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Informal logic and fallacies in the field of history

Fatma GULTEKIN
Aksaray University, Faculty of Education, E-mail: fatmagultekintarih@gmail.com

Abstract

It is not possible to talk about a research field, a study discipline in which there is no logic, correct
thinking, argumentation, deduction, and reasoning. Therefore, as a field of study, the discipline of
history puts out its products within the framework of logic, correct thinking, and reasoning. In social
sciences fields such as history, informal logic may be used better than classical or modern logic in
disciplines where everyday language may be used. This study aims to show informal logic, the
compatibility of informal logic with the nature of the history discipline, and how historical
interpretations can be handled in terms of fallacies by considering the compatibility with nature. In
the study, the informal logic in history discipline and the fallacies within the scope of informal logic
are discussed, and the existing fallacies are refined by considering those that have similar content,
were interrelated, were seen together, and then they were grouped under 13 fallacies. Thus, in the
study, a classification of historical reasoning fallacies is presented based on historical reasoning:
“ambiguity, ad hominem, exaggeration, reductionism, over-generalization, false analogy, criteria-
based fallacies, inductive fallacy, faulty causality, emotionalization, irrelevance, faulty justification,
stereotypical thinking”. With these 13 kinds of fallacies, various historical commentaries, and
description examples, the aim is to offer explanatory information on this subject to historians and
history educators. In subsequent studies, it is suggested to identify whether fallacies work in
increasing the level of historical thinking when used by historians and history educators.

Keywords: history, informal logic, logical errors, historical reasoning

Introduction

Logic is defined as “the art and science of correct thinking, it is the way and method of
thinking correctly” (TDK, 2021), “a tool for distinguishing right from wrong” (Karacgay, 2003),
“examining the arguments that ensure correctness” (Cryan, Shatil, & Mayblin, 2011: 3), and it
is considered as a tool and method to reach the truth. Besides, it is thought of in two ways as
both reasoning and documentation (Batuhan & Griinberg, 1984). It is also used to indicate a
way of thinking as well as its being a science discipline. In this context, logical thinking is
defined as correct and consistent thinking (Oner, 1998:14). Logic includes elements such as
"misthinking, false reasoning, misspeaking, false argumentation and recognizing misleading
discussions" (Yaran, 2011:13) as well as dealing with truths. By extension, detection of thinking
fallacies may be considered to be a significant process in identifying the truth.

Turkish History Education Journal, October 2021, 10(2), 43-56



mailto:fatmagultekintarih@gmail.com
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4698-1716

Informal logic and fallacies in the field of history

Scientists have treated them as "conjectures shaped to crystallize and organize
thoughts" and "open to verification or correction or refutation" (Poincare, cited in Carr, 2001:
114). So it is not possible to talk about a research field, a study discipline in which no logic,
correct thinking, argumentation, deduction, and reasoning exists. Therefore, as a field of
study, the discipline of history puts out its products within the framework of logic, correct
thinking, and reasoning. The definition of logic in philosophy, which is "the science of thought
and its forms of existence, elements, types, possibilities, laws, and contexts of thought" (TDK,
2021), concerns the discipline of history as a field that presents thought, forms of existence,
elements, types, possibilities, and contexts of thought.

It is possible to talk about three types of logic in the historical process as a science and
these types are as follows: classical logic, modern logic, and fuzzy logic. While classical and
modern logic has strict rules, fuzzy logic is a type of logic that avoids strict rules and embraces
gray areas, possibilities, and multidimensionality. Also, it is not wrong to say that the discipline
of history is more connected with fuzzy logic. Factors such as contextualization in the literature
on the philosophy of history, what history is and how it should be studied, the factor of place,
time, and person, the characteristics of resources, the emphasis on the cause-and-effect
relation, the change from situation to situation, consideration of possibilities by the nature of
the resource are closer to the content of fuzzy logic (Giltekin, 2019: 466). Informal logic, with
its informal structure, finds its place mostly in fuzzy logic. Kuhn (1982:9) underlines that the
knowledge of today’s world has a structure that can differentiate right from wrong in the
context of world’s, society’s and history’s conditions. It is possible to observe traces of the
change in the structure of logical mindset in the studies focusing on subjects such as critical
thinking, values, multidimensional perspective, empathy, etc. in history education (Gultekin,
2013: 3)

Changing the structure of logic has also underlined the change in the ways of thinking
and reasoning based on this. In this respect, two types are discussed in terms of the working
styles and forms of classical, modern, and fuzzy logic, which are the mainstream above. One
of them is formal logic and the other is informal logic. Formal logic/thinking/reasoning? is
concerned with the form and truth value of deduction (Walton, 1990) and shows a one-way,
rule-based, truth-value reasoning which has a binary logic system such as true-false, good-bad
(Commons et al. Richards, 2003). The concept, defined as an adjective of “informal” (TDK,
2021) and called “informal” in Turkish, is described as “informal, legally invalid, colloquial
language, not relating to form” in the English-Turkish dictionary (Tureng, 2021). Informal logic,
which does not consider formal validity as a basic criterion (Yaran, 2011:22), has less formality
than formal logic, uses less and unassertive technical terms, emphasizes daily discussions and
arguments more, and pursues a more pragmatic and pedagogical purpose (Freeman, 1994 as
cited in, Yaran, 2011:19). By using informal logical deduction rules as a tool, it tries to consider
content discussion and logicality together (Kamer, 2014: 79). Informal logic is used to identify,
analyze, and evaluate the arguments told in discourse contexts in everyday conversations.
Arguments are created and evaluated on a case-by-case basis, and they are not context-free

1As mentioned above, logic is defined both as a science discipline and the process of thinking and reasoning. So,
this study refers to the fact that these three definitions can be used interchangeably. However, since this type of
use may disrupt the fluidity of the text, only informal logic definition will be used in the following sections. This
definition refers to both a form content of the science of logic, and thinking and reasoning.
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(Yaran, 2011:20). In this respect, it proves itself to be more proper reasoning for the history
and the types of evaluation of historical arguments.

The real origin of today's informal logic is the social and political movements in the
1960s, which advocated for an education that is more closely related to everyday issues
(Groarke, 2007). The concept of informal logic was first used in 1964. In one of the books
referring to this concept, an understanding of the role of language in logic and fallacies; in the
other one, an understanding of updating the issues and argument samples that are not
covered in formal logic was adopted (Yaran, 2011:14).

The decree of California State University in 1980 stipulating that critical thinking should
be an official course for post-secondary education (Yaran, 2011:31) moved the informal logic
movement to a different dimension. Therefore, the majority of the studies conducted in the
field of critical thinking today are shaped based on the principles of informal logic.? In
humanities, informal logic requires good pragmatical and practical skills such as empathy, a
critical perspective, careful attention to language, the ability to deal with vagueness and
ambiguity, balanced recognition of the stronger and weaker points of an argument, a careful
look at the evidence behind a claim, the skill of identifying conclusions, sorting out the main
line of argument from a mass of verbiage, and the critical acumen needed to question specific
claims and expert knowledge, which are needed for judgment and logical interpretation
(Walton, 2008:XI). Reasoning in the domain of history can be considered as informal
reasoning. In the study of history, the individual is faced with ill-constructed problems. This
ill-construction results from the fact that results involve more or fewer probabilities
depending on deductions and evidence (van Drie ve van Boxtel, 2008). From this perspective,
the tasks that should be overcome in the field of history seem to have the same content as
informal logic.

The foreign sources on which the studies on informal logic, thinking or reasoning errors
in Turkey are based are the content put forward by Walton, Johnson, and Blair, Freeman,
Kahane (Ding, 2019; Emiroglu, 2004; iskender, 2020; Kamer, 2014; Yaran, 2011; Yilmaztiirk,
2012). However, the errors revealed in these studies are handled with different names such
as "nonsense, logical error, logical fallacy, fallacy". There is no common conceptualization. In
the study, the statement of logic error was preferred with the thought that the content is
more understandable.

Considering from the perspective of studies conducted in the field of informal logic, it
is observed that studies concentrate on the goals and methods of informal logic, the
usefulness of fallacies and formal logic as a way to conceptualize ordinary argument, on the
proper understanding of the relationship between inductive and conductive arguments and
the usefulness of diagramming techniques. No common classification could be established,
especially regarding fallacies, in the studies conducted in the field of informal logic. Formal
fallacies, such as confirming the conclusion and rejecting the antecedent, were mainly
considered, and discussed regarding fallacies within the context of informal logic (Groarke,
2007). With these errors, different lists have been put forward with different categories and
names.

Walton, one of the main pillars of informal logic (2008: 21), offered 6 common and
fundamental fallacies. Besides, Ruggiero (2017) studied the “errors of perspective, errors of
procedure, errors of expression, errors of reaction” in which the basic problem stems from

2 Sample for Baillargeon, 2017; Giirkaynak, Ustel, & Giilgéz, 2008; Ruggiero, 2017; Thompson, 1995
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the understanding of “mine is better”. On the other hand, one of the most important lists of
fallacies in Turkey is the one prepared by Emiroglu (2004), who groups fallacies under 3 items:
"formal fallacies, content fallacies and other types of fallacies". Emiroglu divides the content
fallacies into two categories as “wording fallacies, meaning fallacies” and the other mistakes
into 4 categories as “irrelevancy fallacy, fabricated evidence fallacy, faulty evidence fallacy,
and bad suspicion fallacy”. He detailed informal fallacies under 47 types in 7 main groups.
Yaran (2011) mostly studied Walton-based informal logic but presented these fallacies, which
he defined as "yaniltmaca", with a Ruggiero focus.

Another name is Alath, who drew attention to the evolution of fuzzy logic and the
direction of differentiation in the thinking world and pointed out that the way of right thinking
is not the same as well as there are many fallacies in wrong thinking. Alatli (2009) focused on
fallacies in her works "Aklin Yolu da Bir Degildir " and "Ben Boyle Dislintiyorum" (Alath, 2018)
published, which she published nine years later, and described 48 types of thinking fallacies
under 10 groups with examples. Alath changed the names of some groups and fallacies
between her two works. Alath (2018) called the fallacies other than “formal fallacies” as “free
fallacies” and grouped them under ten titles: “Amphibology, faulty of syllogism, Ad Hominem,
the fallacy of classification, irrelevancy, confusing, problematic reason, statistical fallacies,
ratification, emotional". Besides, Dobelli (2014a, 2014b) focused on 104 thinking fallacies that
he named in connection with his examples without making any classification.

