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Bizomo, mo ynepuie cnpoOH TEOPETUYHOTO OCMUCIEHHS U MOSCHEHHS
argumentum ad absurdum (aprymeHT 3BeleHHSIM 10 aOCypIy), BU3HAYCHHS
BIAMOBIAHUX cXeM (Mojernei) moOymOBH MipKyBaHb, IO JIekKaTh y HOTo
OCHOBI, YMOB Ta c(epu BUKOPHCTaHHS LBOTO apryMEHTY BiJOYyBaroThCS
y 100y AntuyHocti. 3okpema y Crapopasuiii ['pewii BiH MIMPOKO BHKO-
PHCTOBYBAaBCS Yy PpI3HHUX apryMEHTYBaJbHUX NpakThkax. Cokparom,
[TnaTtoHoM, iX YYHAMH Ta iI€HHUMH HOCIITOBHUKAMH, a TAKOK PUMCHKUMH
IopucTaMu  argumentum ad absurdum BUCOKO IIiHYBaBCSl SIK CHJIBHHH
apryMeHT, [0 IePeBaKHO BUKOPUCTOBYBABCA ISl CHPOCTYBaHHS, JIOBeE-
JIeHHS XUOHOCTI Cy/DK€Hb, BHCYHYTHX IHIIMMH YYaCHHKaMHU apryMEHTY-
BaIbHUX cuTyalid. CaMe TOAl CKJanocs 3arajbHe PO3yMiHHS apryMeHTalil
3a JIONIOMOIOK0 IHCTPYMEHTY ad absurdum sSK TIEBHOTO CHOCOOY
BHUCHOBYBAHHS, SIKE Ma€ Ha METI JIOBEJCHHS TOTO, 1[0 MEBHE MOJOXKEHHS €
MOMHJIKOBUM (XHOHHMM, HECIIPOMOXKHMM) TI03asK OTPUMYEMO aOCypIHHI
(Oe3rmy3auid, HICEHITHHMH, HEpO3YMHHMH, BKpall HeENpaBaONONiOHMIT)
pe3yabpTar (HACHiIOK) y pa3i HOro NpUHHSATTS AK ICTUHHOTO (IPaBUIIBHOTO,
KopekTHOro). Taka ¢(opma MipkyBaHHS 0a3yloTbCS Ha 3aCHOBKY, SKHH
CKJIQZIa€ThCsl 3: a) TIMOTETHYHOTO AHTeleAeHTAa [[IepBUHHUI eIeMEeHT
JOTiYHOT imumikamii — «IKIO»], II0 € 3alepedeHHsM CyIDKEHHS,
BHCJIOBJICHOTO Yy BUXiIHIH Te3i, Ta (0) KOHCEeKBEHTAa [BTOPHHHUI €IIEMEHT
JIOTTYHOT IMIUTIKAITi1, SKU € BUCHOBKOM — HACIIiTKOM aHTEIEACHTa — «TO»].
OcTaHHI CTOCYEThCS HETaTHBHO OLIHEHWX HACHIAKIB [abcypaHui
pe3yabTar], sKi BHIUIMBAIOTH 13 TOrO, IO BHPAKEHO B AaHTCICACHTI.
Hanpuknan: cy/pkeHHs PO Te, [I0 KOXKHA JIIOJIMHA Mae€ HECTPUMHY Kary
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J10 (i3UYHOTO HACHJIbCTBA € XMOHUM — AKILIO 11e Oysio O Tak [aHTeueneHr),
TO yci jroad Oynu O BOMBIISIMH, >KHBOJEPAMH, T'BAJITIBHHUKAMH, aje MH
3HAEMO, IO 1€ HE BiMOBiga€ MIHCHOCTI [KOHCEKBEHT].

