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Llenpio cTaTby sIBISIETCST 0630p JIMTEPATYPBhI, TOCBSIIEHHOV ONMMO3ULIMU aHAIUTUIECKOM
¥ KOHTMHEHTaJbHOM buaocoduu. HecMoTps Ha Hajuume pas/IMUHbIX TUITOJIOTUI GUIIO-
coduy MPOIUIOTO BEKa, MMEHHO 3Ta OIMITO3UIMS, JaXKe P yUeTe ee YCJIOBHOCTY U TIOf -
BEP)KEHHOCTY KPUTHKE, TIPEICTABIISIET COO0M KITIOUEBYIO XapaKTePUCTUKY CJIOSKUBIIIETOCS
nosioskeHust e B pwiocodun XX B. B craThbe mpuBOguTCS onMcaHme pasiMyHbIX Xapak-
TEPUCTUK UCKOMON OINIMO3ULVK U AEMOHCTPUPYETCS, UTO YCTAHOBJIEHME ee pelIalollle-
O JJIsI XapaKTepUCTUKU GuIocoduy craryca CTUMY/IMPOBAIO Pa3BUTHE MCCIIENOBAHMIA
10 MCTOPUY OMIIO3ULIMU U TIOUCKY OBLIMX KOpHEN ee CTOPOH. BO3HMKHOBEHMe OIMIO3M-
LMY CBSI3aHO ¢ Kputukor Mwmmiem dmnocobmn Konbpumska u kputukoi Paccemom mpeii
BeprcoHa, KoTopble O3HaUaJIM ONpeesieHHbIN KYJIbTYPHbBIN Pa3pblB OPUTAHCKOM Y KOHTH-
HeHTanbHOU Quitocodckux Tpagunmit. B cratbe obpailiaeTcsi BHUMaHME U HA Ty TOYKY
3peHMsI, COTJIACHO KOTOPOJ OMITO3ULIMSI aHATUTUUECKO M KOHTUHEHTaIbHON (utocodun
€CTh IPOSIBIIeHME OMIO3MIMY KJIaCCUUYECKOM ¥ HeKIaccuyeckoit dmmocodhckux Tpamu-
uyit. OnpeneneHHBIMY SMOIEMaMy YCTAHOBJIEHNS! ONITO3UIIMM CTajIM Pe3ysIbTaTbl KOJUIO-
KkBuyma B Pyaiiomone B 50-e I'T. MPOIILJIOro BeKa ¥ MUCbMEHHas AMCKyccus mexxay [ep-
puna u Cepnem oTHocutenbHO uzeir OctuHa B 70-e rr. Bmecre ¢ TeM mocTeneHHO BO3-
HUKaeT Bce Oosiblile paboT, HAallPaB/IeHHbIX Ha OUAJIOT ABYX TPagULINIA U JeMOHCTPUPYIO-
LIMX B3aUMHbI MHTepec GuiocodoB, MPUHAMJIEKAIMX K PasIMUHbIM HarpaBJIeHUsIM,
K paboram fpyr apyra. ITonbITKY TeMaTuvecKoro ¥ MeTOLOJIOTMYeCKOro oOMeHa IPUBO-
ST K MCCIeNOBAaHMSM BapMaHTOB pasBUTHS Gwtocoduy B NepCIeKTVBE — CO3LaHUIO
«CUHTETUYECKON» puocoduu, IpeaIosKEHNIO0 3aMeHbI YKa3aHHOM OIMO3UIINK APYTUMINA,
B YACTHOCTM OTMIO3ULIMEN «TIOCTAaHAIUTUYECKAs/MeTaKOHTMHEHTaIbHAsT». Bee Gorbliiiee umc-
J10 GmnocodoB apryMeHTUPYIOT MOJIOXKEHME O CBSI3M YKA3aHHOI OMITO3ULIMK C pasInuMeM
MOHMMAaHMS CaMo} MpUPOnbl GrIocoduy, UTO IPUBOAUT K YTBEPKAEHUSIM O MeTahuio-
codcroM XapakTepe Oonmosuuuu. B 0630p BKIIOUEHBI paGOTHI OTEUECTBEHHBIX U 3apyOesK-
HBIX (B OCHOBHOM aHIVIOSI3bIYHBIX) aBTOPOB, OITYOIMKOBAHHBIX, 32 HEOOBIIMM VICKITFOUeHN -
€M, B TOCJIeNHNE IBa JeCITUIETHST; NPEeNCTaBIeHbl PabOThl, HAMMCAHHBIE B PyC/ie 06enx
dunnocodckmx Tpaguimii.

UccnenoBanue BbINOIHEHO Npy pmHAHCOBOI noaaep>kke PODU B pamKkax HayuyHOTO IMPOEKTa
Ne 20-111-50139.
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Knroueeste cnosa: onmosuumsi «aHaJMTHUUYeCKast Gpuaocodusi/KOHTUHEHTaTbHAsT GUI0CO-
dust», mcropust punocodbnn, metadumaocodus

na yumupoeanus: Ckpunuux K.ZI. Victopus, COBpeMeHHOe COCTOsIHME 1 MeTaduioco-
s onmmosuIMy «aHaIMTUYe CKas/KOHTUHEHTaIbHas» dutocodus / Punocodckuit sxKyp-
Han / Philosophy Journal. 2021. T. 14. Ne 4. C. 174-187.

BBegenmne

KaHT cunTan ckaHAaIbHOM CUTYalMIO, KOorga MeTadu3uKa BCe ellle OCTaeTCs
rmoJyieM GUTBBI, B KOTOPOM HM OIHA U3 MPOTUBOIOJIOKHBIX CTOPOH HE MOMKET I10-
6emuTb CBOMX MPOTMBHMKOB. [I0mMO6GHOE MPOTMBOCTOSIHME B HACTOSIIIEE BPeMs
MOTEPSIJIO CBOIO CKaHAAJIbHYIO XapaKTEPUCTUKY — CTAJIO SICHO, UTO OHO SIBJISIETCS
00s13aTeIbHBIM yCJIOBMEM (OPMUPOBaHMs, Pa3BUTHUSI, CAMOTO CYIIECTBOBAHUS
punocodun. Masio Toro, ncropuro-¢pmIocodpckoe MUCCIenOBaHNE, BOCIPOU3BO-
IsIIee VIMEOIIMecs OIIMO3UIINY PeaIbHOTO TPOIeCcca, MPeACTaBIsIeTcCs] aJeKBar-
HBIM U IIJIOHOTBOPHBIM!. PeTpocnekTMBHbINi B3I Ha (3amamHyro) dGuiocoduio
MPOIIJIOrO BeKa IpeljiaraeT pacCMaTpMBaTh €e MHOIrIA KaK pasfiesIeHHYIO Ha aHa-
JuTHhueckyto duiocodpuio (manee — AD), KOHTMHEHTaIbHYIO (puiocoduio (ma-
nee - K®) u ucropuio dbumocodun, MHOT[A KaK coueTaHme Tpex Tpaguimii — AD,
K® u nparmatmueckoit ¢uiocodunt; yBepeHHO K€ MOXKHO TOBOPUTH TOJIBKO
06 ycrosBiieiics onnosuimn « AD/KD». Passutne dumocobhmun XX B. B COOTBET-
CTBUM C OBYMSI TPaAULIMSIMU GUKCUPYETCS Ha MPOTSDKeHUM Oojiee ueM IBaalaTv
JIET KaK OTeYeCTBEHHbIMM2, TaK U 3apyOekHbIMM dumocodams.

