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AHHOTANUA

B craTtphe mpencTaBiieH KpaTKUid aHAJIM3 HEKOTOPBIX MPOOJIEM MOIUTHIECKON (ritocodum,
KOTOpble OOBEIMHACT TaK Ha3bIBAEMBbIM «3MUCTEMUYECKUN MOBOPOT». OTMEUYEHbI HEIOCTATKU
IPOLETYPHBIX HOJAXOMOB B IOJUTHYECKOW (HI0COPHM, HEraTUBHBIE CIEICTBHS OTKa3a OT
BHEIIHUX COJEP)KATCIIbHBIX KPUTEPUEB MJI1 OLIEHKM TEOpUH, B YACTHOCTH TaKHUX, Kak
3¢ (eKTUBHOCTh, O0OOCHOBAHHOCTb, HCTHHHOCTb. PaccMOTpeHbl (EHOMEH U  BUAbI
SMUCTEMUYECKON CIIPaBEVIMBOCTH — «CBUETEIBCKAS» (TecTuMOHMANBbHA) 51
repmeHeBTudeckas. Ocobas BaXHOCTb NOCHETHEH OOBICHIETCS TEM, YTO KOJUIEKTHUBHBIE
NPeIpacCyKu OJOKMPYIOT SMHMCTEMHUYECKHE pEeCypehl, HEOOXOAWMBIE Uil MOHHUMAaHHS W
o0CYXKJI€HUSI KaK WHAMBHUIYaJIbHOTO, TaK M KOJUIEKTHBHOIO ONbITAa. B CBSI3M ¢ TeMaTHKOM
SMUCTEMHUYECKON CHpPaBEUIMBOCTU pPACCMaTPHUBAIOTCS JIBE CMEXKHBIE TEMbI — IpobieMa
9KCHEepTH3bl M (eHOMeH mnocThnpaBabl. [lokazaHa H3BPUCTHYHOCTH <«J10OpOXKETATEIBHON
KoHUenuuu noctnpasiel C. @ysuiepa, B paMKax KOTOPOH pauKalbHas JEMOKpaTU3allls 3HaHUS
B IPUHLHUIE T[O3BOJSET PEIINUTh NpoOJieMy SHUCTEMUYECKON HECHpaBeIMBOCTH IIyTEM
HUBEJIMPOBAaHUS cTaTyca HocuTenell 3HaHusa. OJHAaKO IIeHa TaKOro ypaBHUBAHUS OKAa3bIBACTCS
CJIMIIKOM BBICOKOH M TpeOyeT MOJIHOT0 MepecMOoTpa TPaJUIIMOHHON CUCTEMBI SKCIIEPTU3HI.
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BBenenue

B coBpeMeHHOI HOJUTHYECKON TEOpUH BCE Yalle TOBOPSAT 00 «3MUCTEMHUYECKOM IOBOPOTE
[Landemore, 2017; Raber, 2020], KOTOpbIii XapaKTepU3yeTCs PACTYILICH HEYI0BICTBOPEHHOCTHIO
MPOLEAYPHBIMU TOAXO0JIAMH, CTaBIIMMHU OCOOCHHO MOIYJISIPHBIMH IIOCJIE BbIXOAa B cBeT «Teopuu
cnpasemauBoctiy  Jk. Pomsa  [Poms, 1995]. AnbrepHatMBa BHIWTCA B BO3BPAllCHHH K
TPaJAULIMOHHOMY SMUCTEMOJOTHYECKOMY MHCTPYMEHTApUIO, MPEKIE BCErO0 TaKUM KaTeropusM, Kak
WCTUHA, 3HaHHEe, 000CHOBAHUE.