It is observed that a significant part of the subjects such as human’s misthinking, critical
thinking, and decision-making are also studied in the disciplines of psychology and social
psychology (Baillargeon, 2017: 171-192; Dobelli, 2004a ve 2004b; Kahneman, 2019; Ruggiero,
2017:179-199, 247; Sutherland, 2015). However, these studies also mention decision-making
or misthinking due to the impact of perception factor that is effective unconsciously. The
works on fallacies have included examples from areas such as daily life, the business world,
politics, and media due to their nature. In these sources, the types of fallacies with the same
content are handled under different names, and some of the different types of fallacies are
included. Therefore, no consensus has been reached regarding the types and names of
fallacies. In this study, informal logic is not discussed within the framework of strict rules as in
the discipline of logic, nor within the framework of the impact of unconscious elements such
as perception as in the disciplines of psychology and social psychology. Considering the
number of fallacies listed in the literature, there is no structure that researchers in historical
studies and teachers in history teaching can easily analyze. A compilation was made from all
fallacies to eliminate this problem in this study.

Method

In the study, based on the literature, a compilation of logic errors frequently seen in
history was made. In this respect, from the perspective of history discipline, some of these
namings have a very philosophical content and some of them have no content at all. While
compiling, the media, as one of the most studied areas of informal logic, was directed to, and
for this reason, columns about history were discussed. In addition, the type of criticism in
which the aim is to support or reject the ideas presented is considered, and in this context,
examples from a historical criticism text are included. In addition, examples of student
answers and comments, which are frequently encountered with logic errors in the history
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teaching process, were also used. This research is conducted based on related literature;
therefore, it does not require Ethics Committee Approval.

With this study, reasoning fallacies made while examining a historical subject, event,
person, evidence, or commentary were studied based on informal logic. For this reason, the
study tries to make more clear and understandable definitions and naming for the instances
of informal logical thinking fallacies faced in the field of history in the literature. In this context,
the reasoning fallacies that can be questioned as part of history discipline are grouped under
13 titles. These are as follows:

° Exaggeration

[ Irrelevance

° Ad hominem

[ Reductionism

° Over-generalization

° Ambiguity

) Emotionalization

° False analogy

° Faulty justification

[ Faulty causality

° Criteria-based fallacies
[ Inductive fallacy

[ Stereotypical thinking

Findings

Exaggeration

This refers to the fallacy of presenting a situation, person, or evidence in a more
exaggerated and weighted than it is. At the same time, it is a fallacy to present only the positive
aspects to create this impact, thus showing them more successful, better, and more influential
than they are. Emiroglu (2004: 191) emphasizes the point of exaggeration and states this
“getting off the subject and telling it comprehensively”.

The term “the most” must be used with caution in history. It is a term inclined to
include fallacies. This expression involves a tendency to make something look greater than it
is. The "thing” in question, to which this expression is attached, is put on the top. For example,
the statement that it is "the justest and legitimate war in the world" used by Meydan (2021)
for the Battle of Dumlupinar is an example of exaggeration. If this statement is not considered
as a fallacy, this means that the Sakarya Battle or regional resistances against the occupations
before the Battle of Dumlupinar are not as justified as this. By extension, this means no war
in the history of the world has been so justified. The fact that the column in which the
statement is included was published on the 30th of August also adds an emotionalization
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fallacy. These fallacies are frequently made when emphasizing the significance of a certain
event to create an impact on its anniversary. For this reason, it is observed that different
people tell the same things about different events.

Another example, which does not currently stand out but can still be described as an
exaggeration, is the attribution made by Paksoy (2007:90) to increase the negative meaning
of the coup. In his article, Paksoy tried to emphasize the meaning of the coup, as opposed to
Copeaux's attribution of the coup, regarding the historical studies carried out in the early years
of the Republic. At this point, he said that “When we talk about the coup, we accept the
existence of a historical understanding and education conforming to the requirements of the
age before the coup in question.” Here, an exaggeration is made to increase the negative
meaning of the coup with the expression "conforming to the requirements of the age". A coup
is a movement about an existing phenomenon. The existing phenomenon may or may not
conform to the requirements of the age. Even if it is not obvious, this kind of use may also be
described as an exaggeration fallacy depending on the context.

Irrelevance

This refers to fallacies such as getting off from the subject, turning the subject into an
inextricable vicious circle, establishing a faulty relation or bringing together/emphasizing the
unrelated ones, comparing the incompatible subjects, and making a final judgment on the
things that do not exist Alath, 2018: 112-113, 116; Emiroglu, 2004: 222; Ruggiero, 2017: 220).

One of the examples that may be listed under this title is Armagan's (2021) article
named "Gegcmis Gegmemistir". Armagan asserts that era classifications are always a problem
and "Is there an era called Renaissance or not?” question is discussed. This statement includes
an irrelevance fallacy that arises from the concept use and from the fact that the concept of
the era is problematic. Renaissance is described as “rebirth” and it is defined as follows in the
Contemporary Turkish Dictionary (TDK, 2021): “The science and art movement that emerged
with the influence of humanism in Italy and later in other European countries beginning in the
15th century and developed based on the classical Antiquity culture and art”. Therefore, it is
not an era and cannot be defined as an era. In addition to its being defined as a movement, it
may also be said that it is a "phenomenon". Phenomenon is defined to be “the cause on which
a set of events are based, or the result caused by these reasons, the fact” (TDK, 2021) and
Renaissance is a concept which includes this content. Consequently, it may be considered as
an irrelevance fallacy to make deductions about the classification of the concept of the era by
exemplifying it through the Renaissance.

Sometimes, the premises or the conclusion can be a repetition of what was presented
before them. For instance, it is an example of irrelevance fallacy that the students complete
the conclusion sentence “There cannot be history that does not give place to man and the
society in which he lives, because....” with “Societies are formed from people” or “Societies
are made up of people coming together” in the reasoning process for premises. Here, the
content is repeated by approaching the information from different aspects, but no
explanation is provided regarding the question, or the thing asked for. In this context, it can
be described as irrelevant because of the relation that was not established.

Ad Hominem

This includes fallacies that are deliberately made to highlight a situation or to display a
biased attitude as well as labeling, attacking the counterparty or rejecting their opinion
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directly (Alath, 2018: 106-110; Emiroglu, 2004: 180-183; Ruggiero, 2017: 234-236, 238-240).
For instance, the “Self-indulgence period” is a frequently encountered statement about the
Tulip Era and it is an approach adopted to make this era look negative. With this statement,
only one aspect of the period is pointed out, labeling is made, and in this respect, it reflects
the Ad Hominem fallacy. Also, this example shows the stereotypical thinking fallacy since the
statement is used as a cliché.

Reductionism

This refers to the opposite of exaggeration fallacy and the case where a situation,
person, or evidence is treated as inferior as if it had no impact. It refers to the case where the
evidence, cause, or effect fall too simple to explain the whole subject (Emiroglu, 2004:39). The
perception that Bayezid Il was a bad sultan because the Ottoman Empire's territorial
expansion was less in the period of Bayezid || compared to the periods before and after it, can
be given as an example of a reductionism fallacy.

Over-generalization

It includes elements such as seeing a situation or comment as applicable to other
situations; appropriating points corresponding to some parts of the whole to the whole and
making deductions based on stereotypical expressions (Ruggiero, 2017:206-207). The first
example for over-generalization is the expression "In the difficult conditions of the stepped, it
was worth the effort spent while making Goktirk inscriptions" (3rd Grade), which was written
by a student in a study conducted to identify students’ contextualization fallacies In this
expression, the fallacy is to consider that the steppe conditions were difficult for people who
have spent their whole lives in the steppe. Here, an over-generalization fallacy is made and
the perception that steppe conditions are difficult for all people is offered.

A different example of overgeneralization is given in Paksoy's (2007:106) criticism of
Copeaux's interpretation of the Turkish History Thesis. After Paksoy made his justification by
stating that “However, the idea that the common ancestor of people was Central Asian and
that civilization has spread to the world from Central Asia is accepted in scientific communities
today”, he added that “Didn't even Jacques Chirac claim that Turks and Europeans are of the
same origin by saying that we are all children of Byzantium?” And, the latter words are an
example of over-generalization in the sense that the president of France has a binding effect
on all French citizens and that all French should defend their president's opinion regarding
history. This is also an example of the criteria-based fallacy, both because the president is not
a historian, and his words would not bind Coppeaux.

Another example is Armagan’s expression (2020) “It is like a common disease among
us. Historians don't like to reflect on their materials, and philosophers don't like to read
history.” This is an over-generalization that finds itself in the plural and present-tense
expressions such as “we, the general public, historians, philosophers, do not like”. Also, it may
be said that as a person who does not practice the two professions mentioned here, the
author also makes a reductionism error by ignoring the specific structures of the disciplines
and the part that the expressions he mentions are sub-disciplines of the related fields, namely
the field of study (philosophy of history and the history of philosophy).

Ambiguity

It refers to reasoning cases that include words with the same meaning, expressions
with multiple meanings, and in which the highlighted item is not fully understood. These
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fallacies are caused by not being able to use the Turkish language well, not using words or
expressions in the sentence clearly, and by using ambiguous expressions (Alatli, 2009:86 ve
2018:97; Ruggiero, 2017: 221-222). For instance, in Guiltekin's study (2014:208) to identify
students' reasoning, a table consisting of food names in Divan-u Liigat'it Tlirk was included,
and students were asked to make deductions based on the given premises. Students
completed the premises such as “the fact that meat is used as an ingredient in many dishes,
even in desserts shows/tells that... with “nowadays, livestock meat is much better”. Here,
unclear statements due to not using Turkish properly are a common problem, especially in
history education. This leads to an ambiguity fallacy.

In addition, words that refer to both a discipline and the time of an event, such as
history, may also cause fallacies. As a matter of fact, in the title of the study, the use of "in
history" was preferred to emphasize the discipline itself -even though it is against the rules of
Turkish spelling- to avoid such a misunderstanding. Similarly, concepts that have changed
from their origins and have been used with a different meaning may cause problems. For
instance, while the word "nation" originally meant religious partnership, it was used to express
human communities that have changed over time and have more partnerships. Therefore, it
can confuse the use of the concept, sometimes as a community of the same religion and
sometimes as corresponding to nationalism, in connection with the period in question.

