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READING LESSON 11: READING FICTION 

Fiction has a huge number of benefits and you use different skills when you read it. In a way, 
everyone who knows how to read at all can read for entertainment. But not everyone enjoys 
reading as a form of entertainment. 
 

Reading fiction helps us explore a wide range of human experiences, many of them 
abstract. It helps us appreciate our own experiences and put them into perspective 
when we see that others have been in similar situations or dealt with similar emotions. 
Certainly, it helps to expand our range of experiences, because it allows us to “go” to 
places we’ve never been and encourages us to imagine what we would do in new 
situations. Good fiction provides a measure of beauty and creativity that we as good 
humans can enjoy. It helps to shape our moral imaginations.1  

 
The majority of reading time is spent on news articles, magazines, things they need to read in 
connection with their job, or small blurbs they catch when surfing online. Reading 
imaginative literature is a more complex process than reading practical or theoretical forms 
of writing, but people are usually actually better at it because it’s easier to be pleased than it 
is to be taught. So, they’re better at the actual task of reading fiction if they do it at all, but 
it’s easy to miss things because “beauty is harder to analyze than truth.”2  
 
One thing about imaginative literature that’s very different from nonfiction is that it relies as 
much upon what is not said (implied) as it does upon what is stated explicitly. In other words, 
it leads you along through hints and allusions, while most nonfiction just says it like it is and 
has the goal of transmitting information as a higher priority than beauty. Fiction needs to be 
experienced and we should allow it to have an effect on us. If you try to resist letting it affect 
you, you’re missing out on the author’s intention. Fiction satisfies some needs that we know 
we have as humans, but it also satisfies some needs that we didn’t even know we had.  
 
You’ll need to know how to disagree with an author when you read fiction, too—not just 
theological or philosophical literature. Some secular fiction may have more to teach us about 
humanity and God than books that are trying to say it overtly. Sometimes we learn this 
through accurate portrayals of human nature, but sometimes we learn it when we see a 
contrast between the author’s view of the world and a biblical worldview. In other words, it 
may be that we learn the most when we disagree with the author! On the other hand, many 
times accurate portrayals of humanity are put forth without the author even purposing to do 
so. If a character’s personal sin has difficult consequences and they need saving, this reveals 
a reality about everyone, even if the “savior” in the book is a poor substitute for God. Even 

 
1 Attributed to Charles Colson. 
2 Adler, Mortimer. How to Read a Book, page 199. 
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sad books that have no satisfying resolution can be instructive to us, since they reveal that 
there really isn’t any resolution apart from Christ. 
 
One main question to be asking when you read fiction is, “What does this presuppose about 
mankind?” The author has a worldview, so be alert for it! Does the book try to tell us that 
humans are intrinsically good, or does it line up with the biblical worldview that says we are 
depraved at the core? Notice what it suggests about how to find peace or happiness. Do 
these “solutions” line up with scripture or contradict it? Does the book seem to approve of 
sinful behaviors, or does it present these in a negative light? The Bible is full of conflict, 
sexual sin, and violence, but it obviously has something to teach us about human depravity 
through all of those instances.  
 
We have no business indulging in stories that have gratuitous sex or violence for the sake of 
entertainment. But it’s very difficult to get a picture of God’s redemptive grace if a story is so 
squeaky clean that there’s no contrast. Good literature requires human failure or sin in order 
to have something to overcome. When you think about it, it’s much easier for authors to 
create believable wicked characters than “good guys” because you can portray wickedness 
as a totality about a person. In order to demonstrate that a person has integrity, grace or 
beauty, it requires much more set-up, often a lengthy series of dramatic events. These things 
are much more subtle and require a lot more concentration for the reader to notice them 
than how easy it is to just conclude “he’s bad” when somebody murders somebody. True 
transformation is shown through action. 
 
Romance stories can be wonderful ways to get glimpses into God’s love for the Church, but 
as women I think we need to be particularly careful in this area. It’s very easy for us to 
become dissatisfied with the man we have (or don’t have) in real life when we have a steady 
diet of “boy meets girl and they fall in love and live happily ever after” stories—even if 
they’re “Christian fiction.” Always remember when you’re reading a love story that it’s one 
little glimpse into the ultimate romance between Christ and his Bride. Realize that it’s not the 
perfect man that will ever satisfy you, but Jesus. These stories don’t give you the whole 
picture of life after a couple gets together. The longing that a romantic story creates in you 
must be channeled into a longing for God. If the story makes you look forward to being with 
Jesus face to face, it was time well-spent. 
 
The best stories have a sense of justice about them, with the characters being either 
rewarded or punished according to what they deserve. This is worth noticing as you read. It’s 
one reason that reading fiction can be so satisfying. Since we often don’t receive or even 
witness justice in our real lives, it’s very satisfying when we see it play out in fiction. Good 
stories give us a sense of the way things are supposed to be. 
 
