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Abstract

This paper takes Lyotard’s theory of the “differend” as its entry point, reconstructing the theoretical
framework of “deep disagreement” from a postmodernist perspective. By critiquing traditional an-
alytic philosophy’s confinement of deep disagreement to the epistemological dimension (as seen in
the consensus proposals of scholars such as Fogelin, Pritchard, and Lynch), this study argues that
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the roots of such disagreements lie not only in the incommensurability of cognitive standards but
also in the inherent incompleteness of human language, cultural multiplicity, and the heterogeneity
of discourse genres. Lyotard’s concepts of “phrase regimens” and “genres of discourse” reveal the
essence of disagreement: when heterogeneous phrase regimens become irreconcilable due to the
lack of shared linkage rules, deep disagreements transcend the cognitive realm and embed them-
selves within ethical-political practices, forming irreducible “differends.” Through an analysis of the
classic Cain and Abel narrative, the paper further demonstrates that traditional consensus-driven
attempts to eliminate disagreements through singular standards inevitably lead to violence or sup-
pression, whereas the postmodernist approach emphasizes temporality and dynamism, expressing
optimism toward resolving deep disagreements in the future. Ultimately, the research advocates
expanding the resolution of deep disagreements from the epistemological to the ethical-political
dimension, offering a critical counter-perspective on issues of cognitive polarization and hegemon-
ism in the post-industrial era.
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1. 518

KTIRZ AT BX — S, AT LB 245 K% R (Fogelin) 1985 &7 (IR 24 HIZ 8 R4 H R
o X MRS BN AR 2 AT R BGE B TR S . AT, A ORRE R BT R
o], WA A T AT R A R R AR PR T SO R B R R A B, AT DAKIR
RS ENARRYE R BUG B . BUASEYERE, IR SESINRT RA RN R IERE.

REIRGTE

A% PR (Robert J. Fogelin)7E (IR JZ K43 32 %) (“The Logic of Deep Disagreements”) #8517 4L
B IE ANTERTIRZ R B IR PR, #8 A ROBIEIKH T “ IEH BIEACH” (normal argument ex-
change)—— I 5 # L2 55 & Il A v e i RN (an 445 iR T 3H ) “ KX S 7@~ (hinge proposi-
tions), X H6 KLt iy R JC Z 5 S8 HLAG OB UE T H2), TR JZ IR 53 BN [R) T T8 7350, G T HE S8 M Ji D)l A=
W (form of life) AR A58 (“We get a deep disagreement when the argument is generated by a clash of
framework propositions™ [1]), XA 43l Jo kil B T B ok, BRI Sk Z 3L FRA RN, BV IE
%1 (“deep disagreements cannot be resolved through the use of argument, for they undercut the conditions es-
sential to arguing” [1]), I HIRJZ IR BEA 53— MRHIE, BTS2 82 51 B Sz P (“Another feature
of deep disagreements is that they are immune to appeals to facts.” [1]). X —#E&IR )5, W E BRI
— W R FL T 51 R A K A R, IE AN vk TR B B (Lavorerio) [T 5« J% TR )E 20 A BAS DA JUR VR e
36 1] R —— AR R 5 i 1R 18 4% (“two of the most pressing issues a theory of deep disagreement must address
[are] their source and resolution” [2]) .

IE T BRI (Rinalli) Fr 48 HL 1, A IR Z IR B B 78 KRBT A AL N W8 KR s BSR4k
R 7 HE QP 16 5 B A\ Jn J5 DU BE 8 (“First, what | call the Wittgensteinian theory, inspired by Wittgenstein’s
On Certainty, and strongly suggested in the work by Fogelin and Hazlett, among others, and secondly the
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fundamental epistemic principle theory, which finds adherents in recent work by Kappel and Jgch-Klausen, Kap-
pel, and Lynch” [3]). ZERFAR T R 18 S a] BROUAX A 018 (hinge epistemology), == AR A9 =2 1
{1 (Duncan Pritchard), i\ iR 2 IR 53 B RBAT T B B A A&, IF HAXFh o B X5 7] G A 3L [F)
FINIRFRHES S8 “IRATELIME” (epistemic incommensurability), #ET 51 A& W\ KIAHRT 32 X (epistemic
relativism) . 75X ZERFHR BTEAX A RIS I VEARARRE J5 , ad i B8 Y « AKX 7K 7% (Uber Hinge Commitment)
WES, B AR A ZE R AR AT H (AR Al R SEBR B IEASCREAGNAR X 30, RS2t 7 i e |2 I o
WA, RO FEAR G SR FL AR (AR il AR U U5 T Xl R T, T8 A el 2R o AT DA B 3800 3 4 B
77 FR) LA ERAR ol 7 i AT E DRARE B VP A5 %) [R] IR e IR 2 0k o 8 AR D At oA T U B (R ARER AN,
EF(Michael P. Lynch)#Ri 1 24 3A 1 B B A B R0 J7 V25 46 18 2 PR ) i a6 28] 1) R R R A B 2 ) R LA
JAEAS RN FNAE L 2 (8] 5 = 3 [ PR AR v BT S B AR AN DT I8 2908 0] fE . PRAT A I L [ 7R R J2 I
SPBCRE NN R, BOAEREE 5E T % 07 6 Z SL R IO bR v DU T LA 3 Oy S e . BE T,
MRATHR T AT REMI MR T %, FRI T — RSN 3228 (epistemic contractarianism), A JviE VRIS T A
FLPATAT LA B MR E I FE R R A, A SR IR 2 I 03 B