Ommosuiina «AD®/KD» mHorga momubuimpyetcs: B nmapy Kk AD nomeraior
bwrocodpuio HayuHYIO, TPAOUIIMOHHYIO, CHEKY/ISITUBHYIO, PasTOBOPHYIO, MHTEP-
MPETATMBHYIO ¥ TePMEHEeBTUUECKYIO?; HepeaKu caydan, KOrga, o6paTuB B KOHILIE
KOHIIOB BHMMaHM€e Ha TO, YTO OMIO3UIIMSI OCHOBBIBAETCS HA JIBYX Pa3JIMUHBIX OC-
HOBaHMSIX — TeorpadmueckoM M METOHOJIOTMUYECKOM, caMy ee (OpMYIMPOBKY
MTOOBEPTAIOT PE3KOV KPUTHKE, XapaKTEPU3ysl ee KaK «ITPOOIEMAaTUUIHYIO», «THU-
JIVIO U U3BPAIEHHYIO», «<KOMUUHYIO», YTBEP)KIast, UTO OHA SIBJISIETCS POU3BOJIb-
HBIM MCTOPUYECKMM KOHCTPYKTOM, Kak muuier P. Moppauyun®, mpepJararoumii
MO POOHBIN 0630p BAPMAHTOB HA3BaHMS OIITO3UIIVIN.

Lenpio maHHOM CTaTbM SIBASIETCS 0030p JIMTEpPaTyphl, MOCBSIIEHHON COBpe-
MEHHOMY cTartycy, uctopun omnmnosuiimu «AD/KD» u npenyiaraeMbiM pas3INuHbI-
MM aBTOpaMy BapuaHTaMm ee 6ymyriero. CTaTbsi OTpaHMUYMBAETCS B OCHOBHOM JI-
TEpaTypoyl MOCJIeAHUX ABYX NECITWIETHI; BBULY XK€ OrPOMHOIO KOJMYECTBa

1 Ckpunnux K.ZI. Onnosuumm B MCTOPUKO-GUIOCOPCKOM UCC/IENOBAHUIA: LIEHHOCTD U LigJIb Ha Off-
HoMm mpumepe // FOkHbI nomoc. ViccienoBanms 10 MCTOPUM COBPEMEHHOM 3arafHoi GhuIoco-
dum. 2018. T. 4. Ne 1-2. C. 4-16.

2 Ilenuwjes B.B. Bynyuee dunocodpun XXI Beka: aHaaMTHUeCKas WM KOHTMHEHTaIbHas (Quiio-
codusa? // Dunocodust Hayku. 2000. Ne 2 (8). C. 13-20; Hukonenko C.B. Anamutuueckas u-
nocodus // Acta Eruditorum. 2014. Ne 14. C. 13.

3 The Cambridge History of Philosophy, 1945-2015. Cambridge, 2019.

4 Innovations in the History of Analytical Philosophy. L., 2017; The Norton Anthology of West-
ern Philosophy. After Kant. The Analytic Tradition. N.Y., 2017; ZIéemun U.B. ®unocodus ncro-
pun Kak Gusocodust 3bIka, OCMbICJIEHHAs! B TOPU3OHTE repPMEHEBTUYECKON ¥ aHAJIUTUUYECKOMI
tpaguuuii // I'ymanurapHbie ucciaenoBanusi B Bocrounoit Cubupu m Ha [anbHem Bocroke.
2013. Ne 6 (26). C. 158-163.

5 Mordacci R. From Analysis to Genealogy. Bernard Williams and the End of the Analytic-Conti-
nental Divide // Philosophical Inquiries. 2016. Vol. 4. No. 4. P. 17-84.
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MOHorpaduin ¥ cratey, MOCBSIIEHHbIX YKa3aHHOM OIMO3UIIUM, OTpaHUUeHNe
BBIHYKIEHHO COOTIofaeT TpeboBaHMs I'PaHTa, IPU MOAIePsKKe KOTOPOTO IMOJro -
TOBJIEHA CTaTbsl, U TpeOOBaHUSI, TIPENbIBIISIEMbIEe OOBIYHO K OOBEMY MaTepuasa;
yKa3aHHbIe TPeOOBaHMS B OMpPEIeIEHHON CTENeHM CKa3bIBAIOTCS Ha KOHIIEITYa-
JIM3aIMU UCXOMHOrO Marepuasia.

