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AnHoTaums. B crathe paccmarpuBaeTcs BOMPOC HOPMATUBHOCTM B KOHLIEMLMM MCTUHBI KaK HecokpbitocTh (GAfiBeia) M. Xaiimerrepa,
KOTOPbLIi BONHOBAN KPUTUKOB Xaliferrepa eue npu xusHu ¢unocoda. PackpbiBaetcs npobnemarika aToil KDUTUKM B KOHTEKCTE «apry-
MEHTa NPaBa» 1 OCMbICTIEHNS TPAHIL] MOHATUIHON HOPMATUBHOCTY OTHOCUTESLHO UCTUHBL. AHANM3 HECOKPLITOCTY (GANBEIR) B dunocodum
M. Xaiigerrepa B CBETe BONPOCA O HOPMATMBHOCTM OCYLLECTBASIETCS YePe3 PaCCMOTPEHNE CeayIoLMX acnekToB: JOMKHA M UCTUHA ObiTh
HOPMATMBHBIM MOHATMEM; B YEM 3aKJII04aeTCs «MPaB0» HECOKPLITOCTN «MMEHOBATL» UCTMHY; MOYEMy HECOKPLITOCTL (GAIDEIA) HUKOraa He
Obina NOHSTUEM B CTPOTOM CMBIC/IE CIOBA B TBOPYECTBE MLICINTENS. B pesynstate aBTop NPUXOAUT K BLIBOAY, COTNAcHO KOTOPOMY UCTUHA
KaK HecOKpLITOCTb (GADEIQ) Co3HATENbHO WM3BNEKAETCA XaiinerrepoM n3 MOHATWIAHLIX rpaHuL, Gyayyu YacTbio MaHa no NPeomoNeHmio
MeTabu3M4eckoro MbilLieHns. TepMuHbl Xaiigerrepa He MOryT ObiTb MOHSTHI B MPUBBIYHON CUCTEME KaTeropuii, Befb Gunocod crpemuncs
NPeofoneTb HOPMATUBHbIE PaMKKM NOHATAS. OTCYTCTBIME HOPMATUBHBIX MOHITUIHBIX FPAHWL, HE IMLIAET HECOKPLITOCTb «NPaBa» HA3blBATLCS
WCTWHOM, Tak KaK UCTUHA MOXET UMETb, MOMUMO MOHATUIHOTO, WU APYrue N3MepeHns.

KniouyeBbie cnoBa: HECOKPLITOCTb, Xaiifierrep, UCTUHA, MOHSTUE, HOPMATUBHOCTL, METAGU3NYECKOE MbILLNEHNE

Ons umtupoBanus: Koga H. B. Bonpoc 0 HOPMaTMBHOCTM B KOHLENLMM UCTUHBI kak HECOKPLITOCTM Y M. Xaiinerrepa // MasecTus CapaTtoBcko-
ro yHusepcuteTa. Hosas cepusi. Cepusi: dunocodus. Mevxonorms. Meparoruka. 2021, T. 21, Buin. 2. C. 139—142. https://doi.org/10.18500/1819-
7671-2021-21-2-139-142

Crarbs ony6nukoBaHa Ha ycnosusix muenaum Creative Commons Attribution License (CC-BY 4.0)

Article
https://doi.org/10.18500/1819-7671-2021-21-2-139-142

The question of normativity in the concept of truth as unconcealedness by M. Heidegger
N. V. Koda

Lomonosov Moscow State University, GSP-1, 1 Leninskie Gory, Moscow 119991, Russia

Nadezhda V. Koda, sokolova-nadya@rambler.ru, https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7543-8387

Abstract. The article is devoted to the consideration of the issue of normativity in the concept of truth as unconcealedness (GARB€Iq)
by M. Heidegger. The question of the normativity of truth as unconcealedness (GAr8¢ia) greatly worried Heidegger's critics even during
the philosopher’s life. The article reveals the perspective of this criticism in the context of the “argument of law” and understanding the
boundaries of conceptual normativity regarding truth. The analysis of unconcealedness (GAfj6¢ia) in Martin Heidegger's philosophy in the
view of the question of normativity is carried out through consideration of the following aspects: whether the truth should be a normative
concept, what "right” unconcealedness has to "name” the truth, why unconcealedness (GA8¢ia) was never a concept in a strict sense of
the word in the thinker's work. The analysis leads to the conclusion that truth as unconcealedness (GAfjBia) is deliberately extracted by
Heidegger from conceptual boundaries, being a part of a plan to overcome metaphysical thinking. Heidegger's terms cannot be understood
in the usual system of categories, because the philosopher sought to overcome the normative framework of the concept. The conclusion
is formulated according to which the absence of normative conceptual boundaries does not deprive the unconcealedness of the “right” to
be called truth, since truth can have, in addition to conceptual, other dimensions.