W PR () A T, BT AR A AU, R DG TR A (R S R 40 B BRI A A A AR S )R] LLE
I FORM I IE R 7 8, A B IR B I8 R AR E o BT 30 TR i ) 2t
T, HEBR)E R B RE AR PR TR e, Tl g7 R Vil T—Fp “IRREERILIRY o W]
DLEH, TENH KBS KRR ANY), 5 E A AR AT B AT 5] E IR 2 73 B AR YR 2R 2 AR A RS
YEFE 2 IR R IZ o BOARIE, WEFE M T R EVRilE T A FRR LR . (Hag, LR R IFdE R e
— IR RIT R, DR YRR WA AR R IR JE IR B ME—4EFE,  BRBE S AR T S A, A Rl R AN [F] 4
JEE RARAS 8] - FAR 7 S i e 5

3. RUIREXNERRA
3.1 FIMRENX

JEBARE &R oy (N AR DR G I — IS, ERRAERBETR R, H AR AR T R A
BrBre KT, “HIXMITIRE IR B T8 WOR A BHIEVS . ORISR . B AR eS0T 3 AR
AT W e GRS KA, FRAMER B IR EARIX MR SE TR A B & SIE IR
([4], p. 4) XX T B VR IE AR TT SORME GRIR TR R I3 B T3 58T BLR AR R X AL — FhRF IR AR AS -
ETJEOUR RGN R, FRATATDHEX oA MBS 12 JF IR ([4], p. 4). LR X 5RAT 2R IE
W SR i G BT QM SR U S S HEAI A . iR E, &R e AR, FOAMAR P Ha
BRI AT BT BREE, BUARTE TS S Z AR SUR I b 2 A S PR B A X A A, A
RLIX AR PREE IS FAE M BE R 5B AT ZORIGINM B B ik, TR AEBTSE B H T TR I RTT S AT
(1, AR R RACE BB R XS — A, AN i AR 74K, Rk B3R 7
AP . T 5 SO AR PRBE R ALE T 4307 A B (PR BE, YONIRMILRTE R R 1E NGk
HHF DI AR IREGRAE B AR KRR 3 AAT SR R IR 2 TR Bl AR, SR RAL A4
XS ARTE AR S TR R Se A IR AN REIR B, JFH,  “IATASROLmIE, BRI
BRLRMPUEFI fTd TRARERE, HXMALIREER. (REEARAEEERT)”
([4], p. 66). L2 L O B MR O BURL, B IXA BB AE Q20K B (R fh 2 Sh )18
BRI EGA THT, MRAMEERIE . PP TT 3 IBA V2 808 A ISR T 15tk
WRiR BORL b 2, BhaE R A A I8 I B8 S 3R TS SRR DS P B, (HRAR SR RE ) thikik
A A FI 8 R T R R
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FERZ Ry BOESE T, Ja PR E CRAE M2 5 IR 2 K7 BUi o 5 2 3L IR A A R “ iR
(Differend)iias, BURHRZE X > BN FIGE LS R B L BUASFYERE, I TT 48 17 AR T
WREE YR FE R LA 428 A AR