Ot YTBEPANBLIEIOCS CTAaTyCa K UCTOPUN U 6y,uymeMy

Kputuka HescHOCTeM, UMEIOIINXCS B GopMymupoBKe onnosutmm « AD/Kd»,
MpuBeJia K HEOOXOOMMOCTM BBISICHEHMSI PA3IMUUI MEXKIY ABYMS TPaauIMsSIMMU,
KOTOpPbIE€ OMHOBPEMEHHO CITY>KWIIM Obl MAEHTUMUKAIMOHHBIMY MTPU3HAKAMY KasK-
nmon u3 Hux. axke ecau dwiocod Hampapiisy CBOM YCUIIUSI Ha BBISIBJIEHUE TIPU-
3HAKOB OHOV TpaAuIuy, OH BCe PaBHO 0OpaIaiCs K TPaguUIMU TPOTHUBOIOJIONK -
Hoit. Tak, C. I'MleHaMHHEMHAT® Nos1araeT, yTo cocTaBHOI YacThio uaen KO gsmsercs
ee MCKJIIOUeHMe KakK «apyroi» u3s MeiHcrpuma AD; aHaIormyHbeIM 0Opa3oM, BbI-
sicHsIsE ipupony A, X.-J1. Tok’ cumTaeT, 4To MPOTMBONOCTABIIEHNEe CeGsi KOHTH-
HEHTaJIbHON puocodun 6su10 M1t AD OmHUM U3 CIIOCOOOB YTBEPXKIEHUS CO6 -
CTBeHHOM upgeHTHMuUHOCTU. B. BacunbeB obpainaercs kK ommosumyyu AD u KD
pu obcyskaeHnu Kak npuponbl AD u gaxke BaKHOCTM CaMO¥ MOCTAaHOBKM I10-
no6HOro Bompocasd, Tak u 6ojee GyHIAMEHTaIbHbIX IIPO6JIEM COBPEMEHHBIX JIMC-
KYCCMI1 OTHOCUTEJIbHO MeTaduaocobuu Kak obmactu Guiocopckux mccaenona-
Hmii®. AHasornuHbeiM 06pasom mnocrynaer A. Konecuukos!0, s kotoporo orser
Ha BOIIPOC 00 MCTOPUM M OCHOBaHMSIX AD HauMHAETCS C MPOSICHEHMS B3aMMO -
orHomteHnii A® u K®. B. Hemmmes!! 6bu1, KaxkeTcs, mepBbIM OTEYeCTBEHHBIM
bunocopom, OTMETUBIINM PSII TEM, OTHOCUTEIBHO KOTOPBIX MPOTUBOCTOSIHIE
A® u KO Hanbosiee 0ueBUAHO: 3TO XapaKTEPUCTUKHU UCIIOIb3yeMOrO SI3bIKa Kak
C TOUKM 3PEHMSI SICHOCTM UM TOYHOCTM B IIPOTMBOBEC TYMaHHOCTM UM MeTado-
PUYHOCTM, TaK M C TOYKM 3peHMS] B3aMMOOTHOILIEHUSI eCTeCTBEHHOTO U WC-
KYCCTBEHHOTO $I3bIKa, IIOHMMAaHMsI COOTHOLIEHUSI HAyKY ¥ TYMaHUTapHOro 3Ha-
HUSI, IPOTUBOIOCTABJIEHUII «MUCTOPUUECKOE — aMCTOPUUECKOE», «OOBSICHEHUE —
TIOHMMaHMe».

KonnuecTBO hakTOpoB, KOTOPbIE MOT'YT OBbITh MOJOKEHbI B OCHOBaHME M -
XOTOMMM, CO BpPeMEHEM M OCOOGEHHO B CBSI3M C OCO3HAHMEM «YIIEPOHOCTU»
«reorpaduyeckoro» OCHOBAHUS YBEJIUUMBAETCS, KaK YBEIMUMBAETCS U UYMCIIO
dunocodos, mpenpiaramoiMx CBOM BapMaHTbl. bBosibllle BHUMaHUSI yOesseTcs
aBCTPUICKMM M HEMEIKUM KOPHSAM aHAJIUTUUECKUX MBICIUTeNe12) Briamy

6 Glendinning S. The Idea of Continental Philosophy. A Philosophical Chronicle. Edinburgh,
2006.

7 Glock H.-J. What is Analytic Philosophy? Cambridge, 2008.

Bacunves B.B. Uto Takoe aHamuTnaeckast Gumocodus 1 moueMmy BaskeH 3TOT Borpoc? // dumo-

codekuit skyprai / Philosophy Journal. 2019. T. 12. Ne 1. C. 144-158.

9 Bacunves B.B. Mertadunocodus: ncropusa u nepcrektuss // Epistemology & Philosophy of

Science / nmcremonorus u dunocodust nayku. 2019. T. 56. Ne 2. C. 6-18.

Konechnukoe A.C. Ananutudeckas bunocobus: ucrtopus m ocHoBauust // Bectuuk CIIGI'Y.

Cepus 6: @unocodust. Kynbryposnorus. [Momronorus. [IpaBo. MexmyHapoptbie OTHOLIEHMS.

2014. Ne 4. C. 35-42.

1 JTenuwees B.B. Ykas. cou.

12 The Austrian Contribution to Analytic Philosophy. L., 2006.
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JIbBOBCKO-Bapiasckoit mikosbi!3, qomuuupyomemy nonokernio AQ® B CkaH-
nvHasuu'4, Tak, A. Bpaxumuc!® mojaraer, 4to JaHHas ONMO3MULMS BKJIIOYAET
OTHOIIIEHME MeKIY huocobuent 1 IUTepaTypon U UCKycCTBOM, Korma Kd 6 -
K€ K HUM, aHaJIUTHU4YeCcKas ke 6/MKe K eCTeCTBEHHbIM HayKaM; 3TO K€ OTHOLIe-
Hue CIykuT npenmerom aHaausa M. [lammansl®. [Ina H. Jlesu!? A® ectb
nmapagurMajabHOe siBjeHue (B KyHOBCKOM CMbIcjie cyioBa), KO - momapagwur-
MasbHa; 1yia P. Moppauun!® manHas onmosuims coBHamaeT ¢ OMIO3MULIMEN pa-
LMOHAJBHONM apryMeHTalyMy M UCTOpuuecKkoy KommereHiyn. C TOUKM 3peHMst
I. Paital?, pasmesieHne CBSI3aHO C yYETOM Pe3yJIbTaTOB JIOTMUECKUX UCCIeN0Ba-
HUI ¥ JIOTM4eCcKo MOATroToBKoM, mid . Yunbsamca2l onnosunms B 3HaYUTEIb-
HOJ CTEIleHM CBOOUTCS K BOIIPOCAM, KacalOIIMMCSI CTUJISI, TIPENCTaBJisIsl co6ou
«pasgenenne 6e3 pasauuus» (distinction without difference), ero nognepskuBa-
o1 B 3ToM I. ITpuct?!, T. Mounaxpio u I1. Dcnexo?2. K. Ckpunuuk?3 npemaoxmi
00630p OMCKYCCUM TI0O OCHOBAaHMSIM U UAEHTUYHOCTU AD.

W3 pesynbraToB AMCKYCCUM MOXKHO M3BJIEUb JOCTATOUHO GOJIbIIOE KOJIMYE-
CTBO YPOKOB, U3 UMC/Ia KOTOPBIX OOpalliaeT Ha cebs BHMMAaHME TO, UTO MCKOMast
OMIIO3UIINS TPUOOPETAET CTATyC METONOJIOTEMbI MICTOPUYM COBPEMEHHOM (HUIOCO-
bun?4 u craHOBUTCS HpeIMeToM MeTadUIOCOPCKOTO MCCIefOBaHUsA2S B CUITY
CBoel 6a30BOI CBSI3Y C MOHMMaHWeM TPUPOIbI buaocodun, Ha YTo 0coboe BHU-
MaHMe o6paiator B. Bacumbep26, X.-I. I'nox?7, P. Iupcu?8 1 apyrie aBTOpBL.

