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Uccnenosanus noanepsxxansl PHO, mpoekt Ne 20-18-00158 «DopmanbHas
¢bunocodusi, apryMeHTaIMsI U KOMIUICKCHASI METOI0JIOTHS IOUCKA M 0TOOpa
peuIeHunit cropay.

Mui npeonacaem nepesod cmamvu amepukanckoeo guirocogpa Pobepma Doeenuna (1932—
2016) «/lozuka eny6oko2o pasnozaacusy u yKazvleaem Ha AKMyaibHOCHb NPEONOHNCEHHO20 6
Hetl nonamus 2ny6okozo pasvoanacus. OHO 0KA3AN0 GTUAHUE HA PA38UMUe OUANEKIMUYECKUX
NnoOX0008 8 ap2yMeHmayuu, UCCIeOyruUx HeOeOYKmueHvle apeyMeHmbvl Hapsidy ¢ 0eOyK-
MUBHBIMU, U BHECTIO GKILAO 6 CMAHOGICHUE INUCMEMONIO2UU OBEPHBIX Nemelb — QUCKYCCUU O
NPEOebHbIX OCHOBAHUSX 3HANUSL, d MAKJICe O MOPATLHOM Pednusme @ COBPEeMEeHHOU aHalu-
muyeckoil unocoghuu.

KiroueBsie croBa: ybeswcoenue, snucmemonozus 08epHbix nemenvb, 00KA3bléaHUe, peulenue
cnopa

MsI npeaniaraeM MepeBo;] CTaTh AaMEPUKAHCKOTO aHATUTUIECKOTo (hritocoda
PoGepra ®orenuna «Jloruka rirybokoro pasHoriacus» [ 1], okazasiieii BIUsSHAC HA
HCCIIEIOBAaHUS B OOJIACTH SMTUCTEMOJIOTHH U apTyMEHTALIUH.

P. ®orenun (1932-2016) 6611 npodeccopom procoduun B JapTMyTCKOM KOJI-
Je/Ke, OTHOM M3 cTapednmx yHusepcutetoB Jluru mwmoma B CHIA. Ero dumocod-
CKYIO0 TO3ULHUI0 XapaKTEePU3YeT MOCIeN0BATENbHbII MHKIIO3UBHBIA CKETITHUIU3M.
Bwmecre co cBonmM ydenukom Yonrepom CKpuHHOT-ApmcTpoHToM (1955—...), aB-
TOPOM TIOMYJISIPHBIX YYEOHUKOB U OHJIAWH-KYPCOB 10 apryMEHTaLUU U KpUTHYe-
CKOMY MBIIIJIEHUIO B pycJie COBPEMEHHON JIOTUKU W aHaJuTH4Yeckol ¢unocodumu,
P. ®orenun, ObUI, MOXKATyH, CAMBIM M3BECTHBIM IMPEJCTABUTEIEM COBPEMEHHOTO
nupponusma. Cpean HaydHBIX pe3ynbTaToB P. DorennHa CTOUT BBIAECIHUTH HCCIIE-
noBanus ¢uiocodun JI. Butrenmreiina u 1. FOma, a caMoil U3BeCTHOH €ro KHU-
roii crayio ormyonukoBaHHOE B 1978 T. 1 HECKOJILKO pa3 Mmepen3IaHnHoe Mocooue Mo
HedopmanbHOi JNoruke «Kak mornmMath aprymenrtanuio» (Understanding argu-
ments).