Stories touch our hearts. They open doorways to your internal thought processes that just 
aren’t touched by reading nonfiction bullet points of information. They may not be factual, 
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but they can be full of truth that we can learn from. People who don’t read fiction often have 
a harder time developing empathy.  
 
It’s easy to share stories with others and find common ground with people who have read 
the same book, since there are still a lot of people out there who read novels. C.S. Lewis once 
said that “A young man who wishes to remain a sound atheist cannot be too careful about 
his reading.” Reading fiction can spark deep thoughts that cause people to search for God.  
 
In the end, fiction is art. Just like with other forms of art (music, painting, sculpture, dance, 
theater, etc.), when we see human talent at its best, it should remind us that God made us to 
represent him as his imagers. Even people who aren’t believers can shine a light on God’s 
amazing creativity by being creative themselves. 
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LITERATURE LESSON 5: IS LITERAL THE DEFAULT? 

It’s often taught that when you’re interpreting the Bible you should use the literal 
interpretation unless that doesn’t make sense. In that case you would move on and try some 
different figurative interpretations. For example, in Luke 9:60, Jesus tells the dead to go bury 
their own dead. Since it’s not possible for a dead person to literally go bury someone else, we 
assume Jesus was talking about those who are spiritually dead, and we realize that the point 
he is making is that we must not put anything before our devotion to God.  
 
But rather than assuming that the literal interpretation ought to be our starting place, 
studies are actually showing that in regular speech or writing between people, if there is a 
metaphorical meaning to be had, we default to that.  
 
In other words, when we talk to each other, there’s no assumption between us that every 
word that comes out of our mouths should be interpreted as the immediate, most literal kind 
of meaning. We just don’t think that way! We very often use expressions, metaphors, 
colorful language, and figures of speech to communicate.  
 
If we usually took the most literal meanings, it would end up being ridiculous.  
 
When modern Westerners like us go to read the Bible, we are like Amelia Bedelia (a 
character in children’s books who doesn’t pick up on the nuances of normal speech). We can 
read the words translated into English, but if we insist on taking the literal meaning if there is 
one, we may be missing out on things that would be taken for granted and would have 
needed no explanation in the original cultures in which it was written.  
 
There’s a good reason that we’ve been told to take things literally in the Bible if we can, and 
that’s because critical scholars in recent decades have tried to remove any confidence in the 
historicity of Christ or the other events of the Bible. If nothing can be taken literally, then it’s 
all just subjective and can be more easily relegated to “your own personal truth is whichever 
way you want to interpret it.” We certainly don’t want to go that way, but interpreting the 
Bible literally all the time is not an antidote to those problems. It creates more problems to 
fail to recognize figurative language because it actually makes the Bible more of an 
unreadable thing.  
 
We should recognize that the writers of scripture could be communicating the same way we 
do when we communicate, which is to frequently sprinkle figurative language in there to 
make our point. The literal interpretation is often not the “normal” one. It’s very normal for 
people to speak in metaphors or hyperbole.  
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Good speakers and writers are trying to be sparing with their words so they don’t bore 
people, but they’re also trying to use enough words to do a good job of explaining what they 
mean. This is called “optimal relevance.” The more an author knows their audience, the 
more they are able to assume that they have some shared background. Not having to explain 
every last thing allows them to use their time on things that aren’t shared.  
 
The most optimally relevant expression of thought is not always the most literal one! It may 
not even usually be the most literal one. Speakers and authors are aiming at optimal 
relevance, not literal truth. They’re trying to make a point.  
 
I would say “I have a temperature” instead of “when I put an oral thermometer under my 
tongue and wait a few minutes, the resulting temperature is somewhere above 98.6.” If I 
meant to literally tell you that I have a temperature, it would be a waste of your time, 
because everybody has a temperature. We’re defaulting to an idiomatic interpretation.  
 
Context matters for meaning. If I say, “The soup is boiling,” it makes a difference whether I’m 
passing through the kitchen while you’re the one making the soup and you’re not paying 
attention at the moment, or whether we’ve sat down at the table and are ready to eat. The 
literal scenario could happen (where I have to point out to you that your soup on the stove is 
boiling. But if we’re at the table and I say it’s boiling, it’s going to be just hyperbole to 
communicate that the soup is very hot so everyone should be careful when they start to eat 
it. 
 
Taking that to the Bible, how should we take a phrase like “In the beginning?” This is a phrase 
used in many ancient Mesopotamian creation accounts. Just like when we hear “Once upon 
a time” and we are cued in that we’re about to hear a fairy tale, the ancient listener would 
hear “In the beginning” and know that what follows is going to be information about which 
god created what. Their instinctive reflex is not to assume that all the details are going to be 
literal and scientific. They didn’t care about natural history. They cared about which gods 
were involved in their lives, like who’s controlling the weather or fertility. The Bible starts out 
with the same figure of speech, yet goes on to give the shocking revelation that Yahweh is 
the sovereign creator of all things and that he desires for humankind to have a personal 
relationship with him and be included in his meaningful work! We miss this larger point if we 
get hung up on debates about the scientific details of Genesis 1 and 2.  
 