32. ®iR

“FRIRT XM AR B DO R R AR, AR b TR T B O R e vk
PRI, TR R IRAGE i, X B RRZ R B, —F AR R AL 73 U5 A AE S [ 15 5%
MG 0L A, (ESR RIS B A VGRIBZE R N R JZ R B — AR AR TE, i A 2 AU B AR
PIRYET HIR 2 Ry BEEINERZ],  “ A RAR T YRR, ERAEED)FH KM IRORE, HTAF
FEXT VXS H00E F AT AR e, X B T M REIEF AL k. — TS EIEIFAEWRE 51—
TiIA G L XIS — BRI br e, B AR B S IR —— i R — kit B ], Ha(ED)
B3 B E AT 8 — 77 (R X7 A ANIZ — R, B R EE)” ([5],0.3). “AHHEIE
B RAREIRSABEE], AERXFARES T, FEFEARTU R LREAORERIL, SRR ([5], p. 36). fitH
WL, NIRER RS VR4, “AESIRT, FRERARTY (R BUROEA R, IR
TARESLEIPTANZ R FERL” ([5], p. 37). RXFhER 4B 1 B AA VIR LERL, TRmREIMEEL.
BUA S SLEUE . UARIAEORE , R TIR R RO BRI AE SR, LR SE G A A8 DA S IR 2=
Uy BIARIR, DRI R AR R IR 28 0y P AEAR R, AEBEIRIZ R, SRR R BRI R R -,
H S IEARIEIF AR TN R, TAE T ASGE 5 BA AT BN, BURAKRIA S IR R, £t
PESAFIE A

4. RIRME THRBXR 7
4.1. IBALF R (Phrase Regime)FiEiEZE A (Genre of Discourse)

FE CRRD) o, FIBEEBCA EEAE (JaDUUIRAS) AR A0S &5 st s, R AREAARE T
FOTE 5 ek, TEXHECLAI AT, 3R TR RO S —— B A A R AR R, IS b 1 AR A
W, IR RR I TR R TT . MBALR R EI ARG, HERR: ErRIEIR
B RIS S U, SR E bR, RISZiRE EfEd, BRUAHERI A AR, RIS ([5], p. 38).
AR FURIR T kil 5 B Biih s, R ERSRXIAERK S SEA. XEWE, raiEsm
LA GATEIAG, BRIbZAh, “AEEEAFRREAR R B, k. R BUR. FisE. R, @
S£7 ([5], p. 5) ANFEALIA R Z A7 L S RVERIAN TR, & TOARIAIE ALK R T BB A2 AN AT RS
BB a4 I B AR RRE LA R, “AFAEEIER TEF T 7 ([5], p.5). BRI —#k b5 BN AR AT
RERE RO b5 7 & 0 T8 T A B AL (4 2 R RTE AL 2 18] O BERZ J5 NN, 1030 XU B ot
ME AL SR AL T RERUN, BIOY TIA R B H A& 1T E AR ([5], p. 5), AT T SRR, A
AT LB X 3 TR A A ZR BOR BB LU AN 5 KRR (B B AR SC ([5], p. 306)Ab T ANRITE AR ALK
AR HARRRBA EAEAA NN, B IFAFAEE RITE S, B AT AP Ak (1515 288 2 6]
WRATIEA N, WA FTEE SRR OB, 1B EEFE, HEATRALE T A FEERRT
WITEALREATBERER, SRRt Bl IEMZERAARIIE PTG, 2PN VA AR TR AT B S U IR A I
B NIBARS T R A7 BAE” [6].