Cratbs P. ®orennna 3HaMeHyeT co0OH OJMH M3 NIEPBBIX IIArOB TaK Ha3bIBae-
MOW SMHUCTEMOJNIOTUH ABEPHBIX IETENh — COBPEMEHHOTO TpPEeHIa B 3apyOe:KHOU
AQHAJIMTUYECKOM 3MHUCTEMOJIOTHHU [2], CBSI3aHHOTO C TUCKYCCUSIMU BOKPYT HJIEHU CY-
IIECTBOBAHMs KOHIIETITyaJbHBIX OCHOBAHMU B3IJISAZOB JIIOJEH Kak HEOOXOAUMOTro
(byHmameHTa oOpeTeHusI HOBBIX 3HAHWH M WX 00cyxaeHus. B Tpakrate «O mocto-
BepHOCcTH» (1969), Ha KkoTOphIl P. Morenun ccbuiaercs, (GOpMyIupys HOHSTHE
riyOokoro pasHoriacus, JlroaBur BuTreHIITeiiH cpaBHUI 3TH OCHOBaHUS C JABEp-
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HBIMU METJIAMU — KPEIJICHUAMHU KOpPITyca 3HAHUN YeJIOBEKa M3HYTPH U CHAPYXKH,
00pa3yoNIMMH OIOPY IS OOHOBJICHHS B3TVIIOB ITyTEM OOTYMBIBAHHS WM 00-
CYXJICHHUS C IPYTUMHU. B OTHOIIEHUM STHX MOJIOKEHUH «COMHEHHE UCKITFOUEHO. ..
OHH CJIOBHO TIETJIH, HA KOTOPBIX JICPXKUTCSI IBHDKEHNUE OCTAITLHBIX [IIPEIIOMKEHUH |>
[3.C. 367].

B smucreMosioruu [BEpHBIX METENb MOKHO BBIICTUTH TPU TO3UIUH 110 BO-
MPOCY O TOM, YTO OHH COOOH MPEJCTABIAIOT, HA30BEM UX YCIOBHO AMHUCTEMHYE-
cKasl, npoueaypHas u pamounad. OJIHU aBTOPBI TPAKTYIOT X KaK OMUCATENbHbIE
MPEIOKEHHSI, BBIpaXkaronye 0a30Bbie MPUHIUIIBI HIIM OCHOBHBIC 3HAHUS O YEeM-
mu6o [4, 5]. JIpyrue aBTOpHI CUHTAIOT UX YEM-TO BpPOJE MPAaBUI PACCYXKICHHUM
WJIU TIPOLIeIyphl IpOoBeACHUS JUCKyccull [6, 7]. I[loHayany kaxeTcs, 4YTO Mpolie-
JIypHOM mo3uIuu npuaepxxkusaercs u P. dorenuH, koraa numeT, 4To IO MO-
T'yT PacXOJHUTHCS BO MHCHHSAX IO MHOTHUM BOTIPOCaM, HO OHHU Pa3lesIoT O0IIue
MpEeACTABICHHUS] O TOM, KaKUM O0pa3soM 3TH Pa3HOINIACHsS MOXKHO pa3peliarth.
U, nakoHen, TpeThs rpyIa BUIUT B JIBEPHBIX METIAX HEKUE (PyHIAMECHTAIbHBIC
KOHCTPYKIMH [8] win pamouHble mpeanioxeHus [9], He cBOOAUMBIE K TOMY, KaKk
KCTOJIKOBBIBAIOT METJIM 3MUCTEMHUYECKasl WK npolieaypHas no3uuuu. K tperbeit
rpyIne, Kak BbISICHSETCS B KOHIIE CTaThH, MPUHAANIEKUT U P. @orenun, nonara-
IOIUH, YTO MPUBEPKEHHOCTh OOIIMM B3IJISIaM M MPEANOYTEHUSM, B (POHOBOM
pexume obecrieuynBaroIas BO3SMOKHOCTh CIIOPUTh U YCTPAHSATh PACXOXKICHHS BO
MHEHHSX, — 3TO CBOEro poja obs3aTenbcTBa (commitments). P. ®orenun otHo-
CUT UX K MOpaJbHBIM 00S3aTEIbCTBAM HE M3-3a TOTO, YTO OHU KacaroTCs B3IJIS-
JIOB JIFOJICH Ha J0OPO WIIM 3JI0, a BCICJCTBUE TOTO, YTO PAIMOHAIILHBIC areHTHI,
BCTyIas B JUCKYCCHUIO, TOOPOBOJIIBHO OepyT MX Ha cebs BMecTe ¢ OpeMeHeM JI0-
Ka3aTeNbCTBA, KOT/IA BBIBUTAIOT M 3allUIIAIOT MPU MOMOIIU apryMEHTOB CBOE
MHEHHE I0 KaKOMY-JTHOO BOIPOCY, MPOTHUBOIOCTABIISAS €r0 MHEHUSM M apry-
MEHTaM JPYTHX J0JeH.