And we’re prone to do this in countless more places in the Bible if we insist on a literal 
interpretation when the author didn’t intend one. It’s harder this way because we want to 
know exactly what happened and how it happened, but in the end we interpret more 
accurately when we realize that the people then used figures of speech that were common 
to them.  
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It’s not that we’re being fuzzy about truth when we stop insisting on a literal interpretation. 
It’s that we’re recognizing that there may be different purposes for the way things are 
written. Example: We know that according to the classifications of botany, a tomato is 
technically a fruit and not a vegetable. It has seeds and it comes from the ovary of a 
flowering plant. But when you go to the grocery store, do you find the tomatoes by the 
apples and oranges, or do you find them with the salad ingredients? Grocery stores have 
organized their products according to culinary interests, not scientific ones.  
 
Likewise, we need to recognize that the Bible is developed and organized around theological 
ideas, not scientific ones. This will clear up all sorts of so-called “problems” you may 
encounter when it comes to inerrancy and inspiration and the historicity of the Bible. The 
Bible is a book that was written, compiled, and developed so that finite humans could 
understand something about what their infinite Creator is like. Don’t you think this might 
require the use of figurative language quite often? The more different something is from our 
own experience, the more figurative language is required to describe it. We must resort to 
similes (“Your word is sweet like honey”) and metaphors (“The Lord is my shepherd”).  
 
This is not to say that we shouldn’t claim that events that are presented as historical should 
be taken figuratively. Supernatural and strange things actually happened. We don’t want to 
allegorize unusual events and claim that they represent something so that we don’t have to 
deal with the strangeness. When I say we shouldn’t just default to the literal interpretation, 
I’m suggesting that we really take the time with each passage to notice whether 
metaphorical language is being used intentionally.  
 
In order for us to conceive the inconceivable about God, sometimes the authors picture him 
acting in very extreme ways. This is especially true in the prophetic books, which were 
written to address very desperate times in the life of Israel. Their words are full of emotion, 
just like ours would be in their situation. The stronger the emotions we’re feeling, the more 
we tend toward inexactness and imagery.  
 
If all the figurative language were removed from the prophets, their words could be reduced 
to just a few pages. It would be tedious recitations of failure and hopelessness, with 
occasional offers of hope for the faithful.1 The prophets couldn’t just use ordinary, literal 
language when their whole purpose was to get people’s attention. It’s as if they’re sounding 
sirens and flashing lights. The urgency of their message and the subject matter they had to 
share required that they use vivid words.  
 
We all know that poetry makes particular use of imagery in all its forms, yet we sometimes 
want to insist that we interpret it literally when it’s in the Bible. The prophets and Psalmists 

                                                             
1 Sandy, D. Brent. Plowshares & Pruning Hooks. IVP Academic, 2002. Page 58. 
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use figurative language because they’re trying to describe God and his mind. Poetry is the 
best vehicle for this task. Poetry is performance, not technical commentary. We’re supposed 
to be taken to a place of expression that goes beyond a mere cognitive understanding of 
facts. We know this instinctively when we sing “A Mighty Fortress is our God” (Psalm 46). We 
know God isn’t some kind of building or wall. But when we read “in sin my mother conceived 
me” (Psalm 51:5), we’re prone to want to make a doctrinal conclusion about conception 
being a sinful act. Or maybe we’d rather make a historical speculation about David’s mother 
conceiving him out of wedlock. Maybe we should realize that poetry includes hyperbole and 
default to the figurative meaning that is actually much more natural and scripturally 
supportable: David is saying he’s a sinner and he’s always been a sinner.  
 
It takes work to get into the minds of ancient people. Nobody said it would be easy to 
interpret documents that were written thousands of years ago. But becoming aware of how 
often you and the people around you speak in non-literal ways is a great first step toward 
developing a sensitivity toward recognizing it when you read the Bible. 
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STORY TIME: THE CLOUD RIDER1 

 
Sometimes it seems like our lives are a constant barrage of information. Even before the 
internet, libraries were packed full of books that we could never explore in our lifetimes.  
Some say that human knowledge is doubling every 12 months, and that soon it will double 
every 12 hours! If you grew up in church, think about the songs you used to sing. I sat in the 
service from age two until I left home for college, and in all those years we sang about half 
the songs that were in our hymnal, plus a few choruses now and then. It was pretty rare to 
have a new song introduced for congregational singing. You only heard new songs if you 
bought the cassette tape, heard something on the radio, or if someone sang a solo for 
“special music.” Worship pastors nowadays make an effort to keep a handful of the great 
hymns of the faith in circulation (usually freshened up a bit), but otherwise we barely keep a 
song for more than a year.  When we sing something from even a decade ago, it feels 
strangely dated. The proliferation of human creativity has led to such abundance that we’ve 
lost the sense of a shared body of knowledge in our culture. When there was less 
information available, people had more knowledge in common, especially if they were 
somewhat educated.  
 