VYcranosnenne craryca onmosutmm «AM/KD», ero mmpokoe 06CysKaeHMe CTH-
MYJIMPOBaJIM OBpallieHne K MICTOPUM BOITPOCA, TTOMCK TOYEK COITPUKOCHOBEHMS, B3a-
VMIMHO€ U3y4YeHNe U MHTepeC K PasMbIIILIEHUSIM O OYIYIIEM MCKOMOV OIO3ULINN.

13 The Significance of the Lvov-Warsaw School in the European Culture. Vienna, 2017; The Lvov-
Warsaw School. Past and Present. Cham, 2018.

14 Analytic Philosophy in Finland. Amsterdam, 2003.

15 Vrahimis A. The «Analytic»/«Continental» Divide and the Question of Philosophy’s Relation to
Literature // Philosophy and Literature. 2019. Vol. 43. No. 1. P. 253-269.

16 Champagne M. Analytic Philosophy, Continental Literature? // Philosophy Now. 2015. Issue 109.
P. 21-23.

17 Levy N. Analytic and Continental Philosophy: Explaining the Differences // Metaphilosophy.
2003. Vol. 34. No. 3. P. 284-304.

18 Mordacci R. Op. cit.

19 Ryle G. Phenomenology versus «The Concept of Mind» // Ryle G. Collected Papers. Vol. 1. L.,
2009. P. 186-204.

20 Williams B. Ethics and the Limits of Philosophy. Cambridge, 1985.

21 Priest G. Beyond the Limits of Thought. Oxford, 2003.

22 Donahue T.]., Espejo P.O. The Analytic-Continental Divide: Styles of Dealing with Problems //
European Journal of Political Theory. 2015. Vol. 15. Issue 2. P. 138-154.

23 Ckpunnux K.JI. [ebatbl B OT€UeCTBEHHO U 3apybexkHOl Gumocodum Mo OCHOBAHUSM, UCTO-
PUM U UAEHTUYHOCTY aHaIuTH4Yeckoi dputocodun // Bectauk PODU. I'ymannutapHbie u obiiie-
crBenHble Hayku. 2020. Ne 2. C. 67-84.

24 Analytic and Continental Philosophy. Berlin, 2016; Beyond the Analytic-Continental Divide.
L., 2016; Bringing the Analytic Continental Divide. A Companion to Contemporary Western
Philosophy. Leiden, 2014; The Cambridge Companion to Philosophical Methodology. Cam-
bridge, 2017.

25 Postanalytic and Metacontinental: Crossing Philosophical Divides. L., 2010; Overgaard S.,

Gilbert P,, Burwood S. An Introduction to Metaphilosophy. Cambridge, 2013.

Bacunves B.B. Metadwmiocodusi: UCTOPUS U MTEPCIEKTUBBI.

2T Glock H.-]. Replies to my Commentators // Journal for the History of Analytic Philosophy.
2013. Vol. 2. No. 2. P. 35-41.

28 Piercey R. The Metaphilosophy of the Analytic-Continental Divide: From History to Hope //
The Cambridge Companion to Philosophical Methodology. Cambridge, 2017. P. 274-292.
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Tepmun «aHaymTnUeckas ¢puyiocodus» BCTpevaeTcs, Kak mokasaa B. Bacuib-
es??, ysxe B XVIII B., TeM He MeHee Bce K€ MpPaBUJIbHEE OTHOCUTH ero (B TOM
CMBICJIE ¥ 3HAYEHUM, KOTOpble OH HeceT B paMKaX OOCY>KIaeMON OIIO3ULIMMN)
K XX B. Mano Toro, cjiemyer NMpMHITH BO BHMMAHME TOT YCTAaHOBJIEHHBIN
I". ®poct-ApHonbaom30 pakT «pasHeCeHHOCTH IO BPeMeHM» MOSBJIEHUS U IIAPO-
KOTO MCIIOJIb30BaHMS B JiMTeparype HasBaHui «Ad» u «KD». B kauectBe wuc-
TOPUYECKM 3HAUMMBIX TOYEK pasfesieHMs aHAIUTUUYECKON M KOHTMHEHTaJIbHOM
dumocodckrux TpaauIMii yKasbIBAIOT Ha KOMMeHTapuii Mt Ha paborer Kosb-
pumska, Kputuky Paccenom upeir Beprcona, ncnonb3oBanre KapHamom mpepio-
skeHmi1 Xaijerrepa B KauecTBe MpuUMepoB MeTadusnueckoi 6eCCMbIC/IULIBI, CITOP
Heppuna u Cepist oTHOCUTENBHO MHTepIpetanmy OCTMHA 1, HECOMHEHHO, Ha KOJI-
JIOKBUyM B Pyaitomone B 1958 .

Mwtb yTBEpXKIAET, YTO COBpeMeHHasi eMy ¢miocodus pasmesieHa Ha [Be
BETBMU, BeAyliue cBoe Havyayso oT BeHtama u ot Kosmbpumaska, mepBoro m3 KOTO-
PBIX OH Ha3bIBaeT AHIJIMICKMUM, BTOPOTO — KOHTMHEHTAJIbHbIM (uaocodom. s
Muia Konbpumk 6bL1 OTHUM 13 TIPOBOJHMKOB HEMEIIKOTO Maeain3Ma, MPOHUK-
HOBEHME KOTOPOTO B BpuTaHmIo MpyUBEIO K BO3HUKHOBEHUIO «OPUTAHCKOTO Mea-
musmar3l. C. Kputumn3? noguepkuBaet, uTo afieKBaTHOe [TOHMMaHue Mg Bos-
MOXXHO B paMKax OTHOIIEHMsS «OPUTAHCKOTO Maean3Ma» ¥ KOHTMHEHTaJIbHOM
dbunocodun, a TakKke aHIIMIICKOTO KYJIBTYPHOTO pa3pbiBa MEXIY SMITUPUUECKUM
M CIEKYJSTUBHBIM MbIIIJIEHMEM, KOTOPOE TPOSBISIETCS B OTHOILIEHUY MEXIY
IIByMSI BeTBIMM (procodpuim.