Ota no3urus P. @orenuHa 0 MOpaabHOM XapakTepe 00sI3aTENBECTB 0 MOBOIY
0a30BbBIX B3TJISI0B U MPEANOYTEHHH, KOTOPBIE CTATKUBAIOTCS B TIIYOOKOM Pa3HO-
IJ1Iacuy, cTaja BHOBb aKTyajbHOU B Hayane XXI B. B KOHTEKCTE Cpa3y ABYX aKTHB-
HO UAYIIMX JUCKYCCHH — O MOPaJbHOM pealu3Me B SMHCTEMOJIOTHH U O MPEOao-
JICHUHM TEHICHIMKA TOJSIpU3aliK pasHoriacuii B obmiectBe. [lepBas amckyccus
3HAYUTCS B TIOBECTKE JHsI pOCCUHCKUX pummocodos (cM., Hanpumep, [10, 11]), BTO-
past 3aHUMaeT yMbI [TOKA TONBKO 3apyOeXHBIX (CM., Harpumep, [12, 13]).

Emre oqarM acnekToM akTyalbHOCTH IpemsioxkeHHoro P. dorenmHoOM MoHS-
THS TITYOOKOTO Pa3HOTIACHS SIBIISICTCS POJIb, KOTOPYIO OHO UTPAaeT B TCOPHH ap-
TYMEHTALlUY, MOCIYXUBILIAs pellallled NPUUMHON ISl TOro, YTOOBI Mpejio-
KUTh POCCHICKOMY YMTATENIO MEPEBOJ JAaHHOW CTaThU. [ TaBHBIM CIIEJICTBUEM
[IyOOKOTO pa3HOTIacus KaK Pacx0kJICHHUS BO MHCHHSX 11O MTOBOIY YIIOMSHYThIX
BBIIIE 0053aTENbCTB BBICTYMAET TYMHK apryMEHTAalUu — HEBO3MOXHOCTb pa3-
PELIUTh 3TO PACXOXKACHHE BO MHEHHUSAX IPH MOMOIIM MNPUBBIYHBIX MPHEMOB
yOeXKIeHUS-I0Ka3aTeNbCcTBa (conviction), OCHOBaHHBIX Ha «ICHOM W HCKPCHHEM
MBIIIJIEHUW», OCHOBBI KOTOPOT'O H3JIaraloT y4eOHWUKH IO JIOTHKE B TIJaBax,
MOCBALIEHHBIX apryMmeHTanuu. [ybokoe pazHoriacue — 3TO CUMIITOM abHOpP-
MaJIbHOTO PACXOXKJICHHUS BO MHECHHSX, B YCIOBHSAX KOTOPOTO HUKAKOE PEIICHHE
CIIOpa, €clii OHO BOOOIIE CYIIECTBYET, HE SABJISCTCS COACPIKATEINHHO YOSTUTEINb-
HBIM JIJI51 €70 CTOPOH.
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HopmanbHoe pacxoxaeHne BO MHEHHUSAX SBISETCS HEOOXOAHWMBIM YCIOBHEM
BCAKON JUCKYCCHH, KOTJa OJHA CTOPOHA JeJlaeT yTBEP)KIAEHHUE, a Apyras CTaBHUT
€ro IoJ] COMHEHHE, [IOCIIEe YeTr0 CTOPOHBI MOT'YT MEpEHTH K apryMeHTaIuu. Takoe
pacxokJeHue 3WKIETCA Ha 1iee JBEPHBIX MeTellb BUTreHmreiina, BICTYIaomuX
OIOpaMH ISl €ro pa3pelleHus, He3aBUCUMO OT TOrO, KaKk MX MOHMMaTh. OTCyT-
CTBHUE TOJO0OHBIX OTNOP CUTHATU3UPYET 00 aOHOPMAJIbHOM PAaCXOXJJICHUU BO MHE-
HISIX, BCJIEJCTBUE YETO apryMEHTALUs MPEKpaIlacTcs WIN BEUIMBACTCS B CIIOBEC-
HYIO 1y37b.