So let’s roll the clock back and think about how much knowledge was available during the 
time when Israel was in exile in Babylon. There were scholars back then and they had things 
to study. These texts were primarily carved into stone, pressed into clay, or written on skins 
or papyrus. Because the materials were harder to come by and there were no printing 
presses, the ideas that were committed to writing were often fairly important, like legal 
codes, kingdom annals, and religious expressions. Some of these rose to the top and became 
familiar to the scholars of the time, and even to the regular people, in some cases. Think of 
these works as the old familiar hymns that everybody knew, like “Amazing Grace.”  
 
One of these familiar texts is now known as the Baal Cycle. It was recorded on clay tablets 
and housed in the library of the chief priest of Baal in the temple at Ugarit (a civilization on 
the Mediterranean coast in what is now northern Syria). The Baal Cycle is made up of three 
poems that extol the greatness of Baal, who was known as the storm god and the cloud rider.  
 
Now imagine that an Israelite scholar of noble blood was taken captive by the Babylonian 
Empire nearly 600 years before Christ. He was either already familiar with the Baal Cycle as 
part of his early education, or he encountered it while being trained in the Babylonian 
Mysteries while in exile. Imagine that he retained his fierce loyalty to Yahweh, and eventually 

                                                             
1 Primary source for background information on this story: Lecture by Dr. Michael S. Heiser at Agape 
Fellowship, Hilliard, OH. March 23, 2019. 
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received some visions that he was told to write down. These visions were all about Yahweh 
being the true Creator God who was fully in control of the progression of human kings and 
kingdoms. It was this man’s job to remind his people (and even pagan kings!) that the gods of 
the nations were powerless and the kingdoms that they stewarded would eventually 
surrender to the Kingdom of Yahweh. What would a faithful Israelite like this be thinking 
when he encountered texts like the Baal Cycle, which claimed that Baal would smite all his 
foes and end up with an everlasting kingdom? We actually don’t have to imagine what he 
would think, because you’ve probably guessed that this Israelite was a real person—the 
prophet Daniel.  
 
The book of Daniel is quite mysterious in many ways, with its strange imagery about animals 
and statues and end-of-the-world-as-we-know-it events. Chapter 7 is a pivotal chapter in the 
book. It begins with one of those visions. One animal appears after another, and we’re told 
later that these represent a succession of kingdoms that will take power on the earth. But 
suddenly, Yahweh appears! He’s called the Ancient of Days, and he’s very pure and white and 
fiery and grand and in charge of everything. We see that he destroys the last wicked kingdom 
on the earth. And then we come to a pair of verses that young Jewish boys were not allowed 
to read without a rabbi present because they seem to give the incomprehensible impression 
that a man is God: 
 

13 “I saw in the night visions, 
and behold, with the clouds of heaven 
    there came one like a son of man, 
and he came to the Ancient of Days 
    and was presented before him. 
14 And to him was given dominion 
    and glory and a kingdom, 
that all peoples, nations, and languages 
    should serve him; 
his dominion is an everlasting dominion, 
    which shall not pass away, 
and his kingdom one 
    that shall not be destroyed. 

This is remarkable! One like a son of man is given dominion and glory and a kingdom that 
lasts forever. “Son of man” just means human! A human is given eternal dominion. It appears 
that a human is equated with Yahweh here. Could it be? It would be centuries before the 
Jewish followers of Jesus would be able to look back on this passage with clarity about how 
the incarnation makes sense of it. But we should always ask the question, “What did the 
people of Daniel’s day think about this text? What connections did they make? What did they 
think it was about?” 
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And that brings us back to the Baal Cycle. Just to summarize, Daniel told us that this God-
man would come on the clouds of heaven and would take care of his enemies and would be 
given an everlasting kingdom with total dominion. So “coming on the clouds of heaven,” 
“enemies destroyed,” “everlasting kingdom,” and “dominion forever.” Let’s look at a short 
segment of one of the poems in the Baal Cycle: 
 

Truly I say to you, O Prince Baal  
I repeat [to you], O Rider of the Clouds;  
Behold, your enemy, O Baal  
Behold, your enemy you will smite,  
Behold, you will smite your foe.  
You will take your everlasting kingdom,  
Your dominion forever and ever. 

 
“Rider of the clouds,” “enemies smitten,” “everlasting kingdom,” “dominion forever.” Daniel 
clearly had this poem memorized or sitting in front of him and decided to copy the order and 
make a slight correction! “Sorry guys… great poem, but you got the wrong god.” Remember, 
this is called a “polemic,” when an author reworks a familiar text to argue against the claims 
that text is making. Listeners would have recognized the form instantly and known exactly 
what Daniel was doing. Let’s pull out our Pledge of Allegiance example once again to 
illustrate what this would sound like to us. Instead of “I pledge allegiance to the flag of the 
United States of America,” it would be like changing it to, “I pledge allegiance to the nation of 
the Democratic People’s Republic of North Korea!” Daniel has made a bold, dramatic swap of 
the very subject of the poem! Baal is not the Cloud-Rider, Yahweh is!  
 