AHanu3 mpobiieM, CBSI3aHHBIX CO 3HAHMEM, HWCTHHOW, OOOCHOBAaHMEM, HEBO3MOJKEH BHE
COLIMAJIbHBIX KOHTEKCTOB, B KOTOPBIX 3TH MPOIECCHl UMEIOT MecTo. OTIMYUTENbHON 4epToil 3THUX
MIPOIIECCOB SBISIETCA TO, YTO OHU Pa3BOPAUYMBAIOTCS Ha (pOHE KOH(IMKTYIOIINX MHTEPECOB JIOACH —
KaK MHAWBHUJIOB, Tak U rpyIil. Eciyu roBoputs 00 3MUCTEMUYECKOM IIJIaHE, TO 3TO B IEPBYIO OUYEPEh
O0opbba 3a SMUCTEMUYECKHH CTaTyC, NPU3HAHUE B POJH ABTOPUTETHOTO HOCUTENS 3HAHUS WU
skcnepra. Ha s3bIke 3THKHM 3TO mpolieMa «3MHcTeMHuYecKoi crpaBeanuBoctu» [Fricker, 2009],
IIOCKOJIBKY OOCYXJEHHME CTaTyca U B3aMMOJAECHCTBUS yYaCTHUKOB IMOJIUTUYECKOTO Ipoliecca TpedyeT
JIOJDKHOTO YB@KEHHSI K YEJIOBEKY KaK CyOBEKTy 3HaHHUS. B TEOpPETHKO-TIOIMTUYECKOM KIIIOYE 3TO,
IpeXxae Bcero, mpoOiemMa NeMOKpaTH3alMd 3HaHUS, YTO HArJIAHO NpPOSBILEeTCS B (heHOMeHe
«TIOCTHPABJIbD» U CTABUT IO yTPO3y TPAIMLUUOHHBIN UHCTUTYT 3KcniepTussl [Hukoie, 2019].

OcHoBHas 9YaCcTh

B nocneanue necstuieTvs MKMPOKOE pacHpOCTpaHEHUE B JINOEPaIbHOW MOJIUTUYECKON TEOpUU
NOJYyYWIIM  JlennOepaTUBHbIE MOJXO/AbI, B YAacCTHOCTH JeIMOepaTHUBHBbIE TEOPHUH JIEMOKPATUU
[Schwartzberg, 2015]. Takue moaxoAb! MO CYTH SABJISIOTCS MPOLEAYPHBIMH, TaK KaK B OCHOBE JIC)KUT
Ta WIM UHas Tpoleaypa KOJJIEKTUBHOTO PAcCyX ACHHUS W OOCYXKIEHMs, 4acTO MOJEIUpYoIas
CUTYalMIO 3aKJIIOUEHUS] 00IECTBEHHOr0 A0roBopa. Yucio copepkareabHbIX MOCBIIIOK MUHUMANBHO,
MIPUHUMAETCS TOJIbKO HEKOTOpasi CTENEeHb PAllMOHAIBHOCTH YYaCTHUKOB, a TaKKe (B IEMOKPATHYECKOM
[apaJurMe) Takue KIdeBble MPEANOCHIIKN MMOJIUTHYECKOTO AUCKYpCa, KaK PaBEHCTBO, OTKPBITOCTD,
YEeCTHOCTb, B3aUMHOE yBakeHHe. [Ipu 3TOM «BHeEWIHUE» coaepKaTeabHble COOOpaXKeHUs], TAKHE KaK
3(¢(HEeKTUBHOCT, NPUHUMAEMbIX  pElIeHUN, UuX OOOCHOBAHHOCTb U  HUCTUHHOCTb, MOTYT
urHopupoBathcs. [IponenypHsle TOAXOAbI 00s3aHBI CBOEH MOMYJISPHOCTBIO MPEXAE BCEro
HOBATOPCKOM METOJO0JIOTUN Teopuu cripaBeanuBocTu Jx. Pon3a. OToT mpoueaypHslil moaxon, Koraa
P MHHMMAJIBHOM KOJUYECTBE COJEP)KATEIbHBIX JOMYIIEHUH MPOUCXOJUT KOHCTPYUPOBaHUE
MacIITaOHOW  KOHLEMIMH  CHPaBEeIJIMBOCTH  TOCPEICTBOM  MPOLEAYpPhl  TMIIOTETHYECKOTO
palMoHaIBFHOTO OOCYXIEHUS, CTall 00pa3lloM JUIi MHOTHX paboT MOA0OHOT0 poja.