I'myGokoe pacxoxIeHHe BO MHEHHUSIX XapaKTePH3YeTCs TPeMsl CHMIITOMAaMU.
Bo-mepBbIX, COCTABISIONINE €T0 YTBEP)KIEHUS, KaK IPaBUJIO, OICHOYHBIC, OHU
HE OINMCHIBAIOT KaKUX-TNOO (PaKTOB; BO-BTOPHIX, B MOAJNEPKKY TaKUX YyTBEp-
JKACHUH CTOPOHBI YacTO CCHUIAIOTCS Ha OOMENPHUHSATOCTH CBOMX B3TJIANIOB,
«TJe... KK 00BSIBUT Apyroro riymnuoM u epetukom» [3. C. 397]; u, Hako-
Hell, B-TPETbUX, Y CTOPOH Pa3HOTIACUS MOTYT OBITH OOIIME B3TJSAABI MO PSAAY
BOIIPOCOB, a MPUHUUIIUAIBHOE PACXOXKIECHUE OOHAPYKUBAETCS, JINIIb KOTAa OHU
YIIyOIstoTesl B 00CYKJIeHNE OCHOBaHMM CBOWX mo3unwmid. [lepBbie 1Ba cuMmTo-
Ma MOXHO HCIIOJNB30BaTh Kak MpH3HAKU ISl OOHapyXKeHHsS TIIyOOKOro
pasHoIIacus, a TPETHH CHUMIITOM — JJIsi MPOBEPKH, ACHCTBUTEIBHO JTH MEXIY
CTOPOHAMHU HMeeTCsI aOHOPMaJbHOE pacxoXkIeHHe BO MHeHHsX. P. doremmH
MOTYCPKHUBAET, YTO HHTCHCUBHOCTH CIIOPa HE OTHOCUTCS K NMPHU3HAKaM TIyOoKO-
rO pa3sHOTJACHs, KapKUMU MOTYT OBITh CIIOpPBI, BBI3BAaHHBIC KaK HOPMAaJIbHBIM,
TaK 1 aOHOPMaJIBHBIM PACX0KICHHEM BO MHEHISIX.

B Teopun apryMeHTaIuu MoHATHE TITyOOKOTO PasHOIIACHS CIIOCOOCTBOBAIO
CTaHOBJICHUIO JTMAJIEKTUYECKUX KOHLEMuil aprymentauuu [14, 15], B KOTOpBIX
3HAYUTENIFHOE BHUMAHHE YAEISIETCS HEACAYKTUBHON apryMEHTAIlH W IPaBJIOIO-
JOOHBIM apTyMEHTaM — apryMEHTY K YEIOBEKY, K aBTOPHTETY (IKCIIEPTHOMY MHe-
HUIO), K TIOCJICACTBUSM U T.I. Takue apryMeHThI, YacTO KBATH(UIIMPYEMBIC HE KaK
apTyMEHTHI, a KaK IIPUEMBI BIUSHHS WK OIMIMOKH apryMEHTAIMH, UTPAIOT BAXKHYIO
pollb B YOSXKICHHU-YrOBapuBaHUU (persuasion), B kotopom P. DorenwnH Buaen
MyTh K IPEOJIOJICHUIO NTyOOKOTO Pa3HOTIIACHS, B OTIUYUE OT HE MPHUTOTHOTO IS
aToro yoexaeHus-nokasarensctsa. B 2005 r., ciycrs 30 et nmocie nepBoii my0-
nuKanuy crateu P. @orennHa, ncciueqoBaTeNy apryMeHTAIMN TPU3HATH BaKHOCTh
HOHATHS TIIyOOKOTO Pa3HOTNIACHS, TIOCBSITHB €My CIICIMAIbHBIA BBITYCK JKypHaia
Informal Logic.