It will help our interpretation of scripture when we become aware of techniques like this that 
the authors used to make their points. Daniel’s use of the Baal Cycle helps us understand the 
process of inspiration a little better, too. God didn’t just download information into 
somebody’s head and make their hand move to write it out. He seems to enjoy using his 
divine and human creatures to accomplish his work. In this case, Daniel probably spent some 
time working out this little adjustment of Baal’s poem. God gave him the vision, but used 
Daniel’s creativity to express it.  
 
Did you know that it’s Daniel’s fault that Jesus died? Well, not really, but Jesus’ quotation of 
this particular poem about the identity of the true Cloud Rider was the last straw, the final 
blow, the lynchpin, the final nail in the coffin, the kiss of death… Listen to how this played out 
in Matthew 26: 
 

59 Now the chief priests and the whole council were seeking false testimony against 
Jesus that they might put him to death, 60 but they found none, though many false 
witnesses came forward. At last two came forward 61 and said, “This man said, ‘I am 
able to destroy the temple of God, and to rebuild it in three days.’” 62 And the high 
priest stood up and said, “Have you no answer to make? What is it that these men 
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testify against you?” 63 But Jesus remained silent. And the high priest said to him, “I 
adjure you by the living God, tell us if you are the Christ, the Son of God.” 64 Jesus said 
to him, “You have said so. But I tell you, from now on you will see the Son of 
Man seated at the right hand of Power and coming on the clouds of heaven.” 65 Then 
the high priest tore his robes and said, “He has uttered blasphemy. What further 
witnesses do we need? You have now heard his blasphemy. 66 What is your 
judgment?” They answered, “He deserves death.”  

 
Jesus boldly and unmistakably inserted himself into the Daniel text, calling himself the Son of 
Man and identifying himself with the Cloud Rider who was not Baal, but Yahweh! The priests 
and Sanhedrin knew immediately that Jesus was interpreting the Daniel passage to be about 
himself, calling himself the one who will have an everlasting kingdom and dominion forever. 
This claim led to his death. Yet again, Jesus was either a fool or he knew exactly what he was 
doing to accomplish his goal of dying for the sins of the world.  
 
Does the “Cloud Rider” language make you think of another familiar passage? 
 

Then we who are alive, who are left, will be caught up together with them in 
the clouds to meet the Lord in the air, and so we will always be with the Lord. (1 
Thessalonians 4:17) 

 
Or how about this one? 
 

Then I looked, and behold, a white cloud, and seated on the cloud one like a son of 
man, with a golden crown on his head, and a sharp sickle in his hand. (Revelation 
14:14) 

 
And one more: 
 

Behold, he is coming with the clouds, and every eye will see him, even those who 
pierced him, and all tribes of the earth will wail on account of him. Even so. Amen. 
(Revelation 1:7) 

 
All of these passages show us that the mighty Rider of Clouds will one day reveal himself to 
everyone on earth. On that day, it will be known that Yahweh is the one true Lord of Heaven 
and Earth—not Baal or any other imposter. And where will we be? In the clouds with him! 
Let’s not get hung up on the literal idea that we will sit on clouds all day playing harps. What 
this language means is that we will rule and reign with Christ. The Cloud Rider wants us to be 
with him forever participating in the family business of ruling the earth with justice and 
righteousness.  
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LOGIC LESSON 7: REVIEW 

These are the fallacies we’ve learned so far: 

• Special Pleading 
• Genetic Fallacy 
• Red Herring 
• Straw Man 
• Faulty Appeal to Authority 
• Tu Quoque 
• Anecdotal 
• Appeal to the People 
• Ad Hominem 
• Circular Reasoning 
• Equivocation 
• Loaded Question 
• Slippery Slope 
• Part-to-Whole 
• Whole-to Part 
• Either/or 
• Hasty Generalization 
• Weak Analogy 
• Post Hoc Ergo Prompter Hoc 
• Proof by Lack of Evidence 
 

See if you can tell which fallacy is being demonstrated in the following examples: 

1. You can’t prove that you’re not a heretic, so you are one!  
 

2. Person A: You know jaywalking is against the law, don’t you? 
Person B: And I suppose you never jaywalked in your life?  

 
3. It is commonly known that, of all the living creatures on the planet, man is the only 

rational being. Therefore, we can conclude that women are irrational.  
 

4. Ever since my son bought his electric guitar, he has let his hair grow long, he hasn’t 
been doing his homework, and he’s more disrespectful. The electric guitar is the 
cause of all this bad behavior.  