Keywords: unconcealedness, Heidegger, truth, concept, normativity, metaphysical thinking

For citation: Koda N. V. The question of normativity in the concept of truth as unconcealedness by M. Heidegger. lzvestiya of Saratov
University. Philosophy. Psychology. Pedagogy, 2021, vol. 21, iss. 2, pp. 139-142 (in Russian). https://doi.org/10.18500/1819-7671-2021-
21-2-139-142

This is an open access article distributed under the terms of Creative Commons Attribution License (CC-BY 4.0)

© Koga H. B., 2021



%@\E M3s. Capar. yH-Ta. Hos. cep. Cep.: Prnocopns. lNcnxonorns. lNegarornka. 2021. T. 21, Bbin. 2

BBenexue

Konuenmuto nerunel Xaiigerrepa Ha3blBaloT
SKCTpPaBAaraHTHOM 1 yauBHUTENbHON. Kak pu »ku3Hu
Xamjerrepa, Tak M ceifuac, OHa BBI3bIBACT OOJIBIIOM
uHTepec uccienonareneii. C npyroil CTOpOHBHI,
KpUTHKA JAHHOW KOHIIENIMU HE YTHUXAET IO CUX
nop. CoBpeMeHHbIE HCCIIEI0BATENN YacTO CIAELYIOT
aprymenrauuu J. Tyrenaxara, KOTOPbIi BEICTYIUII
co cBoel KpuTukoin Xamerrepa eme B 1964 . [1].

B pab6ore «bwiTue u Bpems» Xaiigerrep BbI-
JIBUTaeT yuyeHue 00 MCTUHE KaK HECOKPBITOCTH
(6An0¢e10), KOTOpAs, IO €r0 MHEHHIO, TPEIICCTBYET
WCTUHE BBICKA3bIBAHMS M JIC)KUT B €€ OCHOBE [2,
c. 220]. CornacHo Xaiigerrepy Merau3uka Kak
cynb0a 3amagHOeBPOINEHCKO UCTOPUN ONUpAeTCs
Ha MCTHHY BbICKa3bIBaHUS, IOHMMAEMYIO KakK Ipa-
BHJIBHOCTH CYXJeHUsl. HecOKphITOCTh BBICTYIAET
KaK M3Ha4YaJIbHasl OTKPBITOCTH CYIIIETO, KOTKPOBEHHE
cymero B ueinom» [3, ¢.20], 6maromapsi KOTopomy
HCTHHA BBICKA3bIBAHUS TOJIBKO U MOXKET CYILLECTBO-
BaTh. J. Tyrenaxar KpUTUKYET KOHLIETILIUIO UICTUHBI
Xaiinerrepa 1o HECKOJIbKUM HapPaBJICHUSIM.

«AprymeHT npasa»