B oTnuame oT neccHMMHUCTHYECKOH OIEHKH TT0 TIOBOY IPEOOTIECHUS TITyO0KO-
r0 pa3HOTIIACHS B aHAJTUTHYECKOU smrcTeMonoru [ 16], ncciaenosarenu aprymeH-
TalM YKa3bIBAIOT HA JIBa HE MCKIIIOYAIOLIUX JPYr Apyra Moaxoia: SMOIHMOHAIb-
HYIO TEpanuio TaM, I7Ie TaKOe pa3HOoTIache TPAaBMHUPYET WM BiieueT ckanjanl [17],
¥ U30JIMPOBAHME TYMHKA CIIOpa, OTKPHIBAIOIICE NHBIE HAIIPABICHUS PAa3BUTHA JHa-
nora mexnay croporHamu [18]. TlepBblif moAX0x yCTpEMIIEH 3a pPaMKH JIOTUKU U ap-
TYMEHTAllUM, UCIOJIb30BAHUE UX HMHCTPYMEHTApHUs IMOAPa3yMEBaeTCsl BO BTOPOM
nogxone. Coriacue CTOPOH TITyOOKOTO Pa3HOTJIACHS IO MTOBOAY MHOMKECTBA M30-
JUPYEMBIX TPEJIOKEHUH, OTKIIOHEHHBIX B CMBICJE, OJU3KOM HJee OTKIOHEHHOTO
npennoxenust S. Jlykacesuua u JIbBoBcko-BapimaBckoil mixons! [19], Moxer co-
CTaBHUTH OIIOPY VIS MIPOJOJDKEHHSI THAJIoTa ¥ BHECET BKJIAA B OOBEKTUBAIIMIO HIC-
Kyccuil B cMbIciie JIOTUKH aprymeHTannu [20]. MHOXECTBO TaKUX OTKIOHEHHBIX
apryMEHTOB BBICTYIAET KaHIUAATOM Ha POJb HEMOIBIKHOMN Touku [21], oTHOCH-
TEJIFHO KOTOPOH CTOPOHBI MOTYT C(HOKYCHPOBATHCS HA MPUEMIIEMbIX apryMEHTax,



272 E.H. Jlucaniox

CIOCOOHBIX TAPHPOBATh KOHTPAPTYMEHTHI, TIOAICPKUBAIOIINE TTPOTUBOIOIOKHBIN
Te3uc [22].

ABTOp BBIpaXKaeT ONAaroJapHOCTh YYAaCTHHKAM KOH(EpEHINH «AKTyallbHbIC
poOIeMbl aHATUTHIECKOH (ritocodpumy», cocrossinetics 24-25.09.2021 B Towm-
CKOM TOCYJapCTBCHHOM YHHBEPCHUTETE, KOMMEHTAPUU KOTOPHIX B JAUCKYCCHH IIO
JOKJIa Ty TIO3BOJIMIIN YITY4YIIUTH 3Ty CTaThlO, CO3JaHHYIO Ha €r0 OCHOBE.
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We offer a translation of the article by the American philosopher Robert Fogelin (1932-2016)
“Logic of Deep Disagreements” and indicate three aspects of the relevance of the concept of deep
disagreement proposed in it. It influenced the development of dialectical approaches in argumentation,
which explore non-deductive arguments along with deductive ones, and contributed to the hinges epis-
temology by focusing on the ultimate foundations of knowledge, as well as on the role of moral real-
ism in contemporary analytic philosophy. Fogelin’s paper marks one of the first steps in the so-called
hinges epistemology, a contemporary trend in analytical epistemology associated with the idea that
there are the conceptual foundations of our views which provide a necessary foundation for acquiring
of new knowledge and its discussions. Wittgenstein compares those foundations with door hinges that
fasten the body of personal knowledge from the inside and outside and insists that doubts or disagree-
ments about them collapse that body of knowledge and make its update impossible. Fogelin called
them deep disagreements in which the parties may share many opinions, but still disagree on principal
issues, for these are disagreements about their moral commitments, which rational agents voluntarily
take on with the burden of proof when they engage themselves into a discussion, put forward and de-
fend by means of arguments their opinions by contrasting them with the opinions and arguments of
others. Their shared background views and preferences constitute the pillars of argumentation, which
support the argumentation and the resolutions of differences of opinions. The absence of such pillars
shows up under the surface of the parties’ positions when the parties go deep into their foundations.
The deep disagreement stops the argumentation or turns it into a verbal duel, and either results in no
solution to the dispute, or makes it meaningfully unconvincing for its parties. According to Fogelin, it
is impossible to resolve a deep disagreement by means of conviction; however, there might be a
chance to overcome it by first isolating the dispute deadlock caused by it, and then by looking for ac-
ceptable arguments with the help of persuasion in order to grope a local compromise, albeit without
objectifying it.
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