BcraHoBneHHST XMOHOCTI OCHOPIOBAHOTO TOJIOKEHHSI MOXE 3/iHCHIO-
BaTHCS Yepe3 JAEMOHCTpAIlil0 HOro BHYTPIIIHBOI JOTIYHOI CynepeyHocTi Oe3
3BEpHEHHSI JI0 JOAAaTKOBHMX 3HaHb (iH(opmarmii). Taky Bepcito (pizHOBHT)
apryMeHTamii Ha OCHOBI ad absurdum BW3HAYAIOTh SK CHIBHY, CTPOTO
noriuny. Hanpuknan: 0Oesriy3mo CTBEpIDKYBaTH, IO JIFOJIWMHA, sKa
3HAXOAUTHCS y CTaHI AIKOTOJBHOTO CIISIHIHHA HE BXXUBAJa ajKOToJb,
OCKUTBKH HEMOJKJIMBO, 100 CTaH aJIKOTOJIBHOTO CII'SHIHHS HE OyB BUKJIH-
KaHUH BXKUBAHHSIM aJKOrONI0. Y IHIIMX CHUTyaulisX, Je aOCypIHicTh
HACJIJIKy OCHOPIOBAHOT'O MOJIOXKEHHs (TOYHIIIE HOro aHTHTE3U) HE € Oue-
BUJHUM, argumentum ad absurdum BUKOPUCTOBYETBHCS SIK NparMaTHYHHUN
apryMeHT Ha MiATPUMKY HENPUHHSATHOCTI MeBHOI mo3uuii. OcTaHHsS MOXe
CTOCYBATHCSI, HallpHKJIa], BUOOPY NEBHOTO BapiaHTy TIyMaueHHsS IOpUINY-
HOI HOpMH. [HIIMMH clOBaMH, NparMaTUYHMil TUN apryMmeHTanii ad
absurdum TpyHTY€TbCS HA IEMOHCTpalii TOTO, IO BUXiTHE CY/DKEHHS X04a
1 He € BHYTPIOIHBO CYNEPEWIMBHMHU [TOOTO € JIOTIYHO KOPEKTHHM], aie
3 MEBHUX MpUYHH € HebakaHUM abo HenpuitHITHHM. CaMe Taka YMOBHO
cmabka Bepcis (pi3HOBHAO) argumentum ad absurdum HaWgacrimie
BUKOPHCTOBYETHCS Y IOPUINYHIN apryMeHTallii.

SIk 3a3Ha4yaeThCs y HAYKOBIH JiTepaTypi, B OCHOBI argumentum
ad absurdum — HEeMOHCTpAllis albTEPHATHBH, I€ OJHA 13 MOXKIMBOCTEH
€ HECYMICHOIO 13 THM, L0 BBAXXA€THCSI PO3YMHUM, CIPaBEJIUBIM, 3aKOHHUM
[1, c. 180]. HamaHHs migcTaBHOCTI 3amepedcHHs (Yepe3 aHTHTE3y) OCIOpPIo-
BaHOTO CY/DKCHHS Ha OCHOBI apryMeHTy ad absurdum [Ha 4oMmy, BIIACHE,
TPYHTY€TbCA aOCYpIHICTh pPe3ynbTaTy?] MOXKe 3MIHCHIOBATHCS UIUIIXOM
3BEpPHEHHS /10 HAyKOBHX (aKTiB, eMIIPUYHHUX JAHHX, 370POBOTO TIy3dy
Tomio. Take 3BEpHEHHS y Pi3HUX apryMEHTYBaJbHUX CHTYAIisIX MOXe OyTH
eKCIUTIIUTHAM 200 IMIDTIIUTHAM. MOBHOCTHIIICTUYHE BHPaKEHHS apTyMeH-
Tamii Takok Moxe HaOyBatm pisEEX ¢GopM. Hanpukimam: mTy4yHe
3alUTiJHEHHS HE MOXKHa IHTepHperyBath sk (opMmy Iepentody: SKIo
MPUHAHATH TaKHH MiAXix [aHTEHEACHT], TO 1€ 03HAYUTHME, [0 3aIlTiIHCHHS
3a JI0IIOMOT' 010 TOHOPY FEHETHYHOr0 MaTepiany, sSKuil momep, Oyie Hoapyx-
HBOIO 3pa/iol0 3 IOMEPJIOI0 JIIOJMHOI0 [KOHCEKBEHT|, a I CYNepEeUYHTh
3I0OPOBOMY TUTy3ay [aOCypmHicTh pe3ynbTary]. Came Iieii aprymMeHT OyB
MOKJIaJIeHNiI B OCHOBY INPaBOBOI MO3HMIII IIOTIaHAckkoro CeciifHOro cyamy
(BUIIa CYIOBI iHCTAHIISA 3 PO3MIAAY NUBUTBHUX cripas y LlloTmannii, aHri. —
The Court of Session) y cipasi Maclennan v. Maclennan [1958].