Emotionalization

This refers to reasoning fallacies made by ignoring the fact that history is a field of
scientific study and including too much storytelling in it, and by emotional exploitation or epic
narration. Also, it is made by including danger statements, valor, and emotional expressions
and uses these emotions as a basis (Alath, 2018; 141-144; Emiroglu, 2004: 194-199; Ruggiero,
2017:223-224). Itis a common fallacy example in some event anniversaries to emphasize the
importance of events or when people emphasize the events they care about. Besides, the
narration of historical events with a literary and fairy-tale style rather than the method of the
discipline of history is an example of this fallacy. It is possible to see this aspect more in
historical narratives such as Canakkale, Sarikamis, the War of Independence, the Crusades,
the Siege of Vienna. In addition to the fairytale-style narrative, the agitation-oriented
narratives may sometimes be over-generalized, causing students to comment that Istanbul
was conquered under impossible and very difficult conditions during the reign of Fatih.3

False Analogy

The analogy itself is an error when we talk about the discipline of history. However, it
offers quite an old and practical use case. At this point, the main error is caused by the fact
that the analogy leads to a perception that it is valid at all points between the two elements
Emiroglu, 2004: 223-224: Alath, 2018:132). For instance, the frequently used expression "Qadi
is like the judge in our days" tries to refine the analogy as much as possible with the word
"like". However, when it is said that "Qadi is like the judge in our days", a historical deduction
is reached, which is based on analogy but ultimately leads to a complete misunderstanding.

Faulty Justification

This refers to fallacies such as putting forward or acting on unfounded assumptions,
using unqualified resources, and basing them on such sources (Emiroglu, 2004: 202-203, 205-

3 Described by referring to the author's own lecture notes.
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207; Ruggiero, 2017: 181-185). It is the type of error that occurs in explaining the reasoning of
a judgment or a decision made by an individual with faulty causality.

In cases where the reasons for an offered argument are explained, it may be possible
that the explanation or the use of the sources on which the explanation is based may contain
errors. For instance, Bardakgi (2020) defines Rumelia as "the first homeland of the Ottoman
Empire" in his article where he developed an argument against the claims that those who
migrated from Rumelia were not Turkish people. The Ottoman Empire was founded in
Anatolia and its first capitals were in Anatolia. The word "homeland" points out the place
where something was first observed and grown, which for the Ottoman Empire was Anatolia.
Moreover, until the reign of Fatih, Anatolian lands were more than Rumelian lands, and as of
the reign of Yavuz Sultan Selim, Anatolian lands have hosted the main weight of the state. In
this article, Bardakgi tries to prove that it is wrong to argue that the people living in the
Rumelian lands of the Ottoman Empire were not Turks, and his justifying this over the phrase
“First Homeland” may be given as an example of faulty justification fallacy.

Faulty Causality

This refers to cause-related fallacies. This type of fallacy includes factors such as
explaining with a single reason, ignoring that there may be different reasons, establishing a
cause-effect relationship between recent events (Alath, 2018:128; Emiroglu, 161; Ruggiero,
2017: 210-211). The difference from erroneous justification is that an error occurs in the
explanation of a situation that has been realized and put forward in the context of the cause-
effect relationship, not through the decision made. It can be said that the cause, not the result,
presents a judgment here. For instance, the frequently used statement that the reason why
the Ottoman Empire entered into World War | was that the Party of Union and Progress
admired the German is an example of faulty causality because the event was explained with
only one reason and other reasons were ignored. Similarly, the statement that 90000 soldiers
froze to death in the Sarikamis Operation may be given as an example of faulty causality in
which war conditions and other causes of death were not taken into account, and this huge
number of deaths present an example of exaggeration and emotionalization* fallacy
considering the way it is emphasized.

Criteria-based Fallacy

This refers to making an evaluation based on the wrong criteria or interpreting a
criterion in the wrong way. In this respect, it refers to cases where people, who are not an
expert in the field in question even if they are experts in their fields, are listened to make an
evaluation (Alatli, 2018: 135; Emiroglu, 2004:184-185; Ruggiero, 2017:222). For example,
Gultekin (2013:187-188) was given a perspective drawing of Kiltigin Barki and the judgment
was presented as "the person on whom the mausoleum is buried is an important person for
his state/nation/society". Then, the students were asked to justify whether they found this
judgment to be correct or not. Some of the students who found it right presented their
premises such as "many statues have been erected at its door", "the Chinese worship idols",
"they pray towards it". The fact that the presence of a statue here proves that he was an
important person, that this place is a Chinese tomb due to the characteristics of the building
in the picture, and that the statues depicted cross-legged praying indicate the use of

“For instance, in the news published by the Independent Turkish on January 5, 2020, statements such
as "90 thousand soldiers who froze to death and martyred in the Sarikamis Operation were
commemorated".
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erroneous criteria. In addition to this, the fact that it is explained for a single reason shows
faulty justification, definitions made on idols and praying also show the errors of irrelevance.

Inductive Fallacy

This refers to fallacies of making judgments as a whole without properly reviewing the
examples (Emiroglu, 2004: 209-211, 221), ignoring strong propositions for the deduction
(Alatli, 2018:133), and making inconsistent and contradictory deductions (Ruggiero, 2017:
219-220). In the study where Giiltekin (2014:210) gave participants some premises regarding
the text such as “Based on the information in the table, the use of a lot of meat and milk in
meals and the practice of seasoning and drying methods to them show that....”, and wanted
them to fill in the blanks, the following line of deduction reached by the participants may be
listed as an example of inductive fallacy: “Other ingredients were not known and there was
no technology, lots of meat and milk was used in meals, the seasoning was done, drying
methods were used, different types of food were not used, these foods were not known to
them, they were made long-lasting by seasoning and drying, no other method was used, they
did not know today's methods, methods are developed with technology, there was no
technology at that time”.

Stereotypical Thinking

This refers to fallacies of copying and using clichés, stereotypes, and common, popular
ideas without making further investigation (Alath, 2018: 137; Emiroglu, 2004: 192, Ruggiero,
2017: 186, 204-205). Clichés are also observed in the overgeneralization fallacies. But the use
of clichés in overgeneralization is simply a matter of generalizing the cliché to many more
situations or people, using inaccurate clichés as a premise. At this point, the fallacy is that the
cliché relatively contains errors, and the error occurs when it is used.

The use of the "National Pact” concept as country borders, even today's country
borders may be given as an example of this type of fallacy (Paksoy, 2007: 93). Many history
teachers may teach this concept in this way. However, the fact that the primary meaning of
this concept is the national oath and that it does not cover today's borders may be ignored. In
this aspect, it is an example of a stereotypical thinking fallacy.

A discipline of history that is as free from logical errors as possible is desirable. Of
course, it is natural to encounter mistakes, but encountering them deliberately and
continuously can damage the field. The preparation of popular historical narratives, especially
in the media that can reach the majority, in a way that is free from the above types of errors,
can be seen as more important in terms of adopting the logical structure of the discipline of
history to the general public.

Conclusion

In the study, the informal logic in history discipline and the fallacies within the scope
of informal logic are discussed, and the existing fallacies are refined by considering those that
have similar content, were interrelated, were seen together, and then they were grouped
under 13 fallacies. These fallacies have been explained by exemplifying them in line with
various historical content.
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Recognizing and distinguishing fallacies will be a factor that will increase the quality of
thinking and reasoning processes and knowledge production processes. In this respect, it
would be appropriate to conduct more detailed studies on these fallacies in the future. For
instance, it is thought that studies to identify whether the fallacies structured in my research
are useful in increasing historical thinking when used by historians and history educators will
contribute to the field.

Apart from the aforementioned 13 fallacies, especially some basic fallacies can be
underlined in the discipline of history. In history, the phrase "the first known” is used while
referring to the “first” of something, to be careful. In this way, it is underlined that it is qualified
as the first based on the sources discovered so far. Therefore, the definitions made with the
adjective "first" by ignoring this are among the significant issues that cause fallacies in history.
In addition, the word "the most", which is a little mentioned above, is an adjective that should
be used carefully and that may cause fallacies in historical deductions.

First of all, attention should be paid to the use of language to avoid fallacies in the
discipline of history. Particularly, making words based on sources and free from precise and
sharp judgments will reduce errors. At this point, it is recommended to use the tense in Turkish
grammar, which refers to events happening in the past, but heard from someone else, and to
use the predicates containing probability.

This study only focused on the deduction aspect regarding informal fallacies. However,
Van Drie and Van Boxtel (2008), who formed a framework by structuring the main
components of historical reasoning, put forward six elements consisting of the use of basic
concepts, the use of field-specific concepts, questioning, use of evidence, contextualization,
and deduction. From this point of view, a structure consisting of five elements was suggested
by combining the use of basic concepts and considering field-specific concepts as similar
content (Glltekin, 2014). In this context, when considering the fallacies falling under these
titles, a classification can be made as follows.

e Fallacies of Asking Questions
o Inaccurate Use of Question Sentences
o Asking Unnecessary Questions
o Asking Irrelevant Questions
o Insufficient/Incomplete Questions
e Fallacies of Using Documents/Evidence
o Using Wrong Documents
o Using Documents Inaccurately
o Wrong Questioning
o Incomplete Questioning
e Fallacies of Using Language and Concepts
o Language Inaccurately
o Using Basic and Domain-Specific Concepts Inaccurately
o Making Wrong Relations Between Concepts
e Contextualization Fallacies
o Using Time Inaccurately
o Using Place Inaccurately
o Sympathy
o False empathy
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e Argumentation Fallacies

o Exaggeration
Irrelevance
Ad hominem
Reductionism
Over-generalization
Ambiguity
Emotionalization
False analogy
Faulty justification
Faulty causality
Criteria-based fallacies
Inductive fallacy
Stereotypical thinking

0O O 0O o0 O O o0 O o O O

O

The fallacies discussed in the study are given under the deduction title. Since informal
logic-based content is presented, descriptions are only based on deductions. However, from
the aspect of historical reasoning, fallacies in other reasoning elements that especially have
an impact on deduction may also be addressed. From this point of view, a proposal draft is
given in the classification regarding the fallacy elements in the elements of historical
reasoning. It is thought that further studies are required to detect these fallacy elements and
to identify the historical reasoning fallacies.