UYro kacaetcst KpuTvKM Paccesiom Beprcona, To oHa TOJIKHA pacCMaTpUBaTh-
c1 B paMKaxX GOpbObI ITPOTMB IMPOHMKHOBEHMSI OEPrCOHMAHCTBA B BpuTaHmio:
dunocodus beprcona paccmarpuBasiach Kak obpasHasi, HO JIMIIIEHHAs] apryMeH -
Taumu; B 370N Kputuke, cuutaer J. KoHaHT33, HaXomaTcsa KOpHM ONIOSULIMM aHA-
JIUTUYECKOM ¥ KOHTMHEHTAJIbHOM TPaguLIVIA.

Kpuruka Kapuanom Xaipmerrepa, cBsi3aHHasi ¢ 6€CCMBICJIEHHOCTBIO OTBETa
«Das Nichts nichtet» Ha Bopoc «Was tut das Nichts?», sBnsieTcs mapagurmaTu-
YeCKUM IMPUMEPOM HEIOHMMAaHMSI MEXKIY HAaHHbIMU TPAagULIMSIMU: 1O CYIIECTBY,
9TO CIOp MEXIY Hay4yHOM KOHIeNImen Mupa, BbiaBuHyTOM KapHarmom u BeH-
CKVM KPY’KKOM, M 9K3UCTEHIVATbHBIM MM TaK Ha3bIBAEMbIM repMeHeBTHYE CKUM
ombITOM MMpa y Xaimerrepa3,

B markoit popme onmosuiius mnosieisercs yske B 1920-e rr., korma Paiin um-
Taer Kypc Jiekiuit «Jlormueckuit o6bekTBMU3M; BosbiiaHo, Bpenrtano, I'yccepib
v MeltHOHT», a 6puTaHckue GUIoCcodbl HAUMHAIOT MCIOIb30BaTh TEPMUH «KOH-
TUHEHTaIbHAS Guaocodus» g yKazaHUs Ha (GEHOMEHOJIOTMIO M IK3UCTEHIIMA-
msm. Opuaman3> paccMaTpuBaeT MCTOKM PAaCXOKIEHMs ¢ snmusona cropa B [a-
Boce B 1929 r. meskny Kaccupepom u Xaiimerrepom, B KOTOPOM IIPUHSIT yUacTue

29 Bacunves B.B. Uto Takoe aHamuTHueckas Guaocodus 1 IouyeMy BaxkeH 3TOT BOIIPOC?

30 Frost-Arnold G. The Rise of «analytic philosophy»: When and how did people begin calling
themselves «analytic philosophers»? // Innovations in the History of Analytical Philosophy. L.,
2017. P. 27-67.

31 Skorupski J. Mill, German Idealism, and the Analytic/Continental Divide / A Companion to
Mill. Oxford, 2017. P. 535-550.

32 Critchley S. Continental Philosophy. A Very Short Introduction. Oxford, 2001.

33 Conant J. The emergence of the concept of the analytic tradition // Beyond the Analytic-Conti-
nental Divide. L., 2016. P. 17-58.

34 Critchley S. Op. cit.

35 Friedman M.A. Parting of the Ways: Carnap, Cassirer, and Heidegger. Chicago, 2000.
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u Kapuan. ITpumaratesbHoe «KOHTMHEHTAJIbHBIN» MCIIONb30Bas Harenb, Korma
roBopui 06 AiimykeBude; B 40-X I'T. IMPOIILIOrO BeKa MOKHO OGbLIO BCTPETUTD TEP-
MWH «KOHTMHEHTaJbHble MO3UTUBUCTBI». [Tocsie BToOpoit MupoBoii BOVHBI pas-
PBIB yCUIWICs, GpuraHckue Guiaocodsl CTaau MOHMMATh (M TORYEPKUBAThH),
HACKOJIbKO UX CTWIb (MWIocoDCTBOBAHMS OTIMYAETCS OT KOHTMHEHTAJIbHOTO.
Bropas mmpoBas BoiiHa OTHEeNSIeT aHIVIOS3bIYHYI0 GMI0COMUIO OT KOHTUHEHTAIIb-
HOM EBpOITbI HE TOIBKO MO SI3bIKOBOMY WJIM CTUIMCTUYECKOMY ITPU3HAKY, HO U TIO
IPU3HAKY MOJUTIYECKOMY 36, MHOIZA AasKe [IMpe — 110 MPU3HAKY KYJIbTYPhI B ILM -
POKOM CMBICJIe CJIOBA.

3HAKOBBIM ITYHKTOM (OPMMPOBAHMS Pa3HOIJIACKS CTasl KOJIOKBuMyM 1958 r.
B PyaitomoHe, KOTOpPbI OOBIYHO PACCMATPUBAETCS KaK HEyJauHas MMOIbITKA YCTa-
HOBJIEHMSI KOHTAKTa ¥ APYKECTBEHHOTO Ayayiora MEXIY OuepueHHbIMM (GUIo-
codckumMy nosuuusMu. IIpeiiecTBeHHMKOM JaHHOTO KOJUIOKBMYMa MOKHO CUM-
TaTh 3MM30J, HOYHOro pasrosopa B 1951 r., B xotopom yuactBoBasmm M. Mepiio-
IToutn, A. Anep, XK. Batait u gpyrue, nmocie koroporo Mepno-ITontu 3ame-
TUJI, CKOJIb BEJIMK PaspbiB. K 3TOMy MOMEHTY pe3KO M3MEHMJ CBOIO IMO3UIINIO
Paiis1, BRIIOUMBIIMIA B CBOIO aTaky Ha (e HOMEHOJIOTUMIO KYJIbTYpPHbIE CTEPEOTUITbI
¥ YTBepsKAABIINIA, YTO MEXKIY aHIVIOCAKCOHCKOV M KOHTMHEHTAJIbHOV (UI0CO-
Gbueit yske TpyU 4YeTBEPTM BeKa CYIIECTBYET IIMPOKask MponacTb>’. OTHOLIeHue
K coBbITHAM B PyaifoMoHe cTajio mpegmeroM Auckyccuu Meskny Oepraapmom38
1 Bpaxumucom>?: mepsblii IOmYepKUBaeT GIM30CTh «aHAJIUTUKOB» ¥ KOHTMHEH-
TaJIbHBIX (rtocodoB, BTOpOM MMojaraeT, YTO NAaHHBI KOJJIOKBUYM ITPOAEMOH-
CTPUPOBAJ Kak MHOroo6pasue MoaXoaoB K GuIocobCKUM UCC/IeA0OBaHUSIM, KOTO-
poe He MOKET ObITb CBEHEHO JIMIIIb K JIBYM TPaguLIMSIM, TaK M HECOOOPA3HOCTb
J106011 Teorpadmyeckoi KOHLEMIUY paguKaJIbHOTO paspbiBa B MeTabmaocod-
CKOM MOHMMAaHMUM CYITHOCTU huitocodum.