 
5. Who made God? 
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6. Wilson’s Shoe Store was just bought out by a larger company. When my favorite 
grocery store was bought out by a larger company it went downhill, so Wilson’s isn’t 
going to be a great shoe store anymore.  

 
7. Person A: I think swearing in public should be against the law. 

Person B: Oh, I suppose you’re against the right to free speech, then?  
 

8. In response to someone’s comment that the military is overcommitted and under-
resourced and worse off today than it was eight years ago, Senator Joseph Lieberman 
said, “Most important, I want to assure the American people the American military is 
the best-trained, best-equipped, most powerful force in the world, and that Al Gore 
and I will do whatever it takes to keep them that way.”  

 
9. Nearly everyone I know thinks Claude is a liar. You shouldn’t believe him.  

 
10. It’s easy to prove that smoking causes cancer because it has been shown conclusively 

that smoking is a carcinogenic agent. 
 

11. The French are a very sophisticated and artistic people. Since you are French, I’m sure 
that you will be able to design my granddaughter’s birthday cake as a perfection of 
culinary delight.  

 
12. Children without siblings are willful and spoiled.  

 
13. I don’t think we need to listen to your views on this. We all know you’re one of those 

hyper-liberals.  
 

14. O.J. Simpson couldn’t have murdered his wife. He’s in the Pro Football Hall of Fame!  
 

15. Picasso’s paintings must be very beautiful. They are quite popular.  
 

16. My friend, John is a raving lunatic. He may look perfectly normal, but you never know 
what he may be up to. How do I know this? Well, I bet you can’t prove to me that he’s 
sane.  

 
17. We all have the obligation to help those who are less fortunate. Not every person can 

be expected to be rich, and therefore some people need the aid of those with better 
resources.  

 
18. If I let you borrow the car tonight, you’re going to come back and expect to borrow it 

again next week.  
 

19. Who took the fingernail clippers and hid them under the couch?  
 



         Logic Lesson 7: Review 

 27 

7 

20. If each American resolves to be more aware of the dangers around us, then we as a 
society will be able to feel safer in our daily lives.  

 
21. Hairstylists are talkative. 

 
22. “Communism is like prohibition: it’s a good idea but it won’t work.” Will Rogers  

 
23. I tripped and sprained my ankle right after I saw a black cat. The superstition must be 

true!  
 

24. Person A: You can’t just steal that! 
Person B: Why not? They do it in baseball all the time.  

 
25. How can you punish me, mom? I’m your own kid!  
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Answers 

1. Proof by Lack of Evidence 
2. Ad Hominem or Tu quoque 
3. Equivocation on “man” 
4. Post hoc ergo propter hoc 
5. Loaded Question (assumes someone made God) 
6. Weak Analogy (or maybe Anecdotal) 
7. Straw Man 
8. Red Herring 
9. Appeal to the People 
10. Circular Reasoning 
11. Whole-to-Part 
12. Hasty Generalization 
13. Ad Hominem (or Genetic) 
14. Red Herring 
15. Appeal to the People 
16. Proof by Lack of Evidence 
17. Circular Reasoning 
18. Slippery Slope 
19. Loaded Question 
20. Part-to-Whole 
21. Hasty Generalization 
22. Weak Analogy 
23. Post hoc ergo propter hoc 
24. Equivocation on “steal” 
25. Special Pleading 



FOREIGN LANGUAGE LESSON 5: PRACTICE STEPS WITH “HOPE”  (30:00) 

 
Step 1: Choose a Word 
 

My word: Hope (Romans 8:20) 
 
This word is used 151 times in the Bible in English 
 
It is most frequent in the book(s) of  Psalms, Job, Romans.  

 
Step 2: Consult an English Dictionary 
 

Write the English definition(s):  
 

Intransitive verb: 
1. to cherish a desire with anticipation : to want something to happen or be true 
 
Transitive verb: 
1. to desire with expectation of obtainment or fulfillment 
2. to expect with confidence 
 

Interesting that this is set off as different: 
hope against hope 
:	to hope without any basis for expecting fulfillment 
 

Noun: 
a. desire accompanied by expectation of or belief in fulfillment 
b. someone or something on which hopes are centered 
c. something desired or hoped for 

 
 
 
Which sense is most common in your culture? 
 

Probably the first one: to cherish a desire with anticipation : to want 
something to happen or be true 

 
Which sense is most commonly used in your church? 
 

Probably the first Transitive one: to desire with expectation of obtainment 
or fulfillment 

 
Which sense seems like the one being used in your passage? 



Looks like it could be a desire that it happens, but I’m interested in finding out if 
it could be “expect with confidence.” 

 
Step 3: Consult a Hebrew or Greek Dictionary 
 

Using the concordance and reverse interlinear features in your online tools, find the 
Hebrew or Greek word that was translated into your English word: elpis 

 
What are some of the different senses or possible meanings? 
 