42. RIAGRERSE

& AR #3751 3 A FTDE 36 500 %0 9 A o] J8 29 M) (“Epistemic Circularity and Epistemic
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Incommensurability”) # BT 24 1% B2 5 A7 )45 F-(“Cain and Abel, let’s imagine, are having coffee and arguing
about the age of the Earth” [7]), FRATAT LLBE 4F M B Al S IR 59K 2 IR 3 B SGIG, I HLREAF IR 2 045 B B
AN VRIS ZE BE MBS SR o AT ] = A SG T BRAE R 1 410 2R T B DA U o] b BR A8 3 — 2SI ) i 1),
{E R IX P 2 B B RIS Y B —— B AT I AR5 S AR A (4 FE R UIEHE B % SR8 SEH BRIV 4 16%) o
W ol 5 32 B i 15 ) ECEE (IR 5 90 T DA R SR b ER IO AEUL), 2430 R B0 P 4 B ik, it ol A i o
(TS, TR TE AR T AR 8, & o0 TN AR W R E IR Ay . [RIR 7E S R A
2, AT LAE B =3 Z B IR Z IR Ay SR )RR 4R, B S AR R A Sl i — A i) 8l ——th
BRAEES, H2 T TEESR RN, [EARE B ALAEAS [F] BB SR A DUAS R ) 77 SRR A . RS
X —HAE 3 & H G IR R B R R SOR TR, Z BRI B b ER R WE BAZ A R 2248, WARA B Wit
BRAEWS NAZAAT 5 I3 S S R RN E S A GNE A S A, A AR IR T AL B S T (R UK S o
MTE AL AT HERE, A = RN, BN W] DT & 2 i0RUs, iRt 2 I, T IR Ut
RN R B BURAEEE IR Z R B, BN “IEER A goE TIBA st H i ([5], p.
195), Ml H AR R A NAENE, &1 H IR & B AR I RAE, IR 512 50
HBRAERE A SRR N 1) 8, B n] RIS 5 R0 DT A 3k B TR = B B, AR R E E O
AT RN E I A 2 2 (], IF B R ab T s, AT S B 6 23 800 2 31 ) U E 2 4l
AN AT, FLRE R A e B R R BMCHE . BURSE. fFik, FRATAT DUE R B 1 70 5 ML
FNYERE S R B BE . BUAYERE IR E IR BRI S
4.3. RER S BHRRR

ANTR] T3 B A AN oA B K i IR T 58, P BRI S R 7 S A ORI S AR 3 SURHE,  ROR T
AR IE S, SRR A v i 757 28T — 7 BRI, P K R
P, B LA B iR —— i X R — IR B Rl ()05 2 AT i) —J7 (W R307 #A
AR —brHERIIE, P AT REAR 52 RI05 )7 ([5], p. 3). WIEARIUAL LIRS SORMERIRZ RSB, WTRE
SRR FrAIRZ IR B BE TR IR TT 2, b a1k 2 EMm, Rz
SRR, XM AACRR Z R 7 B ORI AR BT AR Tl R e = — AN R R A A
—ANTCHIR AL B A ORIR D b e AR R 0], ZETCRE IR IX 3 2 [AIAEAEAE T AR AR D\ R0 4E B IR
By B—— W R . T IX A BRI E B R, B R R E RN, MR R
WEAE LRI AT, XTI EAAELE R & AR UEFE X BLR A2, B S e B e A
KL A JIN), AREARX BRI AE A . Wi TR, B RA TN, MR ARE
AT E LT, RUEEAREUE Y] b AR WA REIE ) AR RS OL T, oM 10
RS ATLVEH, Z#FHXTRXA B X — R 2 S A I AR 50 E TSR R o 8, T2 i
FEET LB BB R, BUASEAIE, 0 HX M R AT A B, eI E o E
—Ji S ——— D7 OB B M ECE — 7 Oa A, X FARD B RHR T SRAEIX G DL R & AN T HLR
I HEMEAFERE B FEAEAE A RS, XA B EAETS IR AT CAORSRE S B (S, PR 9 fE Ml Bk
LS G50 I AN REAL 7 58 AT AEE BOUEE 1 B Mk DA R DA B R R 7 Sk b ok — 38 Z IR RO UR 2
G B. X I BE B IE HE 01 7 B 4 07 Elh 15 R R WAE IR B IRy B, 3 R EERIBHIR A RIS
RIRVERIA K, DA RIRZ K9 .

“DIONAFAEAG IS (], ANATREBCAIEA KA, WIMEDTER, W2 — MG, B, B sEmiEA” ([5],
p.6). UL, THERMAF LRI, HoTREr4lE =08 TEIRM, 1E b (B 1 B35 R A 25
AEE . TR, R BRI AR JOR S R BRI R, (RN X — R K SR R R
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WA, [RONBEEI RGO, 754K 5 £ B A By sl & B R, SOl 2 B R A A R A 155
RIEI A TG Tk R, 0K X A e 2 R o el S R A S B . Het, B EUE R 2 1A
(38 2 VR 4 B S 2 7 39 1 346 V8 28 T 45 38 AU SR 7 2 5 78 SR U .

5. &5

M B (R AR B0 BRSO VR JZ R 0 80, R T MR TN TRIB e FE Bt R He
JER) TR BURSESCERYERE, I W] 1A AR S ok B AP AR I IR R, ORI T E AN <
W RIS, BVRE)E TN, MBS BT ACER I Ja BIAR 3 SOR R U7 58 V2 g pie 24 i it Sl
FIRAL A SCEE TR AR — N A B

SE
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