CBoero poma sM06yieMO} pa3pbiBa aHAJIUTUUYECKONM UM KOHTMHEHTAJIbHOM
TPaguIVIA ¥ OGHOBPEMEHHO OIPEIEJIEHHOIO MOBOPOTA HABCTPeUy APYT IPYTy
CTaJIO CTOJIKHOBeHMe B KoHIle 70-x rT. mpoiiioro Beka Jleppuma u CepJis o mpo6-
JleMaM MHTepnpeTanyuy 3HaMeHuTon Kuuru OCTMHA, B IIEHTpPe KOTOPOro Haxo-
IWIOCh TIOHSITME MHTEHIIMOHAJbHOCTY M €ro pasHoe MOHMMaHMe B IBYX Tpa-
myax0, Tuckycens nogpo6Ho obcykpanack P. Moaru?!, nopuepkHyBIIMM
Y HECIIPABEIJIMBOE UX OTHOIIEHME IPYT K APYTY, U OTCYTCTBMUE B3aMMHOT'O ITOHU-
MaHust: ecyin deppuaa onepupyer GeHOMEHOJOTMIECKOM KOHIIEMIIMEN MHTEHIIVO-
HaJIbHOCTH, TO 11Jis1 Cepiist KOHLIENTYaIbHbIe TPUHIIUIIBI MCTOJIKOBAHMS MHTEHIIVO -
HaJIbHOCTY HaxXOmATCS B IMHIBOCeMMoTHYeckoii cdepe. X. HaBappo*2, obpariasch

36 Akehurst T.L. The Nazi Tradition: the analytic critique of continental philosophy in mid-century
Britain // History of European Ideas. 2008. Vol. 34. P. 548-557.

37 Ryle G. Op. cit.; Brandl J. Gilbert Ryle: A Mediator between Analytic Philosophy and Phe-
nomenology // The Southern Journal of Philosophy. 2002. Vol. 40. Issue S1. P. 143-151.

38 Overgaard S. Royaumont Revisited // British Journal for the History of Philosophy. 2010.
Vol. 18. Issue 5. P. 899-924.

39 Vrahimis A. Is the Royaumont Colloquium the Locus Classicus of Divide between Analytic and
Continental Philosophy? Reply to Overgaard // British Journal for the History of Philosophy.
2013. Vol. 21. Issue 1. P. 177-188.

40 Derrida J. Signature, Event, Context // Glyph: Johns Hopkins Textual Studies 1. Baltimore; L., 1977.
P. 172-197; Searle ]. Reiterating the Differences: A Reply to Derrida // Ibid. P. 198-208; Derrida ].
Limited Inc. // Glyph: Johns Hopkins Textual Studies 2. Baltimore; L., 1977. P. 162-256.

41 Moati R. Derrida/Searle Deconstruction and Ordinary Language. N.Y., 2014.

42 Navarro J. How to Do Philosophy with Words: Reflections on the Searle-Derrida debate. N.Y.,
2017.
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K TMOAPOOGHOMY M3JIOKEHMIO M aHaIN3y YKa3aHHOM AUCKYCCUM, MOAUEpPKUBAET
3HAUMMOCTh ee MeTahMI0COPCKONM TMONOIUIEKM U €€ POjb B CTUMYJIUPOBAHUU
oMcKa (BO3MOYKHOTO) MPEOIOIEHNST HE TOJIBKO OMIO3UIIMM UX TOYEK 3peHUsI, HO
u 6ostee o6ien ommosuiu AD u KO.

B. Jleitrep*® o6paliaeT BHMMaHMe Ha TO, YTO 33 MOCJIETHIOK YETBEPTh IIPO-
IIJIOTO BeKa B paboTaxX KOHTUMHEHTAJbHbIX (PUI0CO(OB IMOSABISAIACh BCe OOJbIIAs
«aHAJIMTUYHOCTDb», CAMM KOHTMHEHTAJIbHbIE (Prtocodsl cTasm B GOIbIIEN CTele-
HU BOCIIPUHMMATBCST «aHATUTUKAMU» KaK «Cepbe3Hble» Guaocodbl; Bce Goblie
MCCJIENOBAHMM ¥ KOMMEHTApUEB VAESIETCSI COMOCTABJIEHUIO KOHIEMTYaJIbHbIX
MO3UIINHA, TeEMATUUeCKUX paboT bmaocodoB, MPUHAIIEKAIINX Pa3HbIM CTOPOHAM
JMICKOMOM OIIMO3UIIMY, MHBIMU CJIOBaMM, HAaUMHAETCSl aKTMBHAs paboTa IO HaBe-
IeHnio Gurocodckux MOCTOB; HECKOJIBKMMM TOfAMM paHee Ha 3TO YKa3bIBaeT
B. Lemmmes*4. Tak, B c6opuuke 2003 r.45 MOSBISIOTCS CTaTbi, B KOTOPBIX COMO-
crapistioress Kapuan, Xanperrep u Huiliie, Cepiab u ®@yko, T'agamep u IaBup-
coH, Xaiigerrep, Kyaita u Ctpocon. CiiemoM «IoIapHO» paccMaTpuBaioTcs Ope-
re u I'yccepnb, Paccen u beprcon, Kapuan u Xarperrep, denes u [19BUICOH,
Xanperrep u Jamvut?®, a manee - Xaiimerrep u Butreniureis, Octud u Jenes,
Heppupa u Oosupcon?’. PaccmarpuBast ckiaampiBarolnyiocs curyauyo, C. Huko-
HEHKO OTMeYaeT, uTo, x0T AD umeeT cyiokHble OTHOIIEHUS ¢ KD, roToBHOCTh
K IMaJIOry BCe >Ke TPOSIBJISIETCS, XOTS CTeIeHb 3TOJ TOTOBHOCTU M CTPEMJIEHUS
K COTPYIHMYECTBY, C €T0 TOYKM 3pEHMS, Y aHATUTUUECKUX GrIoCcOdOB BhIIIIE, YeM
Y KOHTMHEHTAJIbHBIX MbIC/IUTE IS,

