of the purpose of scripture. A focus on inerrancy allows us to idolize the word instead of 
worshiping the Word. 
 
The Bible is not another “how to” book to add to our bookshelves. “It is a ‘HERE IS WHO!’ book. First 
and foremost it tells everyone: Here is who Jesus Christ is and therefore here is who you are and need to 
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become in relation to him.” (Smith, 176) What so often happens in discipleship today is that we want to 
follow the ten steps to be more like Jesus. We try to define who Jesus is in relation to us, instead of 
asking who Jesus is and then who are we in relation to Him. We follow imperatives and shift our focus 
away from what defines them. The indicative should precede the imperative:   

 

“What we need to do (the imperative) can only ever make sense in terms of the truth about 
reality (the indicative). The imperative must always be grounded on and operating from 
within the indicative. The indicative is the risen, living, and reigning Lord, Jesus Christ. 
Everything else, including imperatives, follows from there. Rather than looking to the 
Bible for answers for every human-interest imperative question we have, we should set 
them aside and focus on more seriously grasping the central truths about the indicative 
facts. Only then will any imperatives cohere and make sense.” (Smith, 177) 

If evangelicalism is the term used to describe the movement within Protestantism that is characterized by 
emphasis on a having a personal relationship with Jesus, then the above statement must be true. If we are 
to have this relationship, then we must learn who the risen, living, and reigning Christ is first before we 
define the terms of the relationship. Once we have grasped who Jesus is first, then we are at a place to 
understand the applications of scripture. 
 
To ensure I am not accused of building up a strawman just to tear it down, it is important to point out that 
inerrancy can mean inerrant with regards to its purpose but this is not the common usage of the term. 
Therefore, if it can be argued that Article 4, as written, does technically meet the litmus test of 2 Timothy 
3:16-17, but only when we restrict the scope of the term inerrancy to that of the less commonly used 
definition.  
 
This is why I feel that a more helpful approach to scripture would be what Smith calls the “Christocentric 
Hermeneutical Key.” This approach solves the inerrancy issues before they come up. Smith attests that 
“[t]o be evangelical, then, means having one’s life centered on the terrifically good message that God is 
reconciling the world to himself in Jesus Christ (2 Cor. 5:17-19).” Viewing scripture through this lens 
prevents us from reducing the Bible to an instruction manual, but instead makes it all about Jesus, or 
rather the work of God through Jesus for redemptive purposes. We must also read it as believers, not just 
in God, but in the Trinity as a whole. This Trinitarian viewpoint frames our understanding of the Father 
through the Son and also the Holy Spirit through the Son. 
 
This does not mean that we go looking for Jesus or the gospel in every verse. If we did so we would be 
right back at the trouble caused by biblicism. Rather, as Keith Ward states: 
 

For a Christian, every part of the Bible must in some way point to Christ, to the living 
person of Jesus who is the Christ, and to the unlimited, liberating love of God which is 
revealed in Christ. To put it bluntly, it is not the words of the Bible that are ‘the way, the 
truth, and the life.’ It is the person of Christ, to whom the Bible witnesses. (Ward, What the 
Bible Really Teaches: A Challenge to Fundamentalists. 27) 

I must confess that this is a fairly new lens for me. I very much lived with a biblicist viewpoint and found 
scripture challenging to read as I did not always find it relevant to my life. It did not tell me what I should 
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do when I grow up, or who I should marry or even really how to live my life, so it was frustrating to read 
and I was quite happy to let an educated pastor tell me what I should know. Then one day, I had a mentor 
show me how and why she reads scripture and it resonated. She showed me the Hebrew word pictures of 
the Old Testament and how the story of Joseph was not all about his coat, but that it all points to Jesus. 
She showed how the Psalms tied into the stories of David in 1 Samuel and how the book of Isaiah, 
specifically chapter 53 is fulfilled by Jesus and all the New Testament references that show this. This has 
completely changed my viewpoint. I no longer look for the life application when reading. Rather, I look 
for Jesus and who He is and then ask the Spirit how that should impact my life. Instead of looking to the 
Bible to give me tips on how to raise my children, I look to the commands of loving God with my heart, 
soul and mind and loving my neighbour as myself to shape how I interact with others. I look at the other 
teachings and commands as the way for me to be a better disciple of Jesus. How can I be a disciple of 
someone if I do not actually know who I am following? And as I learn how to be a disciple, then the 
command to go out and make disciples becomes second nature. 
  
This is the lens that 2 Timothy 3:16-17 proposes. The Scriptures are meant to first teach, correct, rebuke 
and train me so that I can be equipped to go out and do the good work of making disciples using those 
same Scriptures to teach, correct, rebuke and train new disciples so that they can be equipped to go out 
and do the good work of making disciples. And so on and so on. This is the purpose of scripture and what 
I believe to be a more nuanced approach to scripture for its practical applications and its use in the 
church.   