[TepeHoc akieHTa ¢ cojiep>kaHus Ha MPOLEAYPY B COBPEMEHHOH TMOepaIbHON TEOPUU BO MHOTOM
ObUT BBIHYXKJCHHBIM, IOCKOJBKY OJHHUM U3 IIEHTPAJbHBIX €€ IOCTYJIAaTOB SIBISETCS NpU3HAHHE
IUTIOpajiu3Ma, HEBO3MOKHOCTH JIOCTHXKEHHUSI COIJIacHs IO TMOBOAY KAaKOW-TO OJHOW KOHIIENIIMU
«xopoIeH Ku3Hu». BaykHoi 0COOEHHOCTHIO TAKOTO MOJIUTUYECKOTO KOHCTPYUPOBAHUS SIBISIETCA TO,
YTO U B MOJUTHUYECKON TEOPUU YUACTHUKU JAEMOKPATHUYECKOI0 OOCYX ACHUS BBIHYXACHbBI pa3peiaTh
CBOM KOH(IMKTBI M MPOTHBOPEYUS, HE aNeJUIUpys K TMOHSATHIO «HMCTHHA», HO JIMIIb Ha OCHOBE
B3aMMHOI0 MPU3HAHUS HEKOTOPBIX — CaMBIX OOLIMX — MPHUHIIMIIOB U MPAaBUJI JOTOBOPHOW CHUTYyalluu
[Rawls, 1996, 11-15]. CooTBEeTCTBEHHO, M PONIb APYIHMX SMUCTEMHYECKHX MPOLECCOB, TAKHX KaK
00OCHOBaHUE, apryMEHTalus, PAa3JIMYeHUE 3HAHUS U MHEHHA, [TOYTH aBTOMATHYECKH CBOJUTCA K
HyJ10. OHUM U3 CIEICTBUM TAKOTO OTKa3a SBJISAETCS TO, YTO caMa JIETUTUMHOCTD Ipoliecca MPUHATUS
JIE€MOKPATUYECKUX PELICHUH (MM 3aKJIIOYEHUs] TUIIOTETHYECKOrO OOIECTBEHHOTO JJOIOBOPA) MOKET
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ObITh IIOCTaBJIEHA II0J] COMHEHME, IIOCKOJbKY B pPaMKax IPOLEIYPHOrO IOAXOAAa YYaCTHUKOB
UHTEpEeCYeT TOJBbKO COOJIOJEHHE HEKOTOPOH COINIACOBAHHOW M OOIIenpuHATONH mpoueaypsl. Ilpu
TAKOM IOAXOJI€ HE YUYUTBIBAETCS TO, YTO JIF0OOE MOJUTHUYECKOE YCTPOHCTBO HE CAMOJOCTATOYHO, a
BBIMOJIHAET €II€ M BaXHble MHCTPyMEHTajbHble (QYyHKIMHU. Tak, mro0as CcMOAEIMpOBaHHAs
MOJUTUYECKast KOHCTPYKLHUS TOJDKHA Oy IeT 3aHUMAThCS pellieHMEeM BaKHEHINX Mpo0iieM, CBA3aHHBIX
C HKOHOMHKOM, 3KOJIOTHEH, IPOM3BOJICTBOM O0OLIECTBEHHBIX Osiar. COOTBETCTBYIOIIME pEIICHUS
BHYTPH MOJIENIM HEU30€XKHO JOJKHBI OYJyT OLIEHUBATHCS HE TOJIBKO C TOUYKH 3PEHUS KOPPEKTHOI'O
COOJIFOJICHUSI MTPOLEAYpPhl UX MPHUHATUSA, HO M 110 TOMY, HACKOJIBKO OHU 3(P(PEKTUBHBI B pelICHUU
COOTBETCTBYIOLIUX IIPOOIEM.