[TocTeneHHO MeHSIeTCS B3IV HA MCTOPUUYECKME KOPHM OOeuX Tpaauiuii,
YTO TaKXKe CIIOCOOCTBYET UX CcOMmKeHnto. Ecyim coBceM HemaBHO OOINEN TOYKOM
3peHust 6bpu1a Ta, uTo AD ucropmyecku cesasaHa ¢ umeHamu dpere, Paccena, My-
pa, BuTreHiireitHa, a KOHTMHEHTA/IbHAS Tpaguiust dopmupyercs B paborax ['yc-
cepnst, Xanpgerrepa, Mepiso-TToHTH 1 X KoJuler, TO JajbHeiias paboTa mpope-
MOHCTPMPOBAJIa, YTO Y Pa3IUMYHBIX (GUIOCOPCKUX TPAAUIMI OOHU U Te 3Ke
MCTOpUYECKME KOPHU, KOTOpble OOHapyskmuBaioTcsl B uaesax Kanra. [TomoOGHbIi
B3mIg, 06benuHseT pabotel JI. Makeesoii??, P. Puma®0, P. Xanna!, A. Koddas2.
B. BacuibeB B ynoMsIHYyThIX paboTax paccMarpuBaer AD B KauecTBe «HAC/e[-
HUIBI KJaccuyeckoi ¢uaocodckoit Tpamuumm», a KO comocrasnser ckopee
C HeKJIaccuueckum pmaocodcTBoBaHMEM.

Hasegenne dpunocobckmx MOCTOB U aKTUBHBIN ITOUCK OGIINX KOPHEN U TO-
YeK CONpPSIKEHMST MPUBOIAT K IMOCTAaHOBKE BOIpOCAa O OYAYIIEM OIIO3ULIUNA
«AD/KD», BapMaHTaMM OTBETOB Ha KOTOPbIN SIBJSIOTCS BO3pacTalolee Ymcyo
MOMBITOK (MIOCOPCKOTO CHMHTE3a, BO3HMKAIOIIMX Ha 6ase 06eux Tpamuiinid,

43 Leiter B. The Future for Philosophy. Oxford, 2004.

4 Jlenuwes B.B. Ykas. cou.; Huxonenko C.B. Anamutuueckas dumocodus.

45 A House Divided: Comparing Analytic and Continental Philosophy. Amherst (N.Y.), 2003.

46 Postanalytic and Metacontinental: Crossing Philosophical Divides. L., 2010.

47 Beyond the Analytic-Continental Divide. L., 2016.

48 Hukonenko C.B. AHanutudeckas punocodusi: ocHoBHble KoHnenuym. CIT16., 2007. C. 11.

49 Maxeeea JI.b. Ananuruueckas dunocodus, ee ucropus u Kant // Kantoscknit c6opamk. 2013.
Ne 2 (44). C. 55-68.

50 Reed R. The Origins of Analytic Philosophy: Kant and Frege. N.Y., 2007.

51 Hanna R. Kant and the Foundation of Analytic Philosophy. Oxford, 2001; Idem. The Fate of
Analysis. Analytic Philosophy From Frege to the Ash-Heap of History, And Toward A Philoso-
phy of The Future. Final draft version, 2021. URL: http://themadduckcoalition.org/about/
author/robert-hanna (mara obparmenusi: 21.02.2021).

52 Kogpa A. Cemantuueckas Tpaguums or Kanra no Kaprana: k Benckomy Boksany. M., 2019.
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MY PACCMOTpEHMEe BO3MOKHOCTM Iepexofia K OIMO3MUIMM ITOCTaHaIU THUUeCKOM
¥l MeTaKOHTMHEHTabHOI dutocodums3. Tak, M. Tomcon>* u [I. 3axaBu’> yka-
3bIBAIOT Ha BO3MOXKHOCTbH (POPMMPOBAHMST «CUHTETUUYECKOM» (prtocoduu, KoTopast
OyzeT MOOWIPATH JI060e coueTaHue CYIIeCTBYIOIIUX CTWJIEH, TPagullMid U Ha-
MpaBJIEHMIT; B KauecTBe MmpumMepoB ToMCOH HasbiBaeT ucciaenoBanus I. Ipendy-
ca, C. Kasesa, P. Bpengoma, [I. Maknaya/uia u apyrux. MaknoHanba 6 npenyia-
raeT «rubpuUIHyI0» Momenb Guiocodun, KOTopast IIPeofoJieBaeT MMEKOITYIOCS
ONIMO3ULINIO U JEMOHCTPUPYET ee MPONYKTUBHOCTb Ha MpPUMepe aHa/u3a CO3Ha-
HUSI M MHTEHIIMOHAJIbHOCTU. B mepBoM cjiyuae MpeaCTOUT OTBETUTb Ha BOIPOC
O TOM, HY’KHO JIM TIpWIAaraTb YCWJIMSI IJIsI CO3MaHMs HEKOM YHUDUIMPOBAHHON
dunocodun, kotopas, Kak mnosnaraer P. Bangepb6ekeH, 6ymeTr coBmamarh C MOTe-
peii MIEHTUYHOCTH, pasMbiBasi KPUTUYECKMI TIOTeHIMan obeux Tpammimin»?57.
Bo BTOpoM mpencTouT OIEHUTb, CTAHET JIM OIIO3UIMUS MOCTaHAIUTUUECKON U
MEeTaKOHTMHEHTAIbHOM (Dutocoduy MpOCTO HACTETHNUIIEH VMEIOIIENCs OITo3M -
MU WM OyIeT MPeACTaBIATbh IPUHIMITMAIBLHO HOBBIV eHOMeH. Ho ecTh U Tpe-
TUI TYTb — MYTb (DOPMMUPOBAHYS MHOKECTBEHHBIX TOUEK 3PEHMST, TPEeNOCTaBIISIO-
LI TOpa3no GOJIbIlle BO3MOXKHOCTEN M [T B3aMMHOM (Vi BHYTPEHHEN) KPUTUKM,
M [IJI TIepEKPECTHBIX CBsI3el Mexny Toukamu 3peHus. O6 stom mumryT K. Bekep
u V1. ToOMCOH, rOBOpSI, YTO eC/IM AJIUTEbHBI Tepuof, pasBUTUs GUI0CoOpuM
B XX B. «0003HaueH ABYIJIaBbIM UYJOBUIIEM aHAJIUTUUECKON WM KOHTUHEH-
TaJbHOM Guiocodui, TO Ha BUAMMOM TOPU30OHTE, KOTOPbIN Mbl HAUMHAEM PasJiii-
YyaTh, IBE 3TU T'OJIOBbI HE CTAHYT ONHO... HO, CKOpee, MOSIBUTCSI MHOTOTOJIOBasI
dunocodckas ruapa, CTPAHHO KpacuBasi, XOTS ¥ TPOMO3IKAS. .. » 58,

