From chapters 1&2 of Exegetical Fallacies (second edition) by D. A. Carson ©1996, Baker Books, ISBN 0-8010-2086-7. Though Carson also addresses logical, presuppositional and historical fallacies, the main ones related to the content of this course are word-study and grammatical fallacies, as listed below:

Word-Study Fallacies

Common Fallacies in Semantics

1. Root fallacy – thinking that every word has a meaning bound up with its shape or components

· ajpovstoloV primarily means "messenger" or "special representative," not "one who is sent" (even though it comes from ajpostevllw)

2. Semantic anachronism – late use of word is read back into earlier literature

· Early Church Fathers' usage of ejpivskopoV ("bishop"/"overseer") as one having authority over several churches may not reflect its NT meaning

· duvnamiV meaning "dynamite" power (anachronism + language change)

3. Semantic obsolescence – assigning a meaning to a word that it used to have but is no longer in its contemporary semantic range

4. Appeal to unknown or unlikely meanings

· kefalhv ("head") meaning "source" or "origin" rather than "authority"

5. Careless appeal to background material

· Carson's own wrong acceptance of John 3:5 as referring to the male action in conception (i.e., "begotten" rather than "born" for gennavw, with "water" being a reference to semen) when the evidence was not compelling

6. Verbal parallelomania – the listing of verbal parallels in other writings or types of literature as if that demonstrates conceptual links or dependency

7. Linkage of language and mentality – references to "Hebrew thought" vs. "Greek thought" and positing conclusions about the peoples' mindsets based on the structure of the language (e.g., the lack of a neuter gender in Hebrew reflected the fact that to the Hebrew mind, all things were "alive")

8. False assumptions about technical meaning – falsely assuming that a word is a technical term that always has the same meaning

9. Problems surrounding synonyms and componential analysis (attempts to isolate the components of meaning of words)

· False distinctions between ajgapavw ("love") and filevw ("love")

10. Selective and prejudicial use of evidence

11. Unwarranted semantic disjunctions and restrictions – offering readers false either/or alternatives and forcing a decision

12. Unwarranted restriction of the semantic field – illegitimately restricting a word's semantic range (range of meaning)

· Falsely declaring it a technical term (#8)

· Semantic disjunctions (#11)

· Abusing background material (#5)

· Other ways

Words can have broad ranges of meaning, e.g., the English word "board" can mean a piece of dressed lumber; room and board; a board of trustees; board a train; board up a broken window; etc.

13. Unwarranted adoption of an expanded semantic field (also called "illegitimate totality transfer") – supposing that the meaning of a word in a specific context is much broader than the context itself allows, and bringing with it the word's entire semantic range

14. Problems relating to the Semitic background of the Greek New Testament – to what extent the words of the Greek New Testament are altered or affected in their meaning by Old Testament or Hebrew or LXX influence on the authors

15. Unwarranted neglect of distinguishing peculiarities of a corpus – false assumption that one New Testament writer's predominant usage of any word is roughly that of all other New Testament writers

· Matthew's vs. Paul's usage of dikaiosuvnh ("righteousness")

16. Unwarranted linking of sense and reference – wrongly linking the sense (meaning) of a word with its referent (what it refers to). The sense of a word is the mental content with which the word is associated, not its referent, and some words (like abstract adjectives, e.g., "beautiful") have no referent. Words don't necessarily by definition name real entities. Scholars often say things like "such and such a word denotes X" when in fact X is not the referent but the sense of the word.

Grammatical Fallacies

Fallacies Connected With Various Tenses and Moods

1. The aorist tense – does not by definition mean a once-for-all action in past time, or necessarily an action in past time. The interaction of the aorist form with its context determines the type and meaning of the aorist verb.

· Revelation 20:4 – e[zhsan and ejbasivleusan – "they lived and reigned a thousand years"

· Mark 1:11 – eujdovkhsa – "In you I am well-pleased"

· I Peter 1:24 – ejxhravnqh – "the grass withers"

2. The first-person aorist subjunctive

3. The middle voice – false supposition that virtually everywhere it occurs it is either reflexive (the subject does something to himself or herself) or suggests that the subject acts of itself

Fallacies Connected with Various Syntactical Units

1. Conditionals ("if … then" statements; the "if" clause is the protasis, the "then" clause is the apodosis)

· Wrongly assuming that in first-class conditions the protasis (the "if" clause) is actually true, when in fact it's only assumed to be true for the sake of argument. Fallacy includes translating the eij as "since" instead of "if".

· Wrongly assuming that third-class conditions (ejavn plus the subjunctive in the protasis) have some built-in expectation of fulfillment, doubtful or otherwise. Third-class conditions simply indicate futurity (i.e., happening in the future) without any implication about possible or impossible, likely or unlikely fulfillment.

2. The article: preliminary considerations – many commentators make false statements about the meaning of the presence or lack of the article

3. The article: the Granville Sharp rule – describes relationship between two singular nouns joined by kaiv ("and"). If they both have the article, they're separate things; if only the first noun has the article, they refer to the same thing (simplified definition of the rule).

4. The article: the Colwell rule and related matters – if a definite predicate noun precedes a copulative verb (eijmiv, givnomai), it is normally anarthrous (i.e., does not have the article); if it follows, it is articular (i.e., has the article). The fallacy is to argue the reverse, i.e., if an anarthrous predicate noun precedes a copulative verb, it is definite. Computer searches show that half of the anarthrous nouns that precede a copulative verb are definite, and half are indefinite.

5. Relationships of tenses – drawing conclusions without adequate attention being paid to the relationships between clause and clause, established (usually) by the verbal forms

· Hebrews 3:14: Carson argues that the perfect gegovnamen ("we have become") means that "We have become (past reference) partakers of Christ if we now (present) hold firmly to the end the confidence we had at first." Thus, membership in Christ is not conditional upon perseverance; rather, our having become partakers of Christ produces the fruit of perseverance. Not recognizing the force of the perfect verb can lead one to say that this verse teaches that our participation in Christ is conditional upon our perseverance.

PAGE  
1