Strongs: 
• to anticipate, usually with pleasure 
• expectation (abstractly or concretely) 
• confidence 

Thayer: 
• rarely in a bad sense, expectation of evil, fear 
• much more frequent in the classics, and always in the N. T., in a good 

sense: expectation of good, hope; and in the Christian sense, joyful and 
confident expectation of eternal salvation 

 
What are the key verse references where the word appears? 
 

Acts 23:6; Acts 26:7; Romans 5:4; Romans 12:12; Romans 15:13 
 

 This helps us limit our search only to the NT and only to two books. That’s a great, manageable 
starting place, but you can certainly widen to include more books or even to look at Hebrew 
words that are translated “hope.” The extent of your investigation will be determined by 
whether you just want to follow your curiosity and enjoy the process, or whether you have an 
immediate need to understand a word you’ve come across.  
 
Step 4: Observe the Word in Context 
 

Make observations as you look up the key references. What do you notice about the 
circumstance, characters, actions and outcomes in each passage? 

 
Key Reference #1: Acts 23:6 
 

Circumstance:   
 

• Chapter 23 of 28 in Acts (almost the end of Paul’s ministry). 
• Paul is on trial because of “the hope and the resurrection of the dead.” 
• He sees that his judges are divided between Sadducees and Pharisees. 
• Background knowledge: Sadducees don’t believe in the resurrection. 



Characters: 
 

• Paul 
• the council (both Pharisees and Sadducees) 

Actions: 
 

• Paul perceived 
• He cried out 
• He is on trial 

Outcomes: 
 

• Dissention arose and the assembly was divided. (v. 7) 
• A great clamor arose, in which the Pharisees defended him 
• Something about hope in the resurrection was a big enough deal to make a 

ruckus that resulted in Paul needing to be rescued by the Roman authorities. 

Key Reference #2: Acts 26:7 
 

Circumstance: 
 

• Back up to verse 1 
• Paul is on trial before Herod Agrippa 
• He defends his strict Pharisaical upbringing 
• He claims to be on trial for “my hope in the promise God made to our fathers, to 

which our twelve tribes hope to attain… for this hope I am accused by the Jews” 

Characters: 
 

• Paul 
• Agrippa 
• (Later we see that Festus is there, too) 

Actions: 
 

• Paul stands on trial 
• The twelve tribes earnestly worship day and night (because of their hope in the 

promises of God) 
• The hope itself is an action 
• In verse 8, he again connects his hope to the resurrection of the dead. 
• Paul tells his conversion story to Agrippa 

Outcomes: 
 

• Agrippa says that Paul is innocent and could have been released if he had not 
appealed to Caesar (v. 32). 



Key Reference #3: Romans 5:4 
 

Circumstance: 
 

• Paul is talking about justification by faith, peace with God, and what we gain 
through faith in Jesus. 

Characters: 
 

• Paul 
• His audience (believers) 

Actions: 
 

• “produces” 

Outcomes: 
 

• Suffering produces endurance 
• Endurance produces character 
• Character produces hope (so hope must be fairly substantial) 

 
Key Reference #4: Romans 12:12 
 

Circumstance: 
 

• Paul is giving a list of ways that believers should behave toward each other. 

Characters: 
 

• Paul 
• His audience (“brothers”) 

Actions: 
 

• Rejoice in hope 
• Be patient in affliction 
• Be faithful in prayer 

Outcomes (need to look further down): 
 

• Living in harmony with one another 
• Leaving revenge to God 
• Overcoming evil with good 



• (Can these things come from “hope” that is merely wishful thinking? Again, hope 
is presented as something substantial, and is placed in the context of difficulty 
and affliction.) 

 
Key Reference #5: Romans 15:13 
 

Circumstance: 
 

• Paul is wrapping up his letter and has just talked a lot about Jesus coming to the 
Jews with the intention that the Gentiles would also be included.  

Characters: 
 

• Paul 
• His audience (Jew and Gentile believers) 

Actions: 
 

• God fills  
• We abound (have something in great quanitity) 

Outcomes: 
 

• When God (the God of hope—so he’s the source or it’s a quality of God) fills us with joy 
and peace, we abound in hope. 

 
Write a definition of your word based on your observations: 
 
First, I had to make a summary of pertinent observations from all five passages. 
Not all the information I wrote down was exactly relevant to creating a definition! 

• Paul laid his life on the line because of his hope in the resurrection of the dead. 
• Hope in the promises of God leads to worshiping Him. 
• Hope is the end result of suffering, endurance, and character formation. 
• Hope is a context for rejoicing, and is part of what leads to unity among believers. 
• Hope is something we have a lot of when we allow God to fill us with his joy and 

peace.  

Therefore, hope is something substantial. It is a solid expectation of something that God 
has promised for our future. God desires that we have so much of it that it changes the 
way we interact with other believers and it helps us process times of suffering. 
 
This was only five of the 151 occurrences, and there is so much more refining that 
we could do or application we could make if we looked at more of them! 

 



 
Step 5: Apply Insights Back to the Word 
 

What did you learn about God’s character or His mission in the world? 
 