3aKkJIoueHue

KonmuecTBo cTareit M KHUT, B KOTOPBIX OOCYXKIAeTCs, KOMMEHTUPYETCS,
MOATBEPXKIAETCS WMIM OIPOBEPTAETCS AMXOTOMMS aHATUTUUECKON UM KOHTMHEH-
TaJbHON (PrIocoduM, 3HAUUTETHHO MPEBBIIIAET YIIOMSIHYTHIE 30€Ch UCTOUYHUKN,
HO TeM He MeHee M OHU JAIOT BO3MOXXHOCTDb OIEHKM CUTyaluyu. HeBO3MOKHO OT-
puiiatb, uro tema omnosuimn «AD/KD» mnpuobpesna, 0CO6EHHO B MOCIETHIE
20 j1eT, CaMOCTOSITEIbHbIN WUCTOPUKO-GUI0CObCKUi cTaTyc. JuxoTomMus IBYX
BeoylIMx (GmIocohCKUX HAIPaBIeHUI AEMCTBUTEILHO OIpPENesISeT MOJIOKEHNE
nmen B Guiocobun XX cronetust u Hayana XXI B., ee ohopMiieHne U MpusHaHME
CTUMY/IMPOBAJIM PasBUTHE PSia CEPbe3HbIX MCC/IENOBATETbCKUX TPOEKTOB. OTO
PEeTPOCIIeKTUBHOE MCCiefoBaHe GOPMUPOBAHMS OIITOSUIINHA, TIPUBE/IIIEe B KOH-
IIe KOHIIOB K MOHMMAaHUIO TOTO, UTO 00e ee CTOPOHbI MPOM3PACTAIOT U3 eIUHOTO
¢dunocodckoro MCTOUHMKA, B 3HAUUTENBHON CTeleHU CBs3aHHOro ¢ KaHTom
¥ MOCJIENYIONIMM PasBUTUEM KJIACCUUECKON M HeKIacCUueckoit Ghumocodckux

53 Postanalytic and Metacontinental: Crossing Philosophical Divides. L., 2010.

54 Thomson I.D. In the Future Philosophy will be Neither Continental, nor Analytic, but Synthetic:
Toward a Promicuous of (all) Philosophical Traditions and Styles // The Southern Journal of
Philosophy. 2012. Vol. 50. Issue 2. P. 191-205.

55 Zahavi D. Analytic and Continental Philosophy: From duality through plurality to (some kind
of) unity // Analytic and Continental Philosophy. Berlin, 2016. P. 79-94.

5  MacDonald P.S. Languages of Intentionality. N.Y., 2012.

57 Vanderbeeken R. A Plea for Agonism between Analytic and Continental Philosophy // Open
Journal of Philosophy. 2011. Vol. 1. No. 1. P. 19.

58 The Cambridge History of Philosophy, 1945-2015. P. 11.
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Tpaguinii. PasmeskeBaHMe Tpaguliuii 06OpauMBaeTCsl B3aMMHBIM MHTEPECOM,
CTpeMJIeHVEeM K JUaJory, TEMaTUYEeCKMM Y METOMOJIOTMUYECKMM B3aUMOIIPO-
HUKHOBEHMEM. DTO, B CBOIO OUepeNb, MPUBOAUT K UHTEPECY K MOPOXKIAEMbIM
MEePCIeKTUBaM, CBSI3aHHBIM C MMOMCKaMM OTBETa HA BOMPOCHI O BO3MOXXHOCTU
CO3MaHMSI HEKOW «CUHTETUUYECKO» Guiiocobum U OINpeesieHus ee XapaKTe-
PUCTUK MM O 3aME€HE CJIOXKUBIIENCS OMIMO3UIMU Ha OIMIMO3ULINIO «ITOCTaHaIM-
TMueckas Qwiocodus / MeTakKOHTMHEHTaJIbHast (uiaocodus». MoxkeT ObITh,
peasibHOJ MEePCIEeKTUBONM CTAHET He OMIMO3UIMS, He JUXOTOMMYEeCKas XapakTe-
puctuka dpwiocodun, a mpuxonias Ha CMeHy e GumocodcKass «IMOTUTOMUSI».
He MeHbIITyI0 3HAUMMOCTD TIOJTYYaeT Te3UC O TOM, UTO MCKOMAsT OIIIO3UIIVS OCHO-
BBIBAETCS HA PasjMYHOM TIOHMMAaHMM MPUPOIbl Gmiocobum U ee 06CYyROeHUE
npuobperaer MetaduIocodCckuil XapakTep, UTO, B CBOIO OUEpelb, CTUMY/IMPYET
MHTEPEC U K 3TOMY UCCIeOBATETbCKOMY TTOJTIO.
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The history, contemporary state, and metaphilosophy
of the opposition “analytic/continental” philosophy”

Konstantin D. Skripnik

Southern Federal University. 105/42 B. Sadovaya Str., Rostov-on-Don, 344006, Russian Federa-
tion; e-mail: skd53@mail.ru

The aim of the article is to review the literature devoted to the opposition of analytical
and continental philosophy. Despite the existence of various typologies of the philosophy
of the 20th century, this opposition is a key characteristic of the current state of affairs in
the twentieth century’s philosophy. The article describes various characteristics of the op-
position and demonstrates that the establishment of its status stimulated the development
of research on the history of opposition and the search for common roots of its sides. The
emergence of the opposition is associated with Mill’s criticism of Coleridge’s philosophy
and Russell’s criticism of Bergson’s ideas, which meant a certain cultural break between
the British and continental philosophical traditions. The article also draws attention to the
point of view according to which the opposition of analytical and continental philosophy
is a manifestation of the opposition of classical and non-classical philosophical traditions.
Certain emblems of the establishment of the opposition were the results of the collo-
quium at Royaumont in the 50s of the last century and the written discussion between
Derrida and Searle regarding Austin’s ideas in the 70s. At the same time, there are gradu-
ally more and more works aimed at a dialogue between the two traditions and at the
demonstration the mutual interest of philosophers who belong to different philosophical
traditions, to each other’s works. Such a dialogue leads to the study of options for the de-
velopment of philosophy in the future - the creation of a “synthetic” philosophy, the pro-
posal to replace the opposition with other ones, in particular, “post-analytical/metaconti-
nental”. An increasing number of philosophers argue for the connection of this opposition
with a different understanding of the very nature of philosophy, which leads to statements
about the metaphilosophical nature of the opposition. The review includes works by do-
mestic and foreign (mostly English-speaking) authors published, with a few exceptions,
in the last two decades; works written in line with both philosophical traditions are
presented.
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