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Gandirea critica — garant al

democratiei autentice

Petre Bieltz

Géndirea critici este un domeniu
interdisciplinar ndscut pe fondul studiului
sistematic al rafiondrii (argumentirii). La
nagterea acestui domeniu interdiscipli-nar au
contribuit cu rezultate teoretice §i practice o
multitudine de preocupdri asa cum ar fi
filosofia, psihologia rafiondrii, sociologia,
retorica, logica si chiar cer-cetdirile din
domeniul specializat al inteligentei artificiale.
Printre principalele motive care au condus la
aparitia i dezvoltarea investigatiilor de
gindire critici s-au numirat incd dintru
inceput o anume insatisfactie si o retinere
legate de re-levanta rezultatelor obtinute
separat de cercetdrile citate pentru ceea ce
este de fapt rationarea umana, indiferent dacé
aceasta este specifici oamenilor lipsifi de
competente avansate sau este proprie
savantilor care dezvoltd explicafii sofisti-cate,
elaboreazi ipoteze complexe gi cautd
justificri teoretice sau experimentale pentru
acestea. Desigur, dintre principalele temeiuri
implicate in nasterea s§i am-plificarea
preocupéirilor de gindire critici nu putem
neglija nici cerintele impuse logicii — ca
principald cercetare asupra rafiondrii — de
dificultatile teoretice sau practice cu care s-au
confruntat dezvoltarea economici si politicd a
societdtii actuale, asa cum ar fi decizia
juridicd sau economic#, cea manageriald din
ori-care domeniu, iar in ultimul rind
incercérile de initiere si de consolidare a unei
organiziri sociale fundamentatdi pe o
democratie autentici. S& ne reamintim aici
spusele celui de al treilea pregedinte din
istoria Statelor Unite al Americii: , Intr-o
natiune republicand, ai cérei cetdteni urmeazi
a fi guvernafi cu ajutorul ratiunii si al

Critical thought — guarantor of

authentic democratic

Petre Bieltz
Critical thought is an
interdisciplinary field borm on the

systematic study background of reason
(argumentation). - To the birth of this
interdisciplinary field, with theoretical and
practical results have contributed many
concerns like philosophy, the psychology
of reason, sociology, oratory, logics and
even the researches in the specialized field
of artificial intelligence. Among the main
reasons that have lead to the appearance
and development of critical thought
investigations there are from the beginning
a kind of dissatisfaction and refrain
connected to the relevance of the results
separately obtained by the aforementioned
researches for what it actually is human
reason, no matter whether is it specific to
people without advanced abilities or proper
to scholars with sophisticated
explanations, complex hypotheses and
theoretical or experimental justifications
for them. Of course, among the main
reasons involved in creating and
amplifying the critical .thought concerns,
we cannot neglect the requirements
imposed to logics — as the main request
upon reason — the theoretical or practical
difficulties of the economic and political
development of the current society, like
juridical or economical decision, the
managerial decision or in any other field,
and last the trials to initiate and develop a
social organization grounded on an
authentic democracy. Let’s remember the
words of the third president in the history
of the United States of America: “In a
republican nation, whose citizens will be
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convingerii §i nu cu ajutorul forfei, spunea
Thomas Jefferson, arta de a ra-tiona devine
de prima importantd”.

Géndirea criticd, spun specialigtii, 1si
afld inceputurile in Grecia antici, mai exact,
in demersurile teoretice si practice datorate
lui Socrate, dar, agsa cum am si sugerat deja,
interesul actual pentru gindirea critici a fost
determinat si continui si fie determinat de o
multitudine de factori, multi dintre acestia

find pusi in evidenti de dezoltarea
contemporand a civilizatiei si a societatii
omenesti.