Because the discipline of history includes thinking in line with fuzzy logic and on the
level of informal logic, it is thought that studies should be carried out on correct and faulty
reasoning to create a common conceptual language that may be used in the field of history.
The structure that may be created in this direction will enable the content of historical thinking
skills to be more gradual and teachable for both history education and history teachers.

Conflict of Interest Statement: The author hereby declares that there is no conflict of
interest in this study.
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Oz

Mantigin, dogru disinmenin, kanitlamanin, sonug¢ c¢ikarmanin, akil ylritmenin olmadigl bir
arastirma alanindan, bir inceleme disiplininden bahsetmek muimkiin degildir. Dolayisiyla bir
inceleme alani olarak tarih disiplini de mantik, dogru diisiinme, akil yliritme ¢ercevesinde UrUnlerini
ortaya koymaktadir. Tarih gibi s6zel alanlarda, giindelik dilin kullanilabildigi disiplinlerde informel
mantik, klasik ya da modern mantiktan daha iyi bir sekilde kullanilabilmektedir. Bu ¢alisma informel
mantigl, informel mantigin tarih disiplininin dogasina uygunlugunu gostermeyi ve bu dogaya
uygunluk cercevesinde tarihi yorumlarin mantik hatalari acgisindan nasil ele alinabilecegini
gostermeyi amaclamistir. Calismada tarih disiplininde informel mantik ve informel mantigin
kapsamindaki mantik hatalari ele alinmis, mevcut mantik hatalari benzer igerige sahip olanlar,
birbiriyle iliskili olanlar, beraber gorilenler seklinde dislnillerek sadelestirilmis, 13 adet mantik
hatasi olarak yapilandirilmistir. Boylelikle calismada tarihsel akil ylriitme dogrultusunda tarihsel akil
yuritme hatalarina iliskin bir siniflandirma sunulmustur; “belirsizlik, art niyetli yaklasim, abartma,
asiri basitlestirme, asiri genellestirme, hatali benzetme, hatali 6l¢iit kullanma, hatali timevarim,
hatali nedensellik, duygusallasma, alakasizlik, hatali gerekcelendirme, kliselesmis distincedir”.
Sunulan bu 13 mantik hatasi, gesitli tarihi yorumlar ve agiklamalardan orneklerle tarihgiler ve tarih
egitimcilerine bu konuda aciklayici bilgi sunulmaya calisiimistir. Sonraki calismalarda mantik
hatalarinin tarihgiler ve tarih egitimcilerinin kullanimiyla tarihsel dislinmeyi arttirmada ise yarayip
yaramadigina iliskin belirlemelerin yapilmasi 6nerilmektedir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: tarih, informel mantik, mantik hatalari, tarihsel akil yliritme

Giris

Mantik, “dogru diisinme sanati ve bilimi; dogru diisinmenin yolu ve yontemi” (TDK,
2021), “dogru ve yanlisi ayirt etme araci” (Karacay, 2003), “dogrulugu saglayan savlarin
incelenmesi” (Cryan, Shatil ve Mayblin, 2011:3) seklinde ifade edilmekte ve dogruya ulasma
arac ve yontemi olarak ele alinmaktadir. Bunun yani sira hem akil yliritme hem de belgeleme
seklinde iki yonll olarak da degerlendirilmektedir (Batuhan ve Griinberg, 1984). Nitekim bir
bilim dali olmanin yani sira diisinme tarzini belirtmek icin de kullanilmaktadir. Bu baglamda
da mantikh diisiinme, dogru ve tutarh diisiinme olarak ifade edilmektedir (Oner, 1998:14).
Mantik dogrularla ilgilendigi kadar “yanhs distinme, yanlis akil yiridtme, yanlis konusma,
yanhs kanitlama ve yaniltici tartismalarin farkina varma” (Yaran, 2011:13) gibi unsurlari da
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icermektedir. Dolayisiyla diislinme hatalarinin tespit edilmesi de dogrunun tespit edilmesinde
onemli bir slireg olarak degerlendirilebilir.

Bilim adamlarinca ileri surilenler “distinceleri billurlagtirmak ve orgitlemek igin
bicimlendirilmis varsayimlar” ve “dogrulanmaya ya da diizeltiimeye yahut clritilmeye acik”
yapilar olarak ele alinmistir (Poincare akt., Carr, 2001: 114). Bu cercevede mantigin, dogru
disinmenin, kanitlamanin, sonug¢ ¢ikarmanin, akil yiritmenin olmadigl bir arastirma
alanindan, bir inceleme disiplininden bahsetmek mimkin gérinmemektedir. Bir inceleme
alani olarak tarih disiplini de mantik, dogru disiinme, akil yiritme gergevesinde Urlinlerini
ortaya koymaktadir. Nitekim mantigin felsefedeki tanimi olarak sunulan “dislincenin ve
disincenin varlik bigimlerinin, 6gelerinin, tirlerinin, olanaklarinin, yasalarinin ve disiince
baglamlarinin bilimi” (TDK, 2021) seklindeki tanimi da diislinceyi, diislincenin varlik bigimlerini,
ogelerini, turlerini, olanaklarini ve baglamlarini ortaya koyan bir alan olarak tarih disiplinini de
ilgilendirmektedir.

Tarihsel slrecte en kapsayici haliyle G¢ mantik tiirinden bahsetmek mumkinddr:
Bunlar klasik mantik, modern mantik ve bulanik mantiktir. Bu mantik tirlerinden klasik ve
modern mantik kati kurallara sahip bir mantik anlayisi iken; bulanik mantik kati kurallardan
siyrilan, grileri, olasiliklari ve ¢ok boyutlulugu ele alan bir mantik tlridir Tarih disiplininin de
bulanik mantik ile daha baglantili oldugunu soylemek mimkiindir. Tarih felsefesine, tarihin
ne olduguna ve nasil yapilmasi gerektigine iliskin literatlirde yer alan baglamsallastirma, yer
zaman ve kisi faktort, kaynaklarin 6zelligi, sebep sonug iliskisinin vurgulanmasi, durumdan
duruma degisebilme, kaynagin niteligine gore olasiliklari géz 6nlinde bulundurma gibi
faktorler bulanik mantik icerigine daha yakindir (Giiltekin, 2019: 466). informel mantik,
bicimsel olmayan yapisi ile daha ¢ok bulanik mantikta yerini bulmaktadir. Kuhn (1982:9)
glinimdiz bilgisinin de dlinyanin, toplumun ve tarihin kosullari baglaminda dogruyu ve yanlisi
farklilastirabilen bir yapisi oldugunu vurgulamaktadir. Nitekim tarih egitiminde de elestirel
distinme, degerler, cok yonli bakis acgisi ve empati gibi konular Uzerinde yogunlasan
arastirmalarda bulanik mantik kokenli dislince yapisindaki degisimin izlerini gormek
mumkindir (Gultekin, 2013: 3).

Mantik yapisindaki farkhlasma, mantigin buna dayali disiinme ve akil yiritme
bicimlerinde de farklilasmayi 6ne ¢ikarmistir. Bu agidan yukarida ana akim olan klasik, modern
ve bulanik mantigin isleyis tarzlari, bicimleri acisindan iki tir ele ainmaktadir. Bunlardan biri
formel, digeri ise informel mantiktir. Formel mantik/distinme/akil yiritme?, cikarimin bigimi
ve dogruluk degeri ile ugrasmaktadir (Walton, 1990) ve dogru-yanlis, iyi-koti seklinde ikili bir
mantik sistemine sahip tek yonli, kuralli, dogruluk degerine sahip bir akil yiritme oOzelligi
gostermektedir (Commons ve Richards, 2003). Tirkce’de “informel” olarak kullanilan
“bicimsel olmayan, resmi olmayan” (TDK, 2021) seklinde bir sifat olarak tanimlanan kavram,
ingilizce Tirkce sozliikte “gayri resmi, kanunen gecersiz, konusma diline 6zgi, bicimsel
olmayan” seklinde karsilanmaktadir (Tureng, 2021). Sekilsel gecerliligi temel bir kriter olarak
gormeyen informel mantik (Yaran, 2011:22), formel mantiga gore daha az bigimsellik
tasimakta, daha az ve iddiasiz teknik terim kullanmakta, giindelik tartisma ve kanitlamalara

1 Mantik daha evvel de bahsedildigi iizere hem bir bilim dalini hem de diisiinme ve akil yiiriitme siirecini ifade
eder anlamlarda kullanilmaktadir. Bunu belli etmek adina {i¢ ifadenin birbirinin yerine kullanilabilecegi yoniinde
bir vurguda bulunulmak istenmistir. Ancak Ug¢li kullanim bigimi metnin akiskanhgini bozabilecegi icin bundan
sonraki kisimlarda sadece informel mantik ifadesi kullanilacaktir. informel mantik ifadesi ile de hem mantik
biliminin bir bigim icerigini hem de diisinme ve akil ylritme anlamlari karsilanmistir.
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daha fazla vurgu yapmakta, daha pragmatik ve pedagojik amag glitmektedir (Freeman, 1994
akt. Yaran, 2011:19). informel mantik ¢ikarim kurallarini arag edinerek icerigin tartisilmasini
ve mantiksalligi bir arada almaya ¢alismaktadir (Kamer, 2014: 79). informel mantik, giinliik
konusmalardaki soylem baglamlarinda gegen kanitlari belirlemek, ¢6zimlemek ve
degerlendirmek igin kullanilmaktadir. Kanitlar baglamdan bagimsiz bir bigimde degil, durum
bazinda olusturulmakta ve degendirilmektedir (Yaran, 2011:20). Bu yonlyle de tarihteki
baglam ve tarihi kanitlarin degerlendirme bigimleri igin daha uygun bir akil ylritme olarak
kendini gostermektedir.