Eme oguH acmekt, KOTOpPbI HEOOXOAUMO YUUTHIBATh, — KOMMYHHUKATUBHBIA. B monuTuke MbI
HMEEM JIEJI0 C MOJIMTUYECKUMH CyOBEKTaMU CaMbIX Pa3HbIX TUIIOB U YPOBHEH, 00BEINHUTH KOTOPBIX
MOJKET TOJBKO OOLMi moiuThdeckuii auckypc. Ho mo0oi mpenMeTHbIl TUCKYpC HYKHAAeTCs B
BO3MOXXHOCTH Pa3jIMuY€HUs MHEHUSI U 3HAHUS, UCTUHBI U JDKH, T. €. IOTpeOyeT COOTBETCTBYIOILETO
AIUCTEMHUYECKOT0 HHCTpyMeHTapus. Heo0Xo1uM OH He TOJIBKO /1Sl KOHCTPYUPOBAaHUS TEOPETUUECKON
MOJIENIA, HO W Uil CPAaBHHUTEIBHOW ONEHKH 3(PPEKTHBHOCTH MOTUTHYECKHMX WHCTHTYTOB, KOTOpAs
OTIpe/IEIIAETCS TEM, HACKOJIBKO YCIIEIIHO OHU PEILA0T CTOSIIIKE NEpe]] HUMH MPOOJIeMbl, B YACTHOCTH
10 MTPOU3BOJICTBY OOIIECTBEHHBIX OJIar.

Jpyroil BaKHBI aCIEKT IIOJUTHYECKOM SIUCTEMOJIOTMU — YPOBEHb HE WHAMBUAYAJIbHBIX
CyObEKTOB, a TIOJIMTUYECKAX HMHCTUTYTOB. 3/1eCh B TMEPBYIO OdYepeab BaXXKHBI MPOOIEMBI
«QIUCTEMUYECKON KOMIIETEHTHOCTU» ATHX IOJIUTUYECKUX HHCTUTYTOB, YTO HMHOI/A HA3bIBAIOT
KHHCTUTYIMOHATBHOM smucTemosioruei» [Anderson, 2006, 8]. DTo BOmpockl O TOM, KaKOro poja
MHCTUTYTHI JIy4llle BCEr0 00eCTIeUNBAIOT «IMUCTEMUUECKYI0 KOMIIETEHTHOCTb» U KaKHe Mepbl MOTYT
MOBBICUTh UX 3(PPEKTUBHOCTh. JlaHHBIE MpPoOIEeMbl OCOOEHHO aKTyalbHBI, KOTJa Mbl padoTaeMm ¢
pacripesienieHHOW MH(oOpMane U «paclpelieleHHbIMU» CyObEeKTaMH, 4YTO HMEEeT MeCTO B
JEMOKPAaTUYECKUX MOJUTHYECKUX PEKUMAX.