Mai intdi, studiile clasice asupra

rationdirii ganditd ca instrument de sustine-re
si promovare de idei sau opinii sub forma
unor concluzii ferme ce si-ar afla temeiul
(justificarea) in alte idei cdrora le-ar reveni
rolul de premise s-au dove-dit, in urma. felului
in care ele au evoluat, inadecvate felului in
care oameni cu diferite mniveluri de
competentd — oameni obisnuiti sau savanti
reputati — ajung si gindeasca si s rationeze,
si-si promoveze ideile sau opiniile. Mai
exact, studiile clasice dedicate rafionrii,
derulate mai ales de citre logicieni, s-au
probat a fi relevante in special pentru
rafionarea matematicd sau pentru speculatia
filoso-ficd, dar nerelevante pentru felul in
care rationeazii oamenii simpli i chiar spe-
cialigtii Tn viata §i in preocuparile lor
cotidiene. In rationarea matematics, predo-
minant deductiva, intereseazi exclusiv relatia
de consecintd, adicd legitura din-tre
premisele si concluzia unui rationament sau
ale unei demonstratii, faptul ci premisele
impun cu necesitate formald o anumiti
concluzie §i nu sunt deloc lua-te In
considerare continuturile propozitiilor ce
participd la demonstratia sau rationamentul in
cauzd, astfel incit adevirul premiselor pe
care se bazeazi demonstratia este pur
ipotetic. Teorema lui Pitagora — spunea G.
Frege, fondator al logicii matematice — este
aceeagi pentru tofi oamenii, indiferent de
competentd lor, de limba pe care o vorbesc,
de epoca in care triiesc. O astfel de rationare

governed with the help of reason and
persuasion and not with the help of force,
said Thomas Jefferson, the art of reasons
becomes of first significance”.

Critical thought, say experts, began
in Ancient Greece, more specifically in the
theoretical and practical steps owed to
Socrates, but as we have already
suggested, the current interest fro critical
thought was determined and continues to
be determined by many factors, many of
them being revealed by the contemporary
development of the human civilization and
society. ‘

First, classical studies of reason as a
support and promotion instrument for ideas
and opinions under the form of clear
conclusions with the ground (justification)
in other ideas with the role of premises
have proven, due to their evolution way,
inadequate for the way in which people
with different levels of competence -
common people or well-known scholar —
think and reason, promote their ideas or
opinions. More specifically, classical
studies dedicated to reason, made
especially by logicians, have turned out to
be relevant especially for mathematic
reason or philosophical speculation, but
irrelevant for the way in which common
simple and experts reason in their life and
usual activities. In the case of mathematic
reason, which is mainly deductive, we are
interested exclusively by the consequence
relation, meaning the connection between
the premises and conclusion of a reason or
a demonstration, the fact that premises
necessarily require a certain conclusion
and we do not take into consideration the
contents of sentences within the
demonstration or the reason, so that the
premises truth on which the demonstration
is based is purely hypothetical.
Pythagoras’ theorem - said G. Frege,
founder of mathematic logics — is the same
for all the people, no matter their
competence, the language they speak, the
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este monotonici: daci pornim de la premisele
date, concluzia rezulti cu necesi-tate si nimic
nu o poate infirma sau rasturna. Dacd la
premisele initiale adiugim informatii noi,
vom obtine, tot cu necesitate, incd o
concluzie, dar acest aspect nu schimbia cu
nimic nici rationamentul §i nici concluzia
inifiale. Mai exact, si considerim o operatie
aritmeticd elementard: din premisa ,,2+3”
rezultd cu nece-sitate concluzia ,,5”; acum,
dacd la premisa initiald ad#ugim o noud
informatie, de pildi, cea redati de numérul 4,
vom obtine o incd o concluzie, respectiv, ,,97,
dar din ,,2+3” rezulti tot ,,5”.