Bugliniin informel mantiginin asil kdkeni, glnlik konularla daha yakindan iliskili bir
egitim verilmesi gerektigini savunan 1960’larin toplumsal ve politik hareketleridir (Groarke,
2007). informel mantik kavrami ilk kez 1964’te kullaniimaya baslanmistir. Bu kavrami kullanan
kitaplardan birinde dilin mantiktaki roliine ve mantik hatalarina agirlik veren bir anlayisi;
digerinde ise formel mantikta ele alinmayan konulari ve kanit érneklerinin glincellestirilmesi
yoniindeki bir anlayis sergilenmistir (Yaran, 2011:14).

informel mantik hareketini farkli bir boyuta tasiyan 1980’de Kaliforniya Devlet
Universitesi’nin elestirel diisiinmeyi orta dgretim sonrasindaki egitim icin resmi bir ders
olmasini sart kostugu kararnamesidir (Yaran, 2011:31). Dolayisiyla bugin elestirel diisiinme
anlaminda yapilan g¢alismalarin biyik ¢ogunlugu informel mantik ilkeleri dogrultusunda
sekillendirilmektedir?. informel mantik sosyal bilimlerde, muhakeme ve mantikli yorumlama
icin empati, elestirel bakis, dilin dikkatli kullanimi, belirsizlikle basa ¢ikma, iyi bir argimanin
glcll ve zayif noktalarini tanima, kanitlari dikkatli inceleme, iddianin arkasindaki kanitlamaya
dikkat etme, sonuglari belirleme, laf kalabaliginin arasindan ana hatlari farketme, spesifik
iddialari ve uzman bilgisini sorgulama gibi iyi pragmatik ve pratik beceriler gerektirir (Walton,
2008: Xl). Nitekim tarih disiplinine uygun ve hali hazirda da kullanilan akil yiritme informel
niteliktedir. Clinkl tarih calismasinda birey kot yapilandirilmis problemlerle karsi karsiya
kalmaktadir. Bu kéti yapilandirma da ¢ikarimlara ve kanita dayali olarak sonuglarin daha fazla
veya daha az olasilik barindirmasindan ileri gelmektedir (van Drie ve van Boxtel, 2008). iste bu
yonuyle tarih alaninda lstesinden gelinmesi gereken gorevler informel mantik ile ayni igerige
sahip goriinmektedir.

Turkiye’de informel mantik, disiinme ya da akil ylritme hatalari lzerine yapilan
¢alismalarin temelde dayandigi yabanci mengseili kaynaklar Walton, Johnson ve Blair, Freeman,
Kahane tarafindan ortaya konmus iceriktir (Ding, 2019; Emiroglu, 2004; iskender, 2020; Kamer,
2014; Yaran, 2011; Yilmaztirk, 2012). Ancak bu calismalarda ortaya konulan hatalar “safsata,
mantik hatasi, mantik yanhsi, yaniltmaca” gibi farkl isimlerle ele alinmaktadir. Ortak bir
kavramsallastirma s6z konusu degildir. Calismada bunlardan mantik hatasi ifadesi iceriginin
daha net anlasilir 6zellikte oldugu dislincesiyle tercih edilmistir.

informel mantik alaninda vyapilan calismalar agisindan durum incelendiginde
calismalarin agirlikh olarak yontem ve amaclara, siradan kanitlamayi kavramsallastirmak icin
mantik hatalarina ve informel mantigin yararhligina, timevarimsal ve timdengelimsel
argimanlar arasindaki iliskinin dogru anlasilmasina, diyagram tekniklerinin yararliligina
yogunlasildigi gériilmektedir. informel mantik alaninda yapilan calismalarda 6zellikle hatalar
konusunda ortak bir siniflandirma olusturulamamistir. informel mantik baglaminda ele alinan
ve tartisilan hatalar konusunda temel olarak sonucu onaylamak ve onciilii reddetmek gibi

2 Ornegin Baillargeon, 2017; Giirkaynak, Ustel ve Giilgdz, 2008; Ruggiero, 2017; Thompson, 1995.
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bicimsel yanilgilar ele alinmistir (Groarke, 2007). Ele alinan bu hatalarla farkh kategori ve
isimlerle farkh listeler ortaya konulmustur.

Mantik hatalarini ortaya koyan galismalarin baslicalari arasinda yer alan ve informel
mantik konusunda temel dayanaklardan biri olan Walton (2008: 21), 6 adet yaygin ve temel
mantik hatasi ortaya koymustur. Bunun yani sira Ruggiero (2017), temel sorunun “benimki
dahaiyi” anlayisi cercevesinde sekillenen “bakis acisi hatalari, ydntemsel hatalar, ifade hatalari
ve tepki hatalari”ni ele almistir. Tlrkiye’de mantik yanliglariyla ilgili en dnemli listelerden biri,
mantik yanlislarini “bigim yanliglari, igerik yanliglari ve diger yanlis gesitleri” seklinde 3 baslhk
altinda ele alan Emiroglu’nun (2004) listesidir. Emiroglu, icerik yanlislarini “lafiz yanhslari ve
mana yanliglari” seklinde iki kategoride; diger yanlslari ise “konudisilik yanlisi, uydurma delil
yanlisi, gelisigizel kurulmus eksik delil yanlisi ve yanlis zan yanlisi” gibi 4 kategoride ele
almistir. informel mantik hatalarini 7 ana grupta 47 tiir olarak ele alarak detaylandirmistir.
Yaran (2011) ise agirlikli olarak Walton temelli informel mantigi ele almis ancak “yaniltmaca”
ismi ile tanimladigi bu hatalari Ruggiero odakli olarak sunmustur.

Bir diger isim de bulanik mantigin gelisimi ve disitn diinyasindaki farklilasma yoniine
dikkat cekerek dogru diisinmenin yolunun ayni olmadigi gibi yanhs distinme icin de pek ¢ok
safsata oldugunu ortaya koyan Alatli’dir. Alatli (2009) “Aklin Yolu Da Bir Degildir” adli eserinde
ve dokuz yil sonra yayinladigl “Ben Boyle Diisiiniilyorum Demekle Olmuyor” (Alath, 2018) isimli
eserinde safsatalar tizerinde durmus; 10 grup altinda 48 tiir disiinme yanhisini érnekleri ile
acitklamustir. Alath iki eseri arasinda bazi grup ve safsata isimlerinde degisiklik yapmistir. Alatli
(2018) “bicimsel safsatalar” disinda ele aldigI ve “serbest safsatalar” ismini verdigi hatalar
“belirsizlik grubu, hatali kiyas grubu, adam karalama grubu, hatali siniflandirma grubu,
konunun 6ziini kagirma grubu, sasirtma grubu, tartismali neden grubu, istatistiksel hata
grubu, icazet grubu ve duygulara hitap grubu” olmak lzere on baslk altinda toplamistir.
Bunlardan baska Dobelli (2014a, 2014b) herhangi bir siniflandirmaya gitmeden 6rnekleriyle
baglantili olarak adlandirdigi 104 diisinme hatasini ele almistir.

insanin hatali diisiinmesi, elestirel diisiinme, karar verme gibi konularin énemli bir
kisminin psikoloji ve sosyal psikoloji disiplinleri icinde de ¢alisildig1 goriilmektedir (Baillargeon,
2017: 171-192; Dobelli, 2004a ve 2004b; Kahneman, 2019; Ruggiero, 2017: 179-199, 247; Sutherland,
2015). Ancak bunlarda insanda bilingsizce etkili olan algi faktoriiniin etkisi ile ortaya ¢ikan karar
verme ya da hatali disiinme unsurlarindan da bahsedilmektedir. “Disiinme hatalari, mantik
yanhslari, safsatalar” seklinde ifadelendirilen hatali akil yirGtmelere yer veren eserler alanlari
geregi gunlik yasanti, is diinyasi, siyaset, medya gibi alanlardan 6rneklere deginmislerdir. Bu
kaynaklarda birbiriyle ayni icerige sahip yanlis tirleri farkli adlarla ele alindiklari gibi,
bazilarinda da farkh tiir yanhslara yer verilmistir. Dolayisiyla yanlislarin tirleri ve isimleri
konusunda bir ortaklik saglanamamistir. Tarih disiplini distnaldigiinde s6z konusu
adlandirmalarin bir kismi fazlaca felsefi icerikli, bazilari da iceriksiz bir durumda kalmaktadir.
Bu calismada ne mantik disiplininde oldugu kadar kati kurallar cercevesinde ne de psikoloji ve
sosyal psikoloji disiplinlerinde oldugu gibi algi gibi biling disi unsurlarin etkisi cercevesinde
informel mantik ele alinmistir. Literatlirde siralanan mantik yanhslarinin sayilari s6z konusu
oldugunda tarihi incelemelerde arastirmacilarin ve tarih egitiminde 6gretmenlerin rahatca
analiz yapabilecekleri bir yapi s6z konusu degildir. Arastirmada bunun giderilebilmesi adina
tim mantik hatalariarasindan bir derleme yapilmistir. Calisma ile tarihi bir konuyu, olayi, kisiyi,
kaniti ya da yorumu inceleme eylemi igerisinde sergilenen akil yiritme hatalari informel
mantik cergevesinde ele alinmaya galisiimistir.
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Yontem

GCahsmada literatiirden hareketle tarihte siklikla gorilen mantik hatalarina iligkin
derleme yapilmistir. Derleme yapilirken, informel mantigin en g¢ok galisildigi alanlardan biri
olarak medyaya yonelinmis ve bunun igin tarihle ilgili kdse yazilari ele alinmistir. Bunun yani
sira sunulan fikirleri destekleme ya da reddetmenin amacg oldugu elestiri tiri distintImis ve
bu baglamda tarihi bir elestiri metninden orneklere yer verilmistir. Ayrica tarih 6gretimi
surecinde mantik hatalari ile sikga karsilasilan 6grenci cevap ve yorum oOrneklerinden de
yararlaniimistir. ilgili literatiir (zerinden gerceklestirilen bu calisma etik kurul onayi
gerektirmemektedir.