3. Tyrenaxar, K. Jlagonr [4, p. 116.]u Y. Cmut
[5, p- 164] cuuTaror, 4T0 HECOKPHITOCTh B IIpaBe HE
MOXET UMEHOBaThCsl MCTUHON. M. PaTxosn Ha3bl-
BaeT JaHHBIN TE3UC «apryMeHTOM npaBay (“rights”
argument) [6, p. 35]. B ocHOBe TaHHOTO apryMeHTa
nexut no3uuus Tyrennxara, KOTOpbLI CUUTAET, UYTO
TOCKOJIBKY MO3ULIMA Xaljerrepa fajeka oT Hallero
«ECTECTBEHHOT'O IOHUMaHUs UICTUHBI», OCTaeTCs He-
SICHBIM, Ha KAKOM OCHOBAaHWUH XaWJerrep Ha3pIBacT
HUCTUHY «HECOKPHBITOCTHION [7, ¢. 136]. Bo3amoxHo,
(heHoMeH, OTKPBITHIA XaiferrepoM M Ha3bIBaH-
HBIi «HECOKPBITOCTBIO», UMEET MECTO, CUUTAET
Tyrenaxar, OlHaKO OH HE COIVIAIIAEeTCs C TEM, YTO
JIAHHBIA (PEHOMEH MOXKHO TPAKTOBATh KaK UCTHHY.
«MUHHMMAaIbHBIM yCIIOBUEM JJIsi TOTO, YTOOBI I0-
HATHE BOOOIE MOIVIO BBICTYIATh KaK MMOHSATHE UC-
THHBI, SBJISICTCS TO, YTOOBI OHO OBIIIO COBMECTHMO
C UCTHUHOM BhICKa3biBaHUs» [1, S. 331]. Takum
oOpazom, J. Tyrenaxar BeICTaBiIsIeT TpeOOBaHUE, B
COOTBETCTBUU C KOTOPBIM JIF000€ TIOHATHE UCTUHBI
1 BITOCIICICTBUH PA3MBIIIICHHS 00 HCTHHE JOIKHBI
OBITh COBMECTUMBIMH C HCTUHOM BbICKa3bIBaHUS. B
CBSI3M C 9TUM HECOKPBITOCTH «OTKa3aHO B MpaBe»
Ha3bpIBaThCsl UCTUHOM. JlanHbI aprymeHnt K. Jla-
(OHT cUUTAET HEHTPATBHBIM MYHKTOM KPHUTHKHU
O. TyrennxaTtoMm XalJerrepoBCKON KOHIETIIUU
uctunsl [4, p. 116]. MccnenoBatens nojaraet, 4To
y Tyrenaxara ecTb Bce OCHOBaHHUsS CUUTATh, YTO
HECOKPBITOCTh HE UMEET HUKAKOIO0 OTHOLIEHHUS K
HWCTHHE IO MPUYHUHE TOTO, YTO OHA HE SIBISETCS
HU HOPMAaTHUBHBIM MOHSATHEM, HU KOHLIETIIHEH, OT-
paxarolieid OMBaJIGHTHYIO CTPYKTYPY «UJIH-HIIH»
[4, p. 148].
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HOPMaTMBHbIM NOHATUEM?

3. Tyrennxar, ¥. Cmut u K. JladhonT «mpu-
CBauBalOT» HCTHHE ONpEeAeIeHHOE 3HaueHUeE,
CTpEeMACh TaKUM 00pa3oM «OTPAaHUYHUTH» MYTH
MBICIIM, HAUE€PTHUB €l €JMHCTBEHHO NMPABUJIbHBIA U
JOIyCTUMBIN IIyTh. TeM caMbIM OHU IIPUAAIOT HOP-
MaTHBHOMY MOHSTHIO HCTUHBI BBICKA3bIBAaHUS a0CO-
JIOTHOE 3HaueHue. [laHHYO0 NMO3ULHI0 KPUTUKYIOT
MHorue uccinenosarenu. Tak, E. @anés ormeuaer,
49TO «IPHJABaTh KAaKOW-THO0 UCTHHE abCOMOTHOE
3HaYeHNe 0€30THOCUTEIBLHO KO BCAKOH MEePCIEKTH-
BE — HaMBHas HeKpUTHYecKasd owmubOka» [8, c. 26].
M. PaTxonn Takke HEe COIaceH C JaHHBIM IOJIO-
JKEHHEM U CUUTAeT JIMHTBUCTUYECKUN MPUHIIHII,
CONJIACHO KOTOPOMY BELIM UMEIOT UM HE UMEIOT
mpaBa Ha OMpeAe/IEHHOEe UMS, COMHUTEIbHBIM [0,
p- 36]. TpeboBanre HOPMATUBHOTO UCTIOIH30BAHMS
MOHSATUN M CTPEMIICHHUE K «IHIIMKJIOTEINYECKOM
CTPOrOCTH», KOTOPasi HaBA3BIBAET SI3BIKY CTPOTHE
paMKH, 10 MHEHHUIO Xaiaerrepa, IpOTHBOPEUHT Cy-
HIECTBYIOIIUM JIMHTBUCTHYECKUM MTPAKTUKaM H Ha-
IIPABJICHO HA U3bATHUE U3 SI3bIKA €T0 TBOPSIIEH CUIIBL.
VIMeHHO «OrpaHNYUBAIOLLYIO» SI3bIK HOHATUHHOCTD
Xaiiaerrep crapajics NpeoJoJIeTh B O3AHUN Nepruoj
cBoero TBopuecTtBa. M. PaTxonn yka3piBaeT Ha TO,
YTO €CTh CBSI3U U OTHOLIEHUS, KOTOPBIE HEIb3sI BbI-
pasuTh B paMKax OMHAPHBIX OMIO3WIUH, KaK 3TO
JieaeTcsl B KIIACCUYECKOW KOHIICTIIIUU UCTHHBI, Ye-
pe3 OMBaJCHTHYIO CTPYKTYPY «WIH-HIIN. PaTxomn
CUMTACT TAKXKe, YTO «aPTYMEHT IIpaBay, BbIIBUTAC-
MBIii B OTHOILIEHUHM HECOKPBHITOCTH . Tyrenaxarom,
ABIIIETCA HECOCTOATEIbHBIM B TOM YHUCIIE B CBA3U
C TeM, YTO €ro CTOPOHHUKHU HHUKOINa HE JaBaJH
00BSICHEHUS «TOTO POIa HOPMAaTHBHOCTH, KOTOPHIH
3acily’KUBaeT Ha3bIBaTbCsl HICTUHOM, U KOTOPBIA OT-
JMYaeT BCe 3aKOHHbIE ynoTpeOsieHus mpeaukara
“HCTUHHO” OT BCEX HE3aKOHHBIX» [6, p. 37].