Cu totul altfel stau lucrurile in cazul
rafioniirii nematematice, indiferent daci, asa
cum precizat, rationatorul este un om obignuit
lipsit de competente lo-gice sau un savant cu
inaltd specializare. Astfel, chiar in situatia in
care el nu este dominat §i nici mécar
influentat hotirdtor de triiri pur subiective
sau de in-terese meschine, mai ales omul
obignuit pune un accent prioritar §i chiar
absolut pe continutul ideilor cu care opereazi
sau vine in contact §i nu pe formele si
exigentele formale ale ragiondrii. S3 luim
drept exemplu un experiment propus in 1966
de celebrul psiholog cognitivist Peter Wason.
Fie patru cartonage care sunt inscripfionate pe
ambele fatete, pe una din ele cu litere si pe
cealalti cu nu-mere intregi, dar care sunt
prezentate diferit, mai exact, primele doud
apar cu fafeta pe care sunt inscriptionate litere
iar ultimele doud cu fateta pe care sunt
inscrise cifre, adicd cele patru cartonase sunt
dispuse dupi cum urmeaza:

age they live in. Such a reason is
monotonic: is we start from the given
premises, the conclusion necessarily result
and nothing can deny or turn it. If to the
initial premises, we add another one, we
will necessarily obtain another conclusion,
but this does not change the initial reason
or conclusion. More specifically, let’s
consider an  elementary  arithmetic
operation: from the “2+3” premises “5”
conclusion necessarily results; now, if we
add a new information to the initial
premises, foe example the one given by
number 4, we will get a new conclusion,
respectively “9”, but ,,2+3” results into ,,5”
also.

Things are different in the case of
non-mathematic reason, no matter if, as
stated before, the thinker is a common man
without logical abilities or a high
specialized scholar. Therefore even if he is
not dominated or at least influenced by
purely subjective feelings or mean
interests, especially the common man puts

_the accent and even on the content of ideas

he operates with or comes into contact
with and not on the forms or formal
requirements of reason. Let’s consider for
example, an experiment proposed in 1966
by the famous cognitivist psychologist
Peter Wason. Let’s consider four small
cards written on both sides, with letters on
one side and number on the other, but
differently presented, more exactly, the
first two with the side with letter and the
last two with the side with numbers,
meaning the four small cards are aligned as
follows:

E C

Experimentul ne cere si verificim dacd in
cazul acestor cartonage a fost sau nu respectati
regula conform céreia dacd pe fageta vizibili a

The experiment requires us to check
whether in the case of these small cards
the rule according to which if the visible
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cartonasului apare o vocald, atunci pe
cealaltd fatetd a aceluiasi cartonas este
inscriptionat un nu-mdr impar. Pentru a
verifica aceastd reguld, subiectul are voie si

intoarcd doar doud din cele patru
cartonage. Trebuie spus ¢d un numdr
impresionant  dintre  su-biecti, in fond

majoritatea covérgitoare a acestora, au oferit
rezolviéri gresite ale sarcinii mentionate.

In schimb rezultatul este mai bun, daci
experimentul este repetat cu exact aceiasi
subiecti cdrora li se prezinti tot patru cartonage,
dar altfel inscriptionate. De aceastd datd, cele
patru catonagele corespund unor consumatori
agezati la aceeasi masi dintr-un restaurant. In
plus, fiecare dintre cartonase este acum alt-fel
inscriptionat, respectiv, pe una din fafetele sale
se afld numele biuturii consu-mate, iar pe

cealalta fatetd a sa se afld varsta
consumatorului. In sfirsit, de acea-sti
catonagele sunt dispuse In urmitoarea
succesiune:

Rom| |Cola| | 23 14

ani ani

iar In aceastd noud situatie se cere aceloragi
subiecti s rezolve exact aceeasi sar-cini,
adicd sd verifice respectarea unei reguli
conform c#reia consumul  bduturi-lor
alcoolice este interzis minorilor. Mai mult,
pentru gdsirea solutiei subiectii trebuie si
procedeze la fel ca in primul caz: ei au voie si
intoarcd doud si numai doud din cartonagele
date. De aceastd dati, procentul cel mai mare
a revenit su-biectilor care au descoperit solutia
corecta.