GCahsmada literatiirde informel mantik hatalarinin tarih alaninda karsilasilan érnekleri
icin daha belirgin ve anlasilir belirleme ve adlandirmalar yapilmaya calisilmistir. Bu cercevede
tarih disiplininde sorgulanabilecek akil yiiritme yanliglari asagidaki gibi toplam 13 baslik
altinda toplanmistir:

° Abartma

° Alakasizhk

. Art niyetli yaklagsim

° Asiri basitlestirme

° Asiri genellestirme

. Belirsizlik

° Duygusallasma

° Hatali benzetme

° Hatali gerekgelendirme

. Hatali nedensellik

° Hatali 6l¢tt kullanma

° Hatali timevarim

° Kliselesmis diislince

Bulgular

Abartma

Bununla bir durumu, kisiyi ya da kaniti oldugundan daha abartili, daha fazla payi olan
bir durum, kisi ya da kanit olarak sunma yoniindeki hata kastedilmektedir. Ayni zamanda bu
etkiyi yaratabilmek icin sadece olumlu yonleri ele alma boylece oldugundan daha basaril,
daha iyi, daha etkin gosterme hatasidir. Emiroglu (2004:191) abartma noktasini vurgulayarak
bunu “konuyu tasarak genis kapsamli alma” olarak isimlendirmistir.

Tarih’te “en” ifadesi dikkatli kullanilmalidir. Hata barindirmaya misait bir kullanim
seklidir. Bu ifade ile bir seyi oldugundan daha bliyik gésterme egilimi ortaya ¢ikabilmektedir.
Hatta bununla bahsedilen “sey” bir nevi zirveye oturtulmaktadir. Ornegin Meydan’in (2021)
Blylk Taarruz igin kullandigi “diinyanin en hakl, en mesru savasl” ifadesi bir abartma
ornegidir. Bu ifade bir hata olarak degerlendiriimez ise Blylik Taarruzdan onceki Sakarya
Savasl ya da isgallere karsi bolgesel direnisler, bunun kadar hakli olmamaktadir. Dahasi diinya
tarihinde de hicbir savas bu kadar hakli olmamaktadir. ifadenin alindigi kése yazisinin 30
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Agustos’ta yayimlanmis olmasi buna ayni zamanda bir duygusallastirma hatasini da
eklemektedir. Bir olayin yildonimu ele alinirken o olayin 6nemini vurgulamak ve boéylece etki
uyandirmak adina bu tip hatalara sikga rastlanmaktadir. Bu ytizden farkl olaylarla ilgili farkl
kisilerin agzindan ayni sézclklerin dokilmesi gibi durumlarla kargilasiimaktadir.

Hali hazirda ¢cok goze batmayacak ancak yine de abartma olarak nitelendirilebilecek bir
baska ornek ise Paksoy (2007:90) tarafindan darbenin olumsuz anlamini arttirmak icin ifade
edilen nitelemedir. Paksoy makalesinde Cumhuriyet’in ilk dénemlerinde yapilan tarih
calismalarina dair Copeaux’un darbe nitelendirmesine karsit olarak darbenin anlamini
vurgulamaya calismistir. Bu noktada “Darbeden s6z ettigimiz zaman, s6z konusu darbeden
once ¢agin gereklerine uygun bir tarih anlayisi ve egitiminin varligini kabul etmis oluruz.”
seklinde bir aciklamada bulunmustur. Burada “cagin gereklerine uygun” ifadesi ile darbenin
olumsuz anlamini arttirmak amagh bir abartma yapilmistir. Darbe, varolana iliskin bir
harekettir. Varolan ise cagin gereklerine uyabilir de uymayabilir de. Cok belirgin olmasa da
baglama gore bu yonli bir kullanim da abartma hatasi olarak nitelendirilebilir.

Alakasizhik

Bu hata ile konudan uzaklasma, konunun iginden ¢ikilmaz bir kisir dénglye
donistiridlmesi, hatali iliski kurulmasi ya da iliskisiz olanlarin bir araya getirilmesi,
vurgulanmasi, birbiriyle uyumlu olmayanlarin karsilastiriimasi, olmayan seyler tizerinden kesin
yarginin ortaya konulmasi (Alatli, 2018: 112-113, 116; Emiroglu, 2004: 222; Ruggiera, 2017:
220) tarzindaki hatalar kastedilmektedir.

Bu baslik altinda ele alinabilecek o6rneklerden biri Armagan’in (2021) “Geg¢mis
Gegmemistir” isimli yazisidir. Armagan ¢ag tasniflerinin her zaman sorun oldugunu ve
“Ronesans diye bir ¢ag var mi yok mu?”sorusunun tartisildigini ifade etmektedir. Burada
kavram kullanimindan kaynaklanan ve sonrasinda ¢ag kavraminin sorunlu olduguna iligskin
yapilan bir alakasizlik hatasi s6z konusudur. Ronesans, kelime anlami olarak yeniden dogus
olarak nitelendirilmekte, Giincel Tiirkge Sozliik’te (TDK, 2021) “XV. yy.’dan baslayarak italya’da
ve daha sonra diger Avrupa lilkelerinde hiimanizmin etkisiyle ortaya cikan, klasik ilk Cag kiiltuir
ve sanatina dayanarak gelisen bilim ve sanat akimi” olarak tanimlanmaktadir. Dolayisiyla ¢ag
degildir ve ¢ag olarak ifade edilemez. Bir akim olarak tanimlanmasinin yani sira bir “olgu”
oldugu da sdylenebilir. Olgu, “birtakim olaylarin dayandigi sebep veya bu sebeplerin yol agtigi
sonug, vakia” (TDK, 2021) olarak tanimlanmaktadir ki Rénesans da bu igerige sahip bir
kavramdir. Dolayisiyla ¢cag kavraminin Ronesans lizerinden 6rneklendirilerek siniflandirmasina
dair citkarimda bulunmak alakasizlik hatasi olarak degerlendirilebilir.

Bazen cikarim yapilirken oncillerin ya da sonucun kendinden 6nce sunulanlarin tekrari
olarak sunulmasi séz konusu olmaktadir. Ornegin “insana ve insanin icinde bulundugu topluma
yer vermeyen tarih olamaz, ¢linki....” seklinde tamamlanmasi istenen sonugtan 6nciillere
yonelik akil yiritme sirecinde 0Ogrencinin “insanlardan toplumlar olusmustur” ya da
toplumlar insanlarin bir araya gelmesiyle olusur” seklindeki aciklamasi alakasizlik 6rnegidir.
Burada sunulanin icerigindeki bilgiler farkl bir sekilde ele alinip tekrar edilmektedir ancak
sorulan ya da istenenle iliskili bir aciklama sunulmamaktadir. Bu baglamda kurulmayan
iliskiden dolayi alakasizlik olarak nitelendirilebilir.

Art Niyetli Yaklagim

Bununla kasith olarak bir durumu 6ne ¢ikarmaya ¢alisma ya da yanli bir tutum
sergilenmesi, etiketleme karsi tarafa saldirma ya da distincesini dogrudan reddetme seklinde
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yapilmis hatalar ele alinmaktadir (Alath, 2018: 106-110; Emiroglu, 2004: 180-183; Ruggiero,
2017: 234-236, 238-240) . Ornegin; Lale devri icin sik¢a karsilasilan “zevk U sefa devri” ifadesi
bu devri daha olumsuz gosterme yonli bir yaklagimdir. Bu ifadeyle déneme iliskin tek bir yon
ele alinarak bir etiketleme yapilmaktadir ve bu yoniyle de art niyetli yaklasim hatasi
yansitilmaktadir. Ayni zamanda ifadenin klise olarak kullanilmasi sebebiyle kliselesmis diisiince
hatasi da sergilenmektedir.

Asiri Basitlestirme

Bununla abartmanin tam tersi bir durumu, kisiyi ya da kaniti oldugundan daha asagi ve
etkisi yokmuscasina ele alma seklindeki hata ifade edilmektedir. Kanitin, nedenin ya da
sonucun, konunun tiiminG agiklamakta ¢ok basit kalmasi durumudur (Emiroglu, 2004:39). Il
Bayezid doneminde 6nceki ve sonrasindaki donemlere nazaran Osmanl Devleti’nin toprak
genislemesinin daha az olmasi sebebiyle Il. Bayezid’in koti bir padisah oldugu yoniindeki algi
asiri basitlestirme hatasina 6rnek olarak verilebilir.

Asin Genellestirme

Bir durum ya da yorumu baska durumlar icin de gecerli gorme; bitlinin bazi
parcalarina uygun disen noktalari bitiinin timine mal etme; kliselesmis, basmakalip
ifadelerden hareketle ¢ikarimda bulunma gibi unsurlari icermektedir (Ruggiero, 2017:206-
207). Asin genellestirmeye ilk 6rnek Giltekin ve Akca Berk’in (2018:782) 6grencilerin
baglamsallastirma hatalarini tespit etmek amach yaptiklari ¢alismada 6grencinin metninde
yazdig1 Gokturk Yazitlari yapilirken “bozkirin zor sartlarinda verdigimiz cabaya deger” (3. Sinif)
ifadesidir. Buradaki hata bozkir sartlarinin zor oldugu ile ilgili alginin bozkirda tiim yasamini
gecirmis insanlar icin de diistintilmesidir. Burada asiri genellestirme yapilarak tiim insanlar i¢gin
bozkir sartlarinin zor oldugu algisi sunulmustur.

Asiri genellestirmeye farkh bir 6érnekle Paksoy’un (2007:106) Copeaux’un Tirk Tarih
Tezi'ne yaptigl yorumu elestirisinde karsilasiimaktadir. Paksoy “Oysa insanlarin ortak atasinin
Orta Asyali oldugu ve uygarlhigin diinyaya Orta Asya’dan yayildigl dislincesi, bugiinde bilim
cevrelerinde kabul goriyor.” seklinde gerekcelendirmesini yapmis iken ardindan “Sayin
JacquesChirac bile hepimiz Bizans’'in ¢ocuklariyiz diyerek Tirklerin ve Avrupalilarin ayni
kokenden geldiklerini ileri sirmedi mil!” soézleri Fransa’nin baskaninin tim Fransiz
vatandaslarini baglayici bir etkisi oldugu; tiim Fransizlarin, baskanlarinin tarih konusundaki
fikrini savunmalari gerektigi yoniindeki algidan kaynakli bir asiri genellestirme 06rnegi
sunmaktadir. Bu ayni zamanda hem baskanin tarih¢i olmamasindan hem de onun sézlerinin
Copeaux’u baglamayacagindan dolayi hatali é/¢iit kullanimi hatasi 6rnegi de sergilemektedir.