B HOpMaTHBHOM MOHSTUU UCTHUHBI, KOTOPOTO
TpeOYIOT B ONpEAETICHUN HECOKPHITOCTH Y. CMHT
u K. Jlapont, cama noustuitHas HOPMaTUBHOCTh
CTaBUTCA «HaI» UCTUHOM. OOparuMcs K IoJIoXKe-
Huto Xaijerrepa, COrjacHO KOTOPOMY IUIsl TOTO,
4yTOOBI HEUTO OBUIO OLIEHEHO KaK MpaBUIIbHOE U
HENpaBWIbHOE, BCErJa 3apaHee IpearnosaraeTcs
Takoe OTHOULIEHHE K CYyIIeMy, KOTOpPO€ BBIBOAUT
3TO CyIlEe B «OTKPBITBIN pocTop». Beab «uctuHa
€CTh B UCXOJIHEHIIIEM CMBICIIE PA30MKHYTOCTh MPH-
CYTCTBHSI, K KOTOPOW NMPUHAIIIEKHUT PACKPHITOCTD
BHYTpUMHpPHOro cyuero» [2, c. 223]. ComtacHo
JTAHHOMY TIOJIOKEHHUIO MOHATUITHASI HOPMATUBHOCTh
OKa3bIBa€TCsI MOAYCOM UCTUHBI, @ HE IIPEJILIECTBYET
eil. JIxx. KokenbMaHC cuuTaeT, 4ToO €Ciii caMmy HOp-
MaTUBHOCTb MBICIUTh KaK MOJYC HUCTHUHBI, TOTAA
HE COCTABJISICT TPyAa IOMBICIIMTh MOAYC MCTHHBEI,
CBSI3aHHBIN C IPaBUIBLHOCTHIO [9].

HayyHbifi otaen
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HecokpbiTocTb U npo6nema UMEeHU