Diferenta de performanti dintre
situatiile de decizie (alegere) analizate tre-
buie sd dispund de o explicatie ce tine de
aptitudinile decidentilor. Specialigtii par a fi
de acord cu explicatia ci rezultatele net mai
slabe din prima situatie in care maxim 25%

side of the small cars appears a vowel,
then on the other side of the same small
card there is an odd number appears is
valid. In order to check this rule, the
subject is allowed to turn only two of the
four small cards. We have to mention that
a significant number of the subjects, most
of them have given wrong results for the
task.

In turn, the result is better, if the
experiment is repeated with exactly the
same subjects, who are presented four
small cards written differently. This time,
the four small cards correspond to some
consumers placed at the same table in a
restaurant. More than that, each of the
small cards is written differently, on one
side there is the name of the drink, and on
the other side the age of the consumer.
Finally these small cards are aligned as
follows:

Cola 25

years

14
years

Rum

And in this new situation, the same subjects
are required to solve the same task, meaning
to check whether the same rule is complied
with, meaning drinking alcohol is
forbidden to underage children. More
than that, in. order to find a solution,
moreover, in order to find the solution, the
subjects have to proceed like in the first
case: they are allowed to turn two of the
small cards. This time, the high percentage
is of the subjects that have discovered the
correct solution,

The difference of performance
between the decision situations (choice)

bhave to have an explanation related to the

decision makers aptitudes. Experts seem to
agree with the explanation that the net
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dintre subiecti au ales solutia corectd par a fi
legate de faptul ci in aceastd primd situatie
rationatorii sunt obligati si aleagd operédnd
exclusiv cu abstractii dificil de manipulat, in
timp ce in cea de a doua situatie prezentatd
ime-diat mai sus, in care peste 80% dintre
respondenti au ales corect, ei au operat
prioritar cu informatii intuitive accesibile pe
baza experientelor cotidiene proprii lor
(vérste, bauturi alcoolice sau nealcoolice).
Intr-adevir procentul redus de so-lutii corecte
din prima situatie pare si fie efectul faptului
cd rafionatorii trebuie si lucreze cu litere
despre care li se spune. ca pot fi vocale sau
consoane si cu nume-re naturale despre care li
se spune cd pot fi pare sau impare. Astfel
gandite, lite-rele si numerele naturale nu sunt
decat simboluri, adici entitdfi abstracte fara
legdturd cu aspecte pur intuitive. Ca atare, in
prima situatie decidentul este obli-gat si
aleagd, adicd sd rationeze, si caute un temei
pentru alegerea sa doar cu aju-torul unor
reguli si scheme de rationare mai greu de
accesat.

Pentru a clarifica cele de aici, sa ludm in
considerare un exemplu simplu. Este
intrutotul firesc a spune ,,Pe Pimént existd 5
continente locuite” — concret Europa, Asia,
America, Africa si Australia — in calitatea
acestora de continente, adicd, de teritorii
geografice individuale. Numérul natural ,,5”
confinut in acest enunt nu introduce o
proprietate de teritoriu geografic
individualizabil, ci o pro-prietate de continent
locuit, care este, la rAndul s#u, o proprietate de
teritoriu  geo-grafic  individual. Aceasta
fnseamnd c#, gindit ca proprietate, numérul
natural 5 este in fond o abstractie neintuitiva,
in sensul ci el reprezintd o proprietate a unei
proprietati de individ, respectiv, a celei de a fi
continent locuit, unde continent locuit este
proprietate de individ, de intindere geograficé
individuala; putem spune fird teama de a gresi
cd existi 5 continente locuite, putem oferi
exemple de astfel de continente, dar ar fi de-a
dreptul absurd si susginem ci Europa sau
Asia, luate separat, au fiecare in parte