Bir diger ornek de Armagan’in (2020) “Bizde umumi bir hastalik gibidir. Tarihciler
malzemeleri izerinde disliinmeyi, felsefeciler de tarih okumayi pek sevmez” seklindeki “biz,
umumi, tarihgiler, felsefeciler, sevmez” seklindeki ¢cogul ve genis zamanla kurdugu ifadelerde
kendini bulan asiri genellestirmedir. Burada bahsettigi iki meslegi yapmayan biri olarak
yazarin, disiplinlerin kendilerine 6zgli yapilarini ve bahsettigi ifadelerin ilgili alanlarin birer alt
disiplini, yani calisma alani (tarih felsefesi ve felsefe tarihi) oldugu kismini gézardi ederek ayni
zamanda asiri basitlestirme hatasi da sergiledigi sdylenebilir.

Belirsizlik
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Ayni anlama gelen sozciikler, ¢cok anlamh ifadeler, vurgulanan 6genin tam olarak
anlasilamadigi akil ylritme durumlaridir. Tiirkge’yi iyi kullanamamaktan, climlede kelimelerin
veya ifadelerin agik ve net olarak ifade edilmemesinden, belirsizilik icermesinden kaynaklanan
hatalardir (Alath, 2009:86 ve 2018:97; Ruggiera, 2017: 221-222). Ornegin; Giiltekin’in
(2014:208) ogrencilerin akil ylriatmelerini belirlemek Uzere yaptigl calismasinda Divan-i
Ligat’'it Tirk'te yer alan yiyecek isimlerinden olusturulmus bir tablo sunulmus ve
ogrencilerden verilen onclllere dayah ¢ikarim yapmalari istenmistir. “Etin pek ¢ok yemekte
hatta tatlida bile malzeme olarak kullaniliyor olmasi ......... gostermektedir/ifade etmektedir”
seklinde sunulan oncilleri 6grenci “glinimizde hayvancilik etleri daha g¢ok gelismistir”
seklinde tamamlamistir. Burada Turkge’yi kullanamamaktan kaynakh agik olmayan ifadeler
ozellikle tarih egitiminde sik¢a karsilasilan bir durumdur. Bu da belirsizlik hatasina yol
acmaktadir.

Tarih gibi hem bir disiplini ifade eden hem de bir olayin zamanini ifade eden kelimeler
de hata olusturabilmektedir. Nitekim g¢alismanin basliginda da bu tip bir yanhs anlasilmaya yer
vermemek adina -Turkge yazim kurallarina aykiri olsa da- disiplinin kendisini vurgulamak igin
“Tarih’te” seklinde bir kullanim tercih edilmistir. Benzer sekilde koken ve sonrasinda
kullanilagelen haliyle degisime ugramis kavramlar da sorun yaratabilmektedir. Ornegin
“millet” kelimesi kdken itibari ile dini ortakligi ifade ederken zaman icinde degisime ugrayip
daha fazla ortakligi olan insan topluluklarini ifade eder bigcimde kullaniimistir. Dolayisiyla
kavramin ele alinan dénemle baglantili olarak bazen ayni dinden toplulugu bazen de
nasyonalizmin karsiligi olarak kullaniminda karisikliga neden olabilmektedir.

Duygusallasma

Bununla tarihin bir ilmi calisma alani oldugu goz ardi edilerek konularin fazlaca
hikayelestirilmesi, duygu somdrileri ya da destanvari anlatim dogrultusunda yapilan akil
ylritme yanlislari ele alinmaktadir. Ayni zamanda tehlike ifadelerine, hamasete ve duygusal
ifadelere yer verip bunlari dayanak olarak kullanmak kastedilmektedir (Alath, 2018; 141-144;
Emiroglu, 2004: 194-199; Ruggiera, 2017: 223-224).

Bazi olaylarin yildonimlerinde, olaylarin énemi vurgulanirken ya da kisilerin kendi
onem verdikleri olaylari vurgulamalari esnasinda ¢okc¢a karsilasilan hata 6rnegidir. Bunun yani
sira tarihi olaylarin tarih disiplininin yontemi cergevesinde degil de edebi, masalsi bir anlati ile
sunulmasi da bu hataya ornektir. Canakkale, Sarikamig, Milli Miicadele, Hagli Seferleri, Viyana
Kusatmasi gibi tarihi anlatilarda bu yonii daha fazla gormek mimkindir. Masalsi anlatinin yani
sira ajitasyon iceren anlati bazen asiri genellestirilerek Fatih devrinde istanbul’'un
imkansizliklar ve c¢ok zor sartlar altinda fethedildigine dair 6grenci yorumuna da sebep
olabilmektedir.?

Hatali Benzetme

S6z konusu tarih disiplini olunca benzetmenin kendisi hata olusturmaktadir. Yine de
oldukca eski ve faydal bir kullanim sunmaktadir. Hatali benzetmede yapilan benzetmenin iki
unsur arasindaki tiim noktalarda oldugu yoniindeki bir algiya sebep olmasi asil hataya sebep
olan kisimdir (Emiroglu, 2004: 223-224: Alatli, 2018:132). Ornegin sikca kullanilagelen “kadi,
bugilinkii hakim gibidir” ifadesi benzetmeyi “gibi” ifadesi ile hatadan mimkiin oldugunca
arindirmaya calismaktadir. Ancak “kadi, buglinkii hakimdir” denildiginde temelinde

3 Yazarin kendi ders notlarindan alinarak ifade edilmistir.
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benzetmeden yola ¢ikan ancak sonugta tamamen yanlishk ortaya koyan bir tarihi ¢ikarima
ulasiilmaktadir.

Hatali Gerekgelendirme

Bununla esasi olmayan varsayimlar one siriilmesi ya da bu varsayimlardan hareket
edilmesi, niteliksiz kaynak kullanma ve bu tip kaynaklara dayandirma gibi hatalar ele
alinmaktadir (Emiroglu, 2004: 202-203, 205-207; Ruggiera, 2017: 181-185). Hatali
nedensellikte kisiye sunulmus bir yarginin ya da kendisinin verdigi bir kararin gerekcesini
aciklama noktasinda ortaya ¢ikan hata tiirtddar.

Sunulan bir arglimanin gerekgelerinin agiklanmasi durumunda agiklamanin ya da
aciklamanin dayandigi kaynaklarin kullaniminin hata barindirmasi s6z konusu olabilmektedir.
Ornegin Bardakgi (2020), Rumeli’nden go¢ edenlerin Tiirk olmadigi yéniindeki iddialara karsit
argliman gelistirdigi yazisinda Rumeli’yi “Osmanli imparatorlugu’nun ilk anavatani” olarak
tanimlamaktadir. Osmanli Devleti Anadolu merkezli kurulmus bir devlettir ve ilk baskentleri de
Anadolu’dadir. Ana vatan ifadesi bir seyin ilk gorildigu, yetistigi yeri gosterir ki Osmanlh
Devleti igcin bu Anadolu’dur. Dahasi Fatih dénemine kadar Anadolu topraklari Rumeli
topraklarindan daha fazladir, Yavuz Sultan Selim déneminden itibaren de yine Anadolu
topraklari devletin asil agirhigini olusturmaktadir. Bardakg¢i’'nin  Osmanl’nin  Rumeli
topraklarinda yasayan insanlarinin Tirk olmadigini savunmanin yanls oldugunu kanitlamaya
calistigr yazisinda bunu “ilk anavatan” ifadesi (zerinden gerekcelendirmesi, hatali
gerekcelendirmeye 6rnek bir hata olarak gosterilebilir.

Hatali Nedensellik

Bununla sebeple ilgili hatalar ele alinmaktadir. Tek bir sebeple agiklama, farkli sebepler
olabilecegini goz ardi etme, yakin zamanlarda meydana gelen durumlarin arasinda sebep-
sonug iliskisi kurulmasi (Alath, 2018:128; Emiroglu, 161; Ruggriero, 2017: 210-211) gibi
unsurlar bu hata kapsamindadir. Hatali gerekc¢elendirmeden farki, verilen karar lzerinden
degil gerceklesmis, ortaya konmus bir durumun sebep-sonug¢ iliskisi baglaminda
aciklanmasinda hatanin ortaya ¢ikmasidir. Burada sonug degil, sebep bir yargi sunmaktadir
denilebilir. Ornegin, Osmanlh Devleti’nin I. Diinya Savasi’na girme sebebinin ittihat ve Terakki
Partisi’'nin Alman hayranligi oldugu yonindeki séylem olayin tek bir sebeple agiklanip diger
sebeplerin gbz ardi edilmesinden kaynakli hatali nedensellik ornegidir. Benzer sekilde
Sarikamis Harekati’nda 90000 askerin donarak 6ldtgil ifadesi savas sartlarinin ve diger 6lim
sebeplerinin goze alinmadigi bir hatali nedensellik 6rnegi sergilerken; sayinin fazlaligi abartma
ve de vurgulanis bicimi yonuyle* de duygusallasma hatasi 6rnegi sunmaktadir.

Hatali Olgiit Kullanma

Burada yanlis 6lcit kullanarak degerlendirme yapilmasi ya da ol¢litiin yanhs bir sekilde
ele alinmasi kastedilmektedir. Bu anlamda kendi alaninda otorite olsa da c¢ikarimin yapildigi
konuda otorite olmayanin ol¢iit olarak alinip, onun sozlerine gore degerlendiriimede
bulunulmasi s6z konusudur (Alatli, 2018: 135; Emiroglu, 2004:184-185; Ruggiero, 2017:222).
Ornegin, Giiltekin (2013:187-188), Kiiltigin Barki’nin perspektif bir ¢ciziminin verilip “resimdeki
anit mezarin apildigr kisi devleti/milleti/toplumu icin 6nemli bir kisidir” seklinde yargi
sunulmustur. Ardindan Ogrencilerden bu vyargiyi dogru bulup bulmadiklarini
gerekcelendirmeleri istenmistir. Dogru bulan 6grencilerden bazilari “kapisina bir siiri heykel

4 Ornegin Independent Tiirkge’nin 5 Ocak 2020 tarihli haberinde “Sarikamis Harekati’nda donarak sehit olan 90
bin asker anildi” seklindeki ifadelendirmeler.
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dikilmis”, “cinliler putlara tapar”, “ona dogru namaz kiliyorlar” seklinde oncillerini
sunmuslardir. Burada heykel bulunmasinin énemli bir kisi oldugunu kanitladiginin, resimdeki
binanin 6zelliklerinden dolayi buranin bir Cin mezari oldugunun ve bagdas kurmus bir sekilde
tasvir edilen heykellerin namaz kildiginin digslinilmesi hatali  6lgut kullanimlarini
gostermektedir. Bunun yani sira tek bir sebep Uzerinden aciklanmis olmasi hatali
gerekcelendirme, putlar ve namaz kilma lzerinden yapilan tanimlamalar alakasizlik hatalarini
da sergilemektedir.