OnHMM U3 yCIIOBUH TAKOTO «3MHUCTEMUYECKOTO COTPYAHUYECTBA» UHINBUJIOB B IEMOKPAaTHYECKOM
o0IIecTBe SBISETCS MX PaBEHCTBO KAaK MCTOYHHUKOB U CyOBEKTOB 3HaHUS, YTO IOJHUMAET TeMY
SMUCTEMUUYECKON  CHPaBEUIMBOCTH. CampiM  OOIIMM  TOJIKOBAaHHMEM  BMHCTEMHUYECKON
HECIIPABEUIMBOCTH MOXKHO CUMTATh CIEIYyIOIIee: DIUCTEMUYECKAs HECIPaBEAJIUBOCTb — 3TO
HECIIPABEUIMBOCTh II0 OTHOIICHHIO K YEJIOBEKY, BBICTYNAIOLIEMY B KaueCTBE MCTOYHMKA 3HAHUS
(knower) [Fricker, 2009]. Ilpu 5TOM BBIAEISAIOTCS JBa BHJA TaKOH HECIPABEIUBOCTH —
«cBuaerenabckas» (testimonial) u «repmeneBTuueckasn» (hermeneutical). B mepBom ciiyuae umeercst B
BUJy HECIIPaBEAJIMBOE OTHOIIEHHE K COOECeIHMKY, yYaCTHUKY KOMMYHUKAIIUM, OTHOIIEHHE Oe3
JOJDKHOTO YBa)KEHMS, TOBEPUS WIM JTaXKe MPSIMOE OTPUIIAHHUE €r0 MUCTEMHUYECKOro craryca. Takoe
OTHOIIEHHWE YacTo SBJSETCS MposBIeHHEM Oosee oOlero mnpeapaccyaka, HallpuMep pacoBOro,
KJIACCOBOTO WJIM TeHAEPHOTro. [Ipu 3TOM MHAMBHI BCEra ABISETCS YJICHOM HEKOTOPOW COIMAIIbHOU
Ipynnbl WM COOOIIECTBA, M TO, YTO MOXET BBITJISAETh KaK WHAMBHUIYaJbHOE MOBEACHUE WU
OTHOIIIEHHE, MOXKET OKa3aThCsl YacThbIO CHUCTEMBI CTEPEOTHIIOB U MPEIPacCyAKOB W KOTHUTHUBHBIX
OTPaHWYECHUM, CBOWCTBEHHOM IPEACTABUTENSAM COLHAIBHOM rpynnbl. CTaHIApTHBIM IPUMEPOM
SMUCTEMUYECKOW TE€PMEHEBTUUYECKONW HECIPABEIJIMBOCTH CUYUTAIOTCSA, HAIPUMEp, CEKCyalbHBIE
JIOMOraTejabCcTBA B TEeX KyJIbTypaX WM COOOIECTBaX, IJ€ 3TO IOHATHE OTCYTCTBYET Kak
KOJIJICKTUBHBIN T€pMEHEBTHUECKUI pecypc, MO3BOJISIONINN TaKOe MMOBEICHHE MPOOIeMaTU3UPOBATh U
obocyxnate [Hénel, 2021]. [nsi mOAUTHYECKUX B3aWMOJCUCTBUN BaXXHBI 00€ Pa3HOBUIHOCTH
SNUCTEMUUYECKON  CIPABEIJIMBOCTU: CHPABEUIMBOCT HMHJIMBUIYAJIbHBIX B3aUMOACHCTBUN U
CIPaBEUIMBOCTh CTPYKTypHas. Ilox HapylieHMEM CTpYKTypHOH CIpPaBEIIMBOCTH IOHUMAETCS
cucTeMHast TUCHYHKIHS, TpeOyomas peleHust HA CHCTEMHOM YPOBHE B COOTBETCTBUH C KIIFOUEBHIM
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nocrynaroM JIxk. Pom3a, cormacHo KOTOpOMY «CIpaBeIJIMBOCTh €CTh IepBas J00poAeTelb
001eCTBEeHHBIX HHCTUTYTOBY» [Pomn3, 1995, 19]. AHIEepcOH Ha3bIBaeT TaKOE PEIICHHE — CTPYKTYPHOE
JIEKapCTBO B BHJE TIPYIIIOBONW HHTErpalluu — «I0OPOAETENIbI0 SMUCTEMHUYECKUX HHCTUTYTOB». B
KauecTBE CPEeACTBA TAaKOM MHTErPallii OHA MpeJIaraeT COBMECTHYIO0 00pa30BaTelIbHYIO AEITEIbHOCTD
Pa3IMYHBIX COIUANBHBIX TPYIII HA YCIOBUSAX PABEHCTBA, YTO MO3BOJISIET BCEM y4aCTHUKAM IMpoliecca
MOJIyYUTh pAaBHBIA pecypc JoBepus Onarojaps paBHOMY JOCTyny K oOpa3oBaTelbHbIM U
nHbOpMAIIMOHHBIM Bo3MokHOCTsM [Anderson, 2012, 171-172].