weaker results in the first case where
maximum 25% of the subjects have chosen
the correct solution, seem to be related to
the fact that in this first case thinkers do not
have to choose by exclusively operating
with difficult to manipulate abstracts, while
in the second case, where over 80% of the
respondents chose correctly, they mainly
operated with intuitive accessible operations
based on their personal usual experiences.
(ages, alcoholic or non-alcoholic drinks).
Indeed the low percentage of correct
solution in the first case seems to be the
effect of the fact that thinkers have to work
with letters of which they are said to be
vowels or consonants and natural numbers
that can be odd or even. Thought like that,
letter and natural numbers are only symbols,
meaning abstract entities without any
connection with purely intuitive aspects.
Therefore, in the first case, the decision
maker has to make a choice, reason, look
for a ground for his choice only with the
help of rules and reason schemes whlch are
more difficult to access.

In order to make these clear, let’s
consider a simple example. It is natural to
say “There are 5 inhabited continents on the
Earth” — Europe, Asia, America, Africa and
Australia, respectively — as continents,
meaning geographic individual territories.
The natural number “5” from this sentence
does not introduce an individualisable
geographic territory, but on an inhabited
continent property, which, in its turn, is an
individual - geographic territory property.
This means that, considered as a property,
natural number 5 is actually a non-intuitive
abstraction, meaning a property of
individual, respectively of that of being an
inhabited continent, where the inhabited
continent is a property of individual; we can
say without mistake that there are 5
inhabited continents, we can offer examples
for such continents, but it would be absurd
to claim that Europe or Asia, taken
separately, have the property of being 5.
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proprietatea de a fi 5.

-Oare incapacitatea multor oameni de a
opera cu abstractii §i tendinta lor de a se limita
la decizii bazate pe exemple intuitive, pe
informatii direct accesibile ce provin din
experienta cotidiani sau ,,din auzite” ne obligi
sd renuntim la definitia anticd conform cireia
omul este fiin{i rationala? Altfel spus, cei care
se bazeazi doar pe informafii intuitive, pe
“datul experientei”, oare nu rationeazi deloc
cénd iau decizii, cAnd aleg s adopte o anume
atitudine, oare nu apeleazi sub nici un aspect
si la nici un fel de structuri logice? Pentru a
clarifica §i acest aspect, si considerim
urmétorul tabel de enunturi, care sunt perfect
firesti §i usor inteligi-bile:

Is the inability of many people of
operating = with abstractions and their
tendency to stop to intuitive examples, on
directly accessible information coming from
common experience or from sayings, that
obliges us to give up to the ancient
definition according to which man is a
rational being? To put it in other words,
those who base only on intuitive
information, on experience, do not reason at
all when making decisions, when choosing a
certain attitude, don’t they call any kind of
logical structures? In order to make this
aspect clearer, let’s consider the following
table of sentences, that are perfectly natural
and easily intelligible:

Limba / Enunfuri afirmative / Affirmative Enunturi negative / Negative
Language sentences sentences
Orice expertiment stiinific presupune | Unii licentiati in economie nu
Roménd/ |} observatia lucreaza in contabilitate
Romanian
, Plusieurs désordre psychologique ne
Francezi/ | Beaucoup de gens vivent dans le sont pas appropié au assistance
French secteur urbain medical
Kognitive Verhaltenpsiholo- Die Selbstbeobachtung ist nicht
Germand / | gie ist neue Niederlassung von moderne Methode innen
German Psychoterapy psychologische Untersuchungen
All psychological disorders involve
Englezd/ | certain cognitive behavioural processes No animal dreams
English
Gli psicologi sono molto im-portanti in| La gente che soffre dalla depressione
Italiand / | admministrazione dei servizi umani non dovrebbe evitare presenza
Ttalian psicologico
La psicologia estd de gran in-terés para ] La sicoandlisis no fueron
Spaniold/ | los muchos de gente fundades des cerca psicolégos
Spanish
A ansiedade é un afei¢8o psicologico | A maioria de criaturas de mar nfo sio
Portughezi / mamifero
Portuguese
Alle mensen houden van gokken Sommige psychologische wanvorde is}
Olandezi / niet permanent
Dutch