HapiiiHicTb 1, BIacHe, MepeKOHYBaJbHA CUIIA argumentum ad absurdum
€ BITHOCHOIO TIEPEIOBCIM 3 OINIAAYy Ha HEBH3HAYCHICTh MOHATIHHAX MEX
KITIOYOBOI JUIS IIhOTO THITy apryMeHTamii kateropii abcypay (abcypaHocTi),
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sKka HaOyBae THX YM IHIIUX PHC, EBHOTO 3MiCTOBOIO HAIIOBHEHHS Y KOH-
TEKCTi PI3HUX apryMEHTYBAJIBHHMX CHUTyalid. AOCypaHICTH (Tak camo SK
1 PO3YMHICTB) 110 € CYTi OLIHOYHUMH KOHLlenTaMu. Tak, IUisi apryMeHTyBayva,
SKMH CIUPAETBCSI CYTO Ha BJIACHUH OJKUTTEBMH JOCBiJ, abCypAHICTh
TIMOTETHYHUX HACHIJKIB OCHOPIOBAHOTO TOJIOKEHHS, IO CTOCYIOTHCS,
HATIPUKJIaJl, HETUIIOBOCTI a00 HEMOXKIUBOCTI MICBHOTO CTaHy pedeH, Oyne
oueBuAHUM. [IpoTe perumieHTaMH BOHH HE OOOB’S3KOBO OyIyTh Tak
OIliHEHi, a cama apryMmeHTarlis Ha ocHoBi reductio ad absurdum y it
cuTyarii Moxke OyTH HEepeKOHIHMBOIO. AOCYpIHICTHP MOXe OyTH CyTO
JIOTiYHA [JIOT1YHAa HECTPOMOIKHICTh TBEP/DKCHb W BHUCHOBKIB], MpaKkTU4YHA
(HampukIan, BapiaHT TOBEMIHKM, MPAKTUYHI pilIeHHS Ta [ii, mo iXx Owu
HIKOJIM HEe BUHMJIA PO3yMHa JIFOJIMHA), ETHYHA YU HaBITh ecTeTHyHa. YacTto
apryMeHTyBad, BHKOPUCTOBYIOUM argumentum ad absurdum, anemoe 1o
communis opinio — 3aranbHONMPUHHATHX (KOHCEHCYCHHX) MOTIISIIB HA MEBHI
peui.

VY ropuanuHiii aprymeHrauii argumentum ad absurdum TiepeBajKHO
BUKOPHCTOBYETBCSL SIK TPABOTIYMAayHWH apryMeHT Uil OOTPYHTYBaHHS
TBEPIDKCHHSA TMPO HEMPHUHUHATHICTH (HeOakaHICTh) TIIEBHOTO BapiaHTY
TaymMadeHHS Hopmu (mpaBmia). [lpm 1mpoMy TiAcCTaBH A TakKoOro
TBEPKCHHS MOXYTh HaOyBaTH IIMPOKOTO Jiala3oHy 3HAYEHH i KOH)Iry-
parLiif — BOHM MOXYTh CTOCYBATHCSI OUYEBHIHOI HECTIPABEINBOCTI, HEPO3YM-
HocTi Ta iH. SIk 3a3Hayae H. Mak-Kopmik, aOCypAHICTh Y IOPHINYHOMY
CEHCl OXOIIE KOH(IKT ab0 31 COpaBeIIMBICTIO, 3 SKOOCH IHIIIOI)
NPaBOBOrO IIHHICTIO a00 3 TUM, IO BBaXalOTh JOOPOIO TOJITHKOIO
[3, c. 138]. Ile crocyeTbcs, HAmMpUKIAA, TAKOXK THX BHIAIKIB, KOJIH
3aCTOCYBaHHSI HOPMH IIpaBa y NEBHIiH iHTeprpeTarii Npu3BOIUTh 10 00’ €K-
TUBHO HEMOXJIMBOTO CTaHy pedeil. Hanpukmax, moxmamaHHs Ha ocoOy
MEBHUX 3000B’s3aHb, SIKi B MPUHIOUII HE MOXYTh OyTH BHKOHaHI 3 00’€k-
TUBHUX NPHYUH. Argumentum ad absurdum BukopucToBytoTh Juts1 ad exclu-
dendum (BUK/IIOYEHHsI) TAKOIO TIYMAdeHHs HOPMAaTHUBHOI'O BHCJIOBIIIO-
BaHHS, SIKE CTBOPIOE MIAIPYHTS ULl BHHUKHEHHS «abcypaHoi» HopMu. Taka
apryMeHTallisi IPYHTYEThCS Ha MEBHUX BHUXIIHHUX 1lI€SX Ta HPUITYICHHSX.