[Ipu >TOM JnemMokpaTu3alMsi 3HAHUS MOXKET MPEIACTaBIATh M CEPbEe3HYI0 mpobieMy s
CYIIECTBYIOIIETO MOPSIIKa BEIIEH, B YaCTHOCTHU ISl TPAJUIIMOHHOTO HHCTUTYTA IKCIEPTH3bl. B aTOM
IUIaHE [I0Ka3aTeJleH I0JXO0J HM3BECTHOIO coBpeMeHHoro jsnucremosiora C. @ymiepa, UMeEOMIUN
HETIOCPEJICTBEHHOE OTHOIICHHE K MPOoOIeMaM SIMUCTEMUYECKOH (He)CIpaBeaTMBOCTH, IKCIIEPTU3BI U
snuctemMudeckor nemokparuu [Fuller, 2018]. On mpusHaer, 4yTo (pEHOMEH MOCTIPABIbI OOBIYHO
CBA3BIBAIOT C JI€BaJbBallU€d OSKCHEPTU3bl M OKCIEPTHOIO 3HAHUS, YMHOXKEHHUEM YHCiIa
CaMOIIPOBO3IJIAIlIEHHBIX 3KCIIEPTOB, 3asIBIISIFOIINX O CBOEM IpaBe Ha MPOU3BOACTBO UCTHH. B oTinuune
OT OOJBIIMHCTBA COLMAJIBHBIX TEOPETUKOB, PACCYKJAIOLIUX O MOCTIPABJE HCKIIOYUTEIBHO KaK O
COLIMAJIbHOM 3JI€, CPEJICTBE OOMaHa M MAaHMIYJISIIMMU, oleHKa Dyruiepa HE CTONIb OJIHO3HA4YHA. B ero
N00OpOXkKeNaTeIbHON HHTEPIIPETALUU ATOT (PEHOMEH IMPEACTABICH KaK HHCTPYMEHT, IT03BOJISIIOIINMA HE
TOJIBKO MAaKCHUMAaJIbHO JI€MOKPATU3UPOBATh JOCTYN K 3HAHWIO, HO U YPaBHATH B MpPaBax HCTOUYHUKU
3HaHUs U ero Hocutenel. [1o ero MHEHHIO, TPUBBIYHBIC aTPUOYTHI AKaJEMHUYECKUX IKCIEPTOB, TAaKHE
KaK CepTH(HUKATHI, JUIUIOMBI W MAHTHHU, CIYXKaT JHUIIb NPHUKPHITHEM IS 3alIUTHl KOPBICTHBIX
npodeccnoHaNbHBIX HHTEPECOB, a CaMO «JIKCIEPTHOE 3HAHUE» SBIACTCS JIHIIb HHCTPYMEHTOM
MIOJIy4YEHUS aKaJJEMUUYECKON PEHTHI.

ITpu 3TOM OCHOBaHUI COXPAHATH TAKOE IOJIOKEHHE NI BCE MEHBILE, TaK KaK B COBPEMEHHBIX
J€MOKPATUYECKUX OOIIecTBaxX J0Js JIOJCH, IMOJyYMBIIMX YHHUBEPCUTETCKOE OOpa3oBaHHE, Kak
HUKOrJa Bbicoka. KpoMe Toro, 3TM 4enoBedeckHe pecypchbl OObEIUHEHBI ceifuac B camble pa3Hble
COLlMAJIbHBIE CETH, MpPEeXJIe BCEro IMOCPEACTBOM HH(POPMALMOHHBIX TexHonoru. Jloctym k
nHpopManuu yxxe He TpeOyeT akaJeMUYecKUX WM KOPHOpaTHUBHBIX npuBuieruii. COOTBETCTBEHHO,
BCE MEHBIIIE OCHOBAHWN WHAMBUAY WIM TPYMIeE MPETEHIOBAaTh Ha OCOOBIN WM MCKIIOYUTEIbHBIN
cTaTyc JKcmepra. B cuTyanuu mnocTrnpaBabl MEHSETCS W OIEHKAa MOJUTHYECKUX M HAyYHBIX
WHCTUTYTOB, KOTOpPbIE HAUMHAIOT BOCHPUHUMATHCSA HE KaK MHCTUTYThI 3HAHHUSI, a KaK KOPIIOPATUBHBIE
3allUTHBIE MEXaHW3MBbl, OOeperampiye IoJy4yaTreaeil peHThl 3a 3HAHHWE OT JAEMOKpPaTUYECKOU
KOHKYPEHIIUH.