Indiferent de adevirul sau falsitatea lor,
cele 16 enunturi inscrise in acest ta-bel diferi sentences

No matter their truth or falsity, the 16

written in this table are
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substantial sub cel putin trei aspecte:
(1) Sunt exprimate in opt limbi nationale
diferite (doar enunfurile aflate pe acelasi

rind sunt redate In aceiasi limbid
national3);

(2) Ca structurda gramaticald aceste
enunturi sunt  diferite, structura
gramatica-li a fiecArui enunt fiind

specifici limbii nationale In care este
formulat;

(3) Desi in majoritatea lor exprimd
informatii cu continut psihologic, in tabel
nu existd nici micar doud enunfuri care
sd redea exact aceiasi informatie (care se
referi la acelagi aspect).

Cu toate acestea, 8 dintre enunfurile
aflate in tabel (cele aflate in coloana din stinga)
sunt de forma A este B, iar celelalte 8 (cele
aflate in coloana din dreapta) sunt de forma 4
nu este B. Iatd ¢l degi aparent este vorba de 16
enunfuri care in-tuitiv diferd substanfial intre
ele, aceste 16 enunturi sunt construite, produse,
gan-dite etc. pe fondul a numai doud structuri
logice, ceea ce inseamni cd indiferent de limba
pe care o folosim s§i de géndurile pe care le
intretinem sau le promovim, nu pot fi evitate
structurile logice necesare pentru a clidi pe
suportul lor ideile (opiniile, pérerile ete.) care
se nasc in mintea noastri sau pe care le
transmitem interlocutorilor nogtri.

O analizi sumard a rezultatelor
experimentului ,,cartonagelor” si a celor ce reies
din discutia despre ,tabelul multilingvistic” ne
conduce la ideea cd oamenii angajati In
rationare, in promovarea propriilor opinii sau in
respingerea celor propuse de altii, desi opereaza
prioritar cu continuturi folosesc totusi, congtient
sau nu, structuri logice care par a fi inerente
fiintei umane, indiferent de felul in care au
ajuns si le defind. Tocmai prioritatea dati
continuturilor informationale pentru a ajunge la
alegerea de solutii, pentru a-si justifica propriile
idei, pentru a accepta sau respinge concluzii
avansate de altii dovedeste ¢i in mod normal
oamenii rafioneazd non-monotonic. Acest tip
de rationare nu inseamnd deloc ci rationatorul

substantially different in at least three
aspects:

(4) They are expressed in eight
national languages (only the sentences
from the same row are in the same
national language);

(5) As a grammar structure these
sentences are different, their grammar
structure is specific to their national

language; |
(6) Although they mostly express
information  with  psychological

content, the table does not include
even two sentences with the same
information (referring to the same
aspect).

Still, 8 of the sentences from the table
(the ones from the left column) are of the
form A is B and the other 8 (the ones from
the right column) are of the form 4 is not B.
Therefore, although apparently
substantially different the 16 sentences,
they are created, produced, thought based
on only two logical structures, which means
that no matter the language we use and the
thoughts we maintain and promote,
necessary logical structures cannot be
avoided for creating ideas on their support
(opinions) created in our minds or
transmitted t0 our interlocutors.