Hatali TiUmevarim

Bununla 6rneklerin dogru bicimde gbz gecirilmeden biitlin icin yargida bulunulmasi
(Emiroglu, 2004: 209-211, 221); cikarim igin gliclii olan énermelerin géz ardi edilmesi (Alath,
2018:133), tutarsizlik ve geliski barindiran gikarimlarda bulunulmasi (Ruggiero, 2017: 219-220)
yoniindeki hatalar kastedilmektedir.

Gultekin’in (2014:210) “tablodaki bilgiler dogrultusunda yemeklerde ¢ok fazla et ve siit
kullanilmasi ve bunlara baharatlandirma ve kurutma yontemlerinin uygulanmasi .........
gostermektedir” seklinde Divan-i Ligat’it Tirk’te yer alan yiyecek isimlerinden olusturulmus
tablodan hareketle gikarim yapmalari istenen “diger yiyeceklerin taninmadigi ve teknolojinin
olmadigini, yemeklerde ¢ok fazla et ve sit var, baharatlandirma yapiliyor, kurutma yéntemleri
kullaniliyor, farkl tip yiyecekler kullanilmamis, bu yiyecekler bilinmiyor, baharatlandirilarak ve
kurutularak uzun 6mdrli hale getirilmis, bunlarin disinda bir yontem kullanilmamis, buglinki
yontemleri bilmiyorlar, buglinkii yontemler teknoloji ile yapiliyor, o donemde teknoloji
yoktur” seklindeki disinme siralamalari neticesinde vardiklari ¢ikarim hatali tiimevarim
ornegi olarak nitelendirilebilir.

Kliselesmis Diisiince

Bununla daha fazla inceleme geregi duymadan kliseleri, basmakalip ifadeleri ve yaygin,
popller distinceleri aynen alip kullanma yonilindeki hatalar kastedilmektedir (Alatli, 2018:
137; Emiroglu, 2004: 192, Ruggiera, 2017: 186, 204-205). Asiri genellestirme hatasi icinde de
kliselerden bahsedilmektedir. Ancak asiri genellestirmedeki klise kullanimi, hatali olmayan
kliseleri bir 6ncil olarak kullanarak klisenin ¢ok daha fazla durum veya kisi icin genellenmesi
meselesidir. Buradaki hata ise klisenin nispeten hata barindirmasi ve bunun kullanimi ile
hatanin olusmasidir.

Bu tip bir hataya ornek olarak “Misak-1 Milli” kavraminin Glke sinirlari, hatta buglnkii
Ulke sinirlari (Paksoy, 2007: 93) olarak cevrilerek kullanilmasi sunulabilir. Pekcok tarih
ogretmeni bu sekilde kavrami sunabilmektedir. Oysa bu kavramin asil anlaminin milli yemin
olmasi ve buglnkid sinirlari kapsamamasi kismi goézardi edilebilmektedir. Bu yoniyle
kliselesmis diisiince hatasi sergilenmektedir.

Mantik hatalarindan mimkin oldugunca arinmis bir tarih disiplini arzu edilendir.
Elbette hatalarla karsilasmak dogaldir ancak kasith ve siireklilik gosterir bir sekilde
karsilasiimasi alana zarar verebilmektedir. Ozellikle cogunluga ulasabilen medyada karsilasilan
popdtler tarih anlatilarinin yukaridaki hata tiirlerinden arinmis bir bicimde hazirlanmasi tarih
disiplininin mantik yapisinin toplumun geneline benimsetilmesi acisindan daha onemli
goriulebilir.

Turkish History Education Journal, October 2021, 10(2), 43-56




GULTEKIN

Sonug

Bu calismada tarih disiplininde informel mantik ve informel mantigin kapsamindaki
mantik hatalar ele alinmis, mevcut mantik hatalari benzer icerige sahip olanlar, birbiriyle
iliskili olanlar, beraber gorilenler seklinde digsinulerek sadelestirilmis, 13 mantik hatasi
secilmigtir. Ortaya konulan bu mantik hatalari ¢esitli tarihi igerik dogrultusunda
orneklendirilerek agiklanmaya galigiimistir.

Mantik hatalarinin bilinmesi ve ayirt edilmesi, diisinme ve akil yirtitme sireglerinin,
bilgi Gretme sireglerinin niteligini arttirici bir unsur olacaktir. Bu baglamda ileride s6z konusu
bu mantik yanlislari izerinde daha detayl incelemeler yapilmasi uygun olacaktir. Ornegin,
arastirmamda yapilandirilan mantik hatalarinin tarihgiler ve tarih egitimcilerinin kullanimiyla
tarihsel distinmeyi arttirmada ise yarayip yaramadigina iliskin belirlemelerin yapilacagi
calismalarin alana katki saglayacagi distnilmektedir.

Ele alinan bu 13 hatanin disinda tarih disiplini igin 6zellikle bazi temel hatalara dikkat
cekilebilir. Tarih’te herhangi bir seyin “ilk” oldugunu séyleme konusunda dikkatli davranilarak
“bilenen ilk” ifadesi kullanilir. Bu sekilde simdiye kadar edinilmis kaynaklar dogrultusunda ilk
olarak nitelendigi vurgulanir. Dolayisiyla bunun ihmal edilerek “ilk” sifati ile yapilan
tanimlamalar tarihte hataya sebep olan 6nemli hususlardan biridir. Bunun yani sira yukarida
da nispeten deginilen “en” ifadesi de dikkatli kullanilmasi gereken, tarihi ¢ikarimlarda hataya
¢anak tutan bir sifattir.

Tarih disiplininde hatalardan arinmak icin dncelikle dil konusuna dikkat edilmelidir.
Ozellikle kaynaklara dayanan ve kesin, keskin yargilardan arinmis bir dil kullanmak hatalari
azaltabilecektir. Kanitlara dayali olarak ele alinan noktalarda rivayetin hikayesi olan “-mistir, -
mistir” kaliplarinin kullanilmasi, kanitlar Gzerine yorumlarin sunuldugu kisimda ise olasilik
iceren yiklemlerin kullanilmasi bunu saglayabilecek unsurlardan biridir.

Bu calismada informel mantik hatalari ele alinirken sadece ¢ikarim boyutuna
odaklanilmistir. Oysaki tarihsel akil yiritmenin anabilesenlerini ortaya koyarak bir cati
olusturan Van Drie ve Van Boxtel (2008) buna iliskin “temel kavramlarin kullanimi, alana 6zel
kavramlarin kullanimi, soru sorma, kanit kullanimi, baglamsallastirma ve ¢ikarim” dan olusan
alti unsur ortaya koymuslardir. Buna dayanarak temel kavramlarin kullanimi ve alana 6zel
kavramlarin kullanimi benzer igerik olarak goriilerek kavram kullanimi altinda birlestirilerek
bes unsurdan olusan bir yapi 6nerilmistir (Glltekin, 2014). Bu cercevede yapilan hatalar
Uzerinde duruldugunda asagidaki gibi bir siniflandirma yapilabilir:

e Soru sorma hatalari
o Soru kalibini yanhs kurgulama
o Gereksiz soru sorma
o lliskisiz soru sorma
o VYetersiz (eksik) soru sorma
e Belge/kanit kullanim hatalari
o Yanlis belge kullanimi
o Belgeyi yanlis kullanma
o Hatali sorgulama
o Eksik sorgulama
e Dil ve kavram kullanim hatalari

Turkish History Education Journal, October 2021, 10(2), 43-56




Tarihte informel mantik ve mantik hatalar:

o Diliyanhs kullanma
o Temel ve alana 6zel kavramlari yanls kullanma
o Kavramlar arasinda yanhs iliski kurma
e Baglamsallastirma hatalari
o Zamani yanhs kullanma
Mekani yanhs kullanma
Sempati
Yanlis empati
o Empati kuramama
e Cikarim Hatalari
o Abartma
Alakasizhk
Art niyetli yaklagim
Asiri basitlestirme
Asiri genellestirme
Belirsizlik
Duygusallagsma
Hatali benzetme
Hatali gerekgelendirme
Hatali nedensellik
Hatali 6l¢it kullanma
Hatali timevarim
Kliselesmis diisiince

o O O

0 O OO O O O o O O O O

Tabloda arastirma kapsaminda ele alinan mantik hatalarina ¢ikarim bashgi altinda yer
verilmistir. informel mantik temelli bir icerik sunuldugundan sadece cikarim {zerinden
actklamalara yer verilmistir. Ancak tarihsel akil ylritme agisindan bakildiginda 6zellikle
¢ikarima etki eden diger akil yiritme unsurlarindaki hatalar da ele alinabilir. Bu noktadan
hareketle tabloda tarihsel akil yiiritme unsurlarindaki hata unsurlarina dair bir éneri taslagi
sunulmustur. Bu hata unsurlarinin tespiti ve tarihsel akil ylritme hatalarinin net bir sekilde
belirlenmesi adina yeni ¢calismalara ihtiyac oldugu dislintlmektedir.

Tarih disiplininin bulanik mantiga uygun ve informel mantik diizleminde bir dislinme
sergilemesinden o6tlrli dogru ve hatali akil yuritme Uzerinde calismalar yapilarak tarih
alaninda kullanilabilecek ortak bir kavramsal dilin olusturulmasi yoniindeki calismalarin
yapilmasi gerektigi diisiinlilmektedir. Bu yonde ortaya konulabilecek yapi, hem tarih egitimi
hem de tarih 6gretmenleri icin tarihsel diisiinme becerilerinin iceriginin daha asamali ve
ogretilebilir olmasini saglayabilecektir.

Cikar Catismasi Beyani: Yazar ¢ikar ¢atismasi olmadigini beyan eder.
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