3akioueHue

Hackonpko 3Ta MHTEpIpeTanus MNOCTIPABIbl KaK JEMOKPATH3allUN 3HAHMS CIYKAT MHTEpecam
SMUCTEMHUYECKON crpaBeIMBOCTA? KOHEYHO, TaKOM paJuKaIbHBIA OTKa3 MPHU3HABaTh CTaTyChl H
NPUBUJIETUH, KOTOpPbIE AAIOT TPAJAULIMOHHBIC IUIUIOMBI M 3BaHUs, MPEICTABISAET COOOH caMyro
HACTOSIIYI0 JIHUCTEMHUYECKYIO «IEMOKPATHYECKYH pEBOMIOLHIO». Takol OTKa3 aBTOMAaTUYECKU
yCTpaHseT M mpobiieMy IUCKPUMHHALIMM HMCTOYHMKOB W HOCHUTENeH 3HaHMs, ypaBHUBas HX
SMUCTEMHUYECKHI CTaTyC. DNMUCTEMUYECKUN BKJIAJ Ka)JIOr0 CTAHOBUTCS OJIMHAKOBO IIEHEH IIPU
OTCYTCTBHMM COLIMAIILHO IIPUHATBIX IIPOLIEYP pPaHKUPOBaHUA. BO3ZHUKAET «ONUCTEMUYECKUN LITyM», B
KOTOPOM OY€Hb TPYAHO OpHEHTHpOBaThCs. IlpobOiema SMUCTEMUYECKON CIPaBEVIMBOCTUH B
J€MOKPATHYECKOM OOIIIECTBE TECHO CBSI3aHa C IIUPOKO 00CykAaeMoi ceiiyac mpoOaeMoi SKCIIepTU3bl,
U 100ble paJuKaibHblE PEIIEHUs 10 BbIPAaBHUBAHUIO SMUCTEMHUYECKOTO CTaTyca HCTOYHUKOB U
CyObEKTOB 3HAHMs, HAlpuMep B BUAE OTMEHBI aKaJIeMUYECKOH pPEHTHI, HEH30€KHO NPHUBEAYT K
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HE00XOMMOCTHU TOTAJILHOI'O MIEPECMOTPA CYIIECTBYIOLIECH CUCTEMbI SKCIIEPTU3HI.

B nenom ke ciaenyeT OTMETUTh HECKOJIBKO ITO3UTUBHBIX CIIEICTBUN «3MUCTEMUYECKOTO II0OBOPOTa
JUIA TIOJINTUYECKOW Teopuu. Bo-NepBBIX, «BO3BpallleHHE HCTHHBD» BO3BPAILACT ITOJIUTHUYECKOMY
nporeccy 1elecoo0pa3sHOCThb, AaeT BO3MOYKHOCTb M3MEpPATh MPOrPecc € MOMOILBIO HE3aBHCHMBIX
O0OBEKTUBHBIX KPUTEPUEB, HAXOAIIUXCA 3a paMKaMHU caMoil mpouenypsl o0cykaeHus. Bo-BTopbix,
9TO OTKPBIBAET HOBBIC MEPCIEKTUBBI KaK I IOJUTHYECKOW IPAKTUKH, TaK U UL TEOPETUYECKUX
uccnenoBannii. CTaHOBUTCS BO3MOXKHBIM OIIEHWBATh CPABHUTEIBHYIO 3(P(PEKTUBHOCTH MPOIECCOB
00CYX/IEHUS M JIPYTHX JEMOKpPATHUECKUX MPOLENyp, U3ydaTh TO, KAKMM 00pa3oM MOJATBEPKIACTCS
JEHCTBEHHOCTh IPHUHATBIX MEpP «B pealbHOM MHupe». Kpome TOro, pasBurve 31MUCTEMHYECKOIrO
IMCKypca JaeT BO3MOXKHOCTh YCHJIUTh M OOHOBHUTH IIOJIMTHYECKYIO apryMEHTAIUIO, COXpPAHHB
HanboJiee eHHbIE UIeU MPOLEAYPHBIX TOIXO0I0B IOCIEAHNX IECITUICTUH.
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Abstract

The paper presents the results a brief analysis of some key problems of contemporary political
theory which are brought to light by the ongoing “epistemic turn”. It highlights the drawbacks of
post-Rawlsian procedural approaches to constructing political theories resulting in abandoning
external substantive criteria for theory evaluation, including efficiency, justification, truth. The
author of the article makes an attempt to study the phenomenon and two kinds of epistemic justice —
testimonial and hermeneutical. The latter is important due to the fact that collective communal and
societal prejudices block epistemic resources required for understanding and discussing both
individual and collective experience. The article pays attention to the fact that the study of epistemic
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justice requires the consideration of the problem of expertise and the phenomenon of post-truth. The
author supports the charitable interpretation of post-truth offered by S. Fuller. Having dealt with
epistemic democracy and the problem of expertise, he comes to the conclusion that radical
democratization of knowledge can, in principle, solve the problem of epistemic injustice by levelling
down all knowing subjects. However, the price of this solution is very high, as it requires a complete
overhaul of the traditional system of expertise.
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