A brief analysis of the “small cards:
experiments results and of the ones
resulting from the discussion about the
“multilingual table” leads us to the idea that
people engaged in reasoning, in promoting
their own opinions or in rejecting the ones
proposed by others, although mainly
operate with contents, still use consciously
or not, with logical structures that are
inherent to human being, no matter the way
they entered their possession. The priority
given to the informational contents for
reaching to solutions, for justifying their
own ideas, for accepting or rejecting
conclusions created by others proves that
normally people reason non-monotonically.
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~ savant sau om obisnuit — nu foloseste sub nici
un aspect rafiona-mente evaluate de logicieni
ca fiind valide, adica din cele prin care este
imposibil ca din premise adeviirate si obfinem
concluzii false. Ceea ce este specific rafio-nirii
non-monotonice este insi faptul ca obtinerea de
informatii noi — care i-au fost disponibile
rafionatorului abia dupd ce el a avansat
argumentul — 1 poate de-termina pe acesta si
renunte la concluzia initiald, sd o respingi sau
chiar si o in-locuiasci cu o alta. De pilds, se
stie despre cdini cd percep ultrasunetele si
intru-cdt Grivei este cdine, printr-un
rafionament deductiv valid (silogism valid de
figura I) din aceste premise se obtine concluzia
conform c#reia Grivei percepe ultrasunetele;
dacd insi persoana care a produs acest
rationament afli ulterior ¢ Grivei este surd din
nagtere, ea va renunfa automat la concluzia
initiald.

Géndirea critici acoperd §i acest fel de
rationare pentru ci aceastdi disciplini care vede
in structurile §i exigenfele rationirii promovate
de logica traditionald doar un criteriu, un punct
de plecare in evaluarea sustinerilor diferitelor
persoane, corespunde mult mai bine felului n
care gindesc §i rationeazd oamenii, cirora le
recomandd si nu accepte diferite pireri sau
opinii dect dupi ce le-au examinat atent pentru
vedea care este temeiul lor, daci acest temei
justificd realmente opi-nia avansati pe baza lui
si care ar fi' consecinfele ce decurg din
acceptarea lor.

Prin urmare, gindirea critici este
preocupati si de deosebirea dintre rationa-rea
monotonicd §i cea non-monotonici, de analiza
si evaluarea procedurilor in-spirate de logics,
de felul §i mésura in care acestea sunt implicate
in constructia, formularea §i promovarea
opiniilor §i parerilor proprii, dar nu neglijeazi

nici eva-luarea iIndemnurilor, opiniilor,
atitudinilor inspirate sau promovate de alfii.
Astfel inteleasd, géandirea critici se

concentreazii cu deosebire asupra diferitelor
tipuri de probe si dovezi folosite sau invocate
cu scopul de a sustine sau promova ase-menea
opinii i pdreri, pentru géindirea critici fiind

This type of reason does not mean that the
thinker — scholar. or common man — does
not use reasons assessed by logicians as
valid, meaning of which it is impossible
that from real premises we obtain false
conclusions. What is specific to non-
monotonic reason is the fact that getting
new information — that have been available
to the thinker after advancing the argument
— may cause him to give up the initial
conclusion, reject it or even replace it with
another. For example, it is known about
dogs that they perceive ultrasounds and
because Grivei is a dog, through a valid
deductive reason (valid syllogism in figure
I) this premises cause the conclusion
according to which Grivei perceives
ultrasounds; but if the person producing
this reason later finds out that Grivei is deaf
Jrom birth, it will automatically give up the
initial conclusion.

Critical thought covers this type of
reason because this subject that sees only
one criterion in the structures and
exigencies promoted by traditional logics, a
starting point in assessing the claims of
other persons, it better cotresponds to the
way in which people think and react, to
whom they recommend not to accept
different opinions before examining them
carefully to see their ground, whether this
ground really justifies the opinion created
based on it, and which are the consequences
coming from their acceptance.

Consequently, critical thought is
concerned with the difference between
monotonic and non-monotonic reason, by
analyzing and assessing procedures inspired
by logics, the way and the extent in which
they are involved in building, formulating
and promoting opinions, but they do not
neglect the assessment of impulses,
opinions, attitudes inspired or promoted by
others. Understood like this, critical thought
focuses mainly upon different types of
evidence and proofs used or claimed for
supporting and promoting such opinions, no
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oarecum indiferent daci pen-tru susfinerea sau
promovarea lor rationatorul a recurs la
rationamente deductive sau inductive.