BTopoit MOMEHT, KOTOPBIi1 SBIISIETCS 3HAYUMBIM
B KOHTEKCTE «apryMeHTa MpaBay, — 3TO mpodiema
uMeHH. Bompoc 0 ToMm, KakuM 00pa3oM UM CO-
OTHOCHUTCS C BELIbIO, BOJIHOBAJ MBICIUTEIEH Ha
MPOTSHKEHUM MHOTHX BEKOB. YK€ B JPEBHEHIINX
TpaAMLMIX Y3HATh UMs O3HAYaJI0 MPUKOCHYTHCS K
CYITHOCTH BEIIH, a B HEKOTOPHIX MUPaX — 00pecTH
HaJl HEll ompejesIeHHYy0 BJIACTh. Xaijerrepa He-
penKo OOBUHSIOT B «JIMHIBUCTHYECKOM IIPOU3BOJIEN.
OxHAaKo clenyeT 3aMeTUTh, YTO JIJIS CaMOTO HeMell-
Koro (mrocoda 36K HUKOTA HE OBLIT IPOU3BOIIb-
HOW CHCTEMOH 3HaKOB, a BCETJa UMeJl «OBITHIHHYIO
MPUPOAY» U 001a1aJl «CPAILEHHOCTHIO» C OBITHEM.
CornitacHo Xaifjerrepy ObITHE «IHUKTYET» CIOBO
MBICIIUTENI0. B CBSI3M C ATUM UCHONIB30BaHUE UM
OIIPEIeJIEHHOT0 TEPMUHA AJIs OIIPEeIeTICHHON BEIIH
OBLIIO JJISI HErO BbICOYANIIEell HEOOXOIUMOCTHIO
[10, c. 14-15], koTOpas HaXOIUTCs, IO MHEHHUIO
¢mwrocoda, HamMHOrO TIIyOXKe, YeM MOHSITHHHAS
HOpMaTUBHOCTH. «CornacHo Xaiiaerrepy, 3HaueHus
OCHOBHBIX (PHIIOCO(CKHUX CIIOB HE MPOU3BOJILHEI.
W60 oHU ABIAIOTCS PE3YNBTaTOM TOTO, YTO ObITHE
NPEAOCTaBISIET ce0sl YEeNOBEKY B pa3HbIe JMOXH
cBOEi nuctopuu no-pazHomy» [11, p. 446].

C Touku 3penus Jlx. KokenbmaHca, HCTHHA
KaK HECOKPBITOCTh HE HUCKIIOYACT U3 ceOsl HopMa-
THUBHOTO TOHATHS UCTUHBI BhICKa3bIBaHUs. OIHAKO
HOPMAaTHBHOCTH, KOTOPYIO HECET B ceO¢ MCTHHA
BBICKa3bIBaHHUS, BBI3BIBAET BOMPOC 00 OCHOBAHHH
9TOI HOPMAaTUBHOCTH. B HCTHHE KaKk HECOKPHITO-
CTH O0HapyKMUBAETCS CIIOU, KOTOPBIUA HE TOIICKHUT
HOPMAaTUBHOM OLIGHKE, HO 3a/laéT HOPMaTHUBHOCTh
Kak TakoByro. Kokembpmanc, TakuM o0Opa3om, 3a-
HIMIIAaeT NO3UInI0 Xaiiaerrepa, COrlacHO KOTOPOH
«ECJIM ke MPABUIBLHOCTb (MCTUHA) BHICKAa3bIBAHUS
CTaHOBUTCS BO3MOXKHOU TOJIBKO Onaromapsi oT-
KPBITOCTH TMOBEJIEHUSI, TOTAA TO, YTO JEJAeT 3Ty
MIPaBHILHOCTH TOIEKO BOZMOXKHOH, IMEeT OoITbIee
MIPAaBO CYUTATHCS IEPBOHAYATBHBIM, YEM CYITHOCTD
uctuHb [3, ¢. 14-15].

BnusHue kputukm 3. TyreHpxarta
Ha KOHLenuuio ucTuHbI Xaliaerrepa

W3BecTHO, uT0o Xaiiaerrep B MO3AHUI MEpUO.
TBOpYECTBA KOPPEKTUPYET CBOE IIOHUMAaHUE HC-
THHBI KaK HECOKPBITOCTU. /[aHHYyIO0 mepemeHy He-
PEIKO CBA3BIBAIOT C BIMSHUEM HAa HEro KPUTHKU
Tyrenaxara [12, p. 244]. OgHako B CBS3U C 3TUM
YMECTHO OTMETHTb, UTO PeUb UAET CKOpee 0 «0oee
aJICKBaTHOM CJIOBOYHOTPEOICHUN», BEIh «B CYII-
HOCTH NOHMMAaHUs UCTHHBI y Xaiijierrepa HUYEro
He u3MeHmioch» [13, c¢. 301]. Takum oOpasom,
Xaiierrep He MEHSIET CBOIO IMO3UIIHIO, A, BEPOSITHEE
BCET0, HECKOJIBKO Mpeodpas3yeT crnocod ee BbIpa-
JKEHUs, TIEPEeKHUBasi 3a TO, UTO €r0 BBICKA3bIBAHMS