IIpaBo sk paiioHajbHA, MOCTIIOBHA, CTa0ibHA HOPMATHBHA CHCTEMa HE
MMOBMHHO MICTHTH aOCypAHHUX HOPM; BIIMOBIAHO FOPUCTH BUBOMASATH 13 MOB-
HOTO BHpa3y IOPUINYHUX MPHUITUCIB [OyKBaJIbHOTO 3HAUEHHS CIIIB IIPABOBOTO
TEKCTy] Takuil iX 3MICT, IO Y3TOKYETHCS 13 3aralbHOI0 METOI HOPMH
npaBa, MIPKYBaHHSIMH COLIAJILHOI CHpPaBEeUIMBOCTI, MOpPaJIbHHUMHU CTaH-
JlapTaM¥, 370pPOBUM TJIy3IOM — IHIII BapiaHTH TIyMadeHHS MaioTh OyTH
BUKITIOYEHI. AGO 3-TIOMDK PI3HUX MOKJIMBUX BapiaHTIB TIIyMadeHHS HOPMH
iHTepIpeTaTop OOHMpaEe TOH, M0 € HAWMEHII «OTUIHHM» Ui 3J0POBOIO
TIIY31Y.
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Bigomuit 1me PUMCHKHUM FOPHCTaM MOPUHIMI (FOPHIMYHA MaKCHMa)
absurda sunt vitanda (aOCypOHOCTI CIiJi YHUKATH) 3HAWIIOB BTUICHHS
y 30J10TOMY mpaBuii Tiiymadennsi (anria. — golden rule of interpretation),
ke Oyno cdopMyrnboBaHEe aHIIMIHCHKUMHU CyIsMH y XIX CTOMNITTI: SKIIO
pe3ynbTaTH «3BHYAWHOr0» TIYMayeHHsS 3TiHO i3 3araJbHONPUAHITHM
JiTepaTypHUM YHTAHHSIM MPABOBOTO TEKCTY € aOCYPIHUMH i OUSBHIHO, IIO
aBTOp TEKCTy HE MIr MaTH I Ha yBa3i, TOMI CJIiJl 3aCTOCOBYBATH IHIIIE,
JOIaTKOBE 3HAUCHHS «CYMHIBHOTO» IIPaBOIIOJIOKEHHs (crpaBa cnpasi Grey
v. Pearson [1857]). AGCypaHICTb y IbOMY KOHTEKCTI pO3YMIEThCA SIK KpaifHs
(bopma BimxwiIeHHS BiJ 3araJbHONPUUHATHX HOPM MOpai, IPHUHIIHUIIIB
yOJIiYHOT IIOJIITHKY, 1O € HENPUHHATHUM, OTHIHUM JUIS 310POBOTO TIIy31y.
VY aMepuKaHCHKIN FOPUCTIPYICHINT TPUHIUN absurda sunt vitanda 3HAWIIOB
BTUICHHS Yy JOKTpUHI abcypaHocTi (amrn. — absurdity doctrine), sika
HEOJHOPa30BO BUKOpHUCTOBYBajachk BepxoBuum cyiaom CIIIA. Hanpuknan,
y pimenni y cmpasi Sturges V. Crowninshield [1819] 3a3naueno, mo
000B’SI30K CyIy CyBOpO JOTpUMYyBaTucsi OyKBH 3aKOHY NPHIIHHIETHCS,
KON «aOCypIHICTh 1 HECTpaBeIJIMBICTh 3aCTOCYBaHHS HOTO IPHITUCY
Y KOHKDETHIH cIIpaBi € HACTUIBKHA KPUIYIIAMH, III0 BCE JIFOACTBO Oe3 BaraHp
00’emHamocs 0 y BIOXWICHHI TaKOTO 3aCTOCYBaHH». 100TO argumentum ad
absurdum (pakTHIHO BHKOPHUCTOBYETHCS SIK apTyMEHT IPOTH OYKBAIBHOTO
TIIyMadeHHs IOPUIMYHUX HOPM.

BaxnuBo po3ymiTh, 10 OOTPYHTYBaHHs BHOOpY IHTEpIpeTaliiiHOro
pillIeHHs 32 IONOMOTOI0 argumentum ad absurdum nependavae OIiHIOBAHHS
HACJIJIKIB TIIyMa4€HHs K a0Cyp/JHUX i HEMPUHHATHHUX 3 ypaxyBaHHSIM caMe
AKTYaJIbHOTO COLIOKYJIBTYPHOTO KOHTEKCTY, JOMIHYIOYHMX IOIJISIIB Ha
CycmiibHEe 0iaro, CHpaBeJIMBE/HECIIPABEUIMBE, 3arallbHUi  OanaHc
[iHHOCTEH Ta iH. BHKOPHCTOBYIOUM Lieil apryMeHT, CIiJ MOKa3aTH y YoMy
caMme ToJisirae 151 abCypIHICTh — UM € BOHA CYTO JIOT1YHOIO 200 COIiaibHO-
IOPHIMYHOIO.
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