God calls himself the God of hope, which means that his promises toward 
us are solid and trustworthy. 

 
What did you learn about what your word might mean for your own life? 
 

If I allow the work in my life that comes from suffering, the end result will 
be a more tangible quality of hope.  

 
Is there anything you want to stop doing, start doing, or continue doing? 

 
When I come across the word “hope” in scripture, see what happens if I 
substitute the word “expectation.”   
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LOGIC LESSON 7: REVIEW 

These are the fallacies we’ve learned so far: 

• Special Pleading 
• Genetic Fallacy 
• Red Herring 
• Straw Man 
• Faulty Appeal to Authority 
• Tu Quoque 
• Anecdotal 
• Appeal to the People 
• Ad Hominem 
• Circular Reasoning 
• Equivocation 
• Loaded Question 
• Slippery Slope 
• Part-to-Whole 
• Whole-to Part 
• Either/or 
• Hasty Generalization 
• Weak Analogy 
• Post Hoc Ergo Prompter Hoc 
• Proof by Lack of Evidence 
 

See if you can tell which fallacy is being demonstrated in the following examples: 

1. You can’t prove that you’re not a heretic, so you are one!  
 

2. Person A: You know jaywalking is against the law, don’t you? 
Person B: And I suppose you never jaywalked in your life?  

 
3. It is commonly known that, of all the living creatures on the planet, man is the only 

rational being. Therefore, we can conclude that women are irrational.  
 

4. Ever since my son bought his electric guitar, he has let his hair grow long, he hasn’t 
been doing his homework, and he’s more disrespectful. The electric guitar is the 
cause of all this bad behavior.  

 
5. Who made God? 
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6. Wilson’s Shoe Store was just bought out by a larger company. When my favorite 
grocery store was bought out by a larger company it went downhill, so Wilson’s isn’t 
going to be a great shoe store anymore.  

 
7. Person A: I think swearing in public should be against the law. 

Person B: Oh, I suppose you’re against the right to free speech, then?  
 

8. In response to someone’s comment that the military is overcommitted and under-
resourced and worse off today than it was eight years ago, Senator Joseph Lieberman 
said, “Most important, I want to assure the American people the American military is 
the best-trained, best-equipped, most powerful force in the world, and that Al Gore 
and I will do whatever it takes to keep them that way.”  

 
9. Nearly everyone I know thinks Claude is a liar. You shouldn’t believe him.  

 
10. It’s easy to prove that smoking causes cancer because it has been shown conclusively 

that smoking is a carcinogenic agent. 
 

11. The French are a very sophisticated and artistic people. Since you are French, I’m sure 
that you will be able to design my granddaughter’s birthday cake as a perfection of 
culinary delight.  

 
12. Children without siblings are willful and spoiled.  

 
13. I don’t think we need to listen to your views on this. We all know you’re one of those 

hyper-liberals.  
 

14. O.J. Simpson couldn’t have murdered his wife. He’s in the Pro Football Hall of Fame!  
 

15. Picasso’s paintings must be very beautiful. They are quite popular.  
 

16. My friend, John is a raving lunatic. He may look perfectly normal, but you never know 
what he may be up to. How do I know this? Well, I bet you can’t prove to me that he’s 
sane.  

 
17. We all have the obligation to help those who are less fortunate. Not every person can 

be expected to be rich, and therefore some people need the aid of those with better 
resources.  

 
18. If I let you borrow the car tonight, you’re going to come back and expect to borrow it 

again next week.  
 

19. Who took the fingernail clippers and hid them under the couch?  
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20. If each American resolves to be more aware of the dangers around us, then we as a 
society will be able to feel safer in our daily lives.  

 
21. Hairstylists are talkative. 

 
22. “Communism is like prohibition: it’s a good idea but it won’t work.” Will Rogers  

 
23. I tripped and sprained my ankle right after I saw a black cat. The superstition must be 

true!  
 

24. Person A: You can’t just steal that! 
Person B: Why not? They do it in baseball all the time.  

 
25. How can you punish me, mom? I’m your own kid!  
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Answers 

1. Proof by Lack of Evidence 
2. Ad Hominem or Tu quoque 
3. Equivocation on “man” 
4. Post hoc ergo propter hoc 
5. Loaded Question (assumes someone made God) 
6. Weak Analogy (or maybe Anecdotal) 
7. Straw Man 
8. Red Herring 
9. Appeal to the People 
10. Circular Reasoning 
11. Whole-to-Part 
12. Hasty Generalization 
13. Ad Hominem (or Genetic) 
14. Red Herring 
15. Appeal to the People 
16. Proof by Lack of Evidence 
17. Circular Reasoning 
18. Slippery Slope 
19. Loaded Question 
20. Part-to-Whole 
21. Hasty Generalization 
22. Weak Analogy 
23. Post hoc ergo propter hoc 
24. Equivocation on “steal” 
25. Special Pleading 