Prinocopris

U TEPMUHBI OyIyT HETPABUIILHO TMOHSTHI, BOCIIPH-
HUMAsCh Yepe3 IPUBBIUHYI0 CUCTEMY KaTeropuil. B
JJAHHOM KOHTEKCTE TO, YTO HECOKPBITOCTh Ha BCEM
HIPOTSDKCHUH TBOPUYECTBA MBICIUTENS HUKOTJA HE
CTAHOBMJIACh HOPMATUBHBIM MOHITHEM, SBISETCS
HE HEJAOCTaTKOM, a, HaIPOTUB, MPEUMYLIECTBOM
JAHHOTO TE€PMUHA. JTO OBUIO BAXKHO AJISI MPOEKTA
Xafgerrepa 1Mo IpeogoiICHUI0 MEeTaQU3UKH, BaXK-
HEHIIel JacTbio KOTOpoil Oblina TpaHchopMmarus
MOHATUHHOCTHU SA3bIKA.

OnHAKO TO, YTO HECOKPHITOCTH HEJIh3S5 HA3BaTh
MOHATUEM B CTPOTOM CMBICIIE, HE SIBJISETCS CBUIC-
TEJIBCTBOM HPPANMOHAITLHOCTH (PHI0COPCTBOBAHUS
Xaimperrepa B oTHoueHuH OANOglo. «Benpb chepa
PaLMOHAILHOCTH HE MUCUYEPIIBIBAETCS JUAIEKTUKON
u popmanbHOit orukoi» [14, c. 40], — yka3biBaeT
A. Hukynuna. ABTOp MOJYEPKUBAET, UYTO B JAHHOM
Clly4yae paluOHAJIbHOCTh MOHMMAETCS B IIHPOKOM
CMBICJIE, B 3HAUCHUU Pa3yMHOCTH U OTIOPBI HA JIOTOC
[14, c. 40], a HE B y3KOM CMBICJIE B 3HAYEHUU HC-
KJIIOYUTENIBHO 3alaHOEBPONENHCKON MOHATUIHHON
PaLMOHAIBHOCTH.

Taxkum oOpazoMm, apryment J. Tyrenaxara
U pa3leNsolUX ero MHEHHUE ucciegoBaTreneit
(V. Cmut u K. JlahoHT), B KOTOPOM HECOKPHITOCTH
OTKAa3aHO B [TPaBe Ha3bIBaThCSI HCTUHOM, Oa3upyercst
Ha MPUBBIYHOM BOCHPUSATUU TEPMHHA Yepes3 MpH-
3My NOHATUHHOM HOPMaTUBHOCTH. TepMHHOIOIUs
Xaiigerrepa 1 0COOCHHO TAaKOM 3HAYUMBIM TEPMUH
Jutsi ero hunocodun, Kak HECOKPHITOCTh (AAN010),
HE SIBISISICH MOHSITHEM B CTPOTOM CMBICIIE CJIOBA,
BBIXOJIUT 32 PAMKH MOHATUHHOW HOPMATHUBHOCTH.
OpHako, C TOUKH 3pEHHUS MHOTHX HCCIIEA0BaTEICH,
3TO HE SIBJISETCS MMOBOAOM K TOMY, UTOOBI OTKa3bl-
BaTh JAHHOMY TEPMUHY B IIpaB€ UMEHOBATh UCTHUHY,
KOTOpast MOKET UMETh, IOMUMO HOPMAaTHBHOTO, U
JIpyTHE U3MEPEHHUS M HE MOXKET OBITh «IIPHCBOCHAY
MOHATUIHON HOPMAaTUBHOCTBIO. BbIX0on 3a pamMku
MOHATUWHOW CTPOTOCTH B TEPMHUHOJIOTUH Xaiaer-
repa sSBISETCSI OCMBICJIIGHHON cTpaTeruei, Oymydu
YacThIO €ro MPOEKTa 10 NPEOIOICHNI0 MeTadu3u-
YECKOTO CIT0C00a MBIIUICHUSI.
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