Mai exact, indiferent daca este vorba de
noi ingine sau de altcineva, a lua pozitie intr-o
problema inseamnd de fapt a afirma gi a
pretinde ceva. A gindi cri-tic inseamni a
supune unei evaludri atente, fird patimi, nu
doar rationamentele sau explicatiile in cauzi, ci
si temeiurile care au stat la baza acestora,
respectiv, ideile despre care se sustine ci le
Intemeiaz, le justificd, le oferd un suport de o
anume tirie. In acelasi timp, a gindi critic
inseamnd a proceda calm, rezonabil, a nu ne
lasa influentati de nici un fel de factori externi,
pentru c, atunci cind ac-ceptim sau respingem
0 idee, 0 opinie sau o pérere este important, pe
de o parte, si ne bazam doar pe cunostinte, pe
informatii relevante referitoare la temeiurile
invocate in sustinerea si promovarea lor i la
valoarea si forta acestora. Pe de alti parte,
trebuie sd evaluim cat mai serios consecintele
pe care le-ar avea adoptarea sau respingerea
acestor opinii sau pareri.

Pe acest fond, gindirea criticd urméreste

matter if the thinker has used deductive or
inductive reasons.

More specifically, no matter if we talk
about ourselves or anyone else, to take a
stand in an issue means saying and claiming
something. Thinking critically means
carefully assessing not just the reasons or
explanations but also the grounds that were
at their basis, the ideas about they claim to
ground, justify, offers support, respectively.
At the same tome, thinking critically means
acting calmly, reasonably, not letting
ourselves influenced by no kind of exterior
factors, because when we accept or reject
an idea or an opinion, it is important, on
one hand to support ourselves not just on
knowledge, relevant information regarding
the grounds claimed in supporting and
promoting them but also to their value and
force. On the other hand, we have to
seriously evaluate the consequences that the
adoption or rejection of such opinions could
have.

On this background, critical thought
seeks to establish what is and what is not

s& stabileascd ce este gi ce nu este justificat si justified to believe, opening at the same the

credem, ea deschizandu-ne totodati perspectiva
spre alte puncte de vedere, spre tolerantii fafd
de pdrerile si ideile opuse, citre o evaluare
corectd a acestora, lipsita de pértinire i de orice
formd de subiectivism. Asa cum subili-niaza
specialigti de seamd In domeniu, a nu gindi
critic inseamni de fapt a nu fi liber, deoarece n
acest caz ai adoptat — tacit sau nu — opiniile sau
pérerile altora, care au ajuns acum s te domine
si si determine propria ta viata. in schimb, daca
ai selectat §i ai retinut doar acele opinii si pareri
pe care le-ai examinat critic i ai reusit si
stabilesti cd se sprijind pe o bund ratiune, ci
sunt rezonabile, inseamnid cid ai dobindit
dreptul de a le sustine si de a le promova. S-a
dovedit ci intr-o asemenea situatie gindirea
critici nu-fi blocheazd creativitatea, ci
dimpotriva, o potenfeaza gi ifi asigurd libertatea
de a actiona prudent §i rational. Deprinderea
aptitudinilor de géndire criticd ne permite si nu
confundim libertatea cu arbitra-riul i ne

perspective towards other points of view,
towards a tolerance for the opposed
opinions, towards a correct assessment,
without favours or any type of subjectivity.
As underlined by experts in the field, not
thinking critically means not being free,
because in this case you have adopted other
people’s opinions, that have come to
dominate you and determine your entire
life. In return, if you have selected only
those opinions that you have critically
examined and you have managed to
establish that they are based on a good
reason, that they are reasonable, it means
that you have acquired the right to support
and promote them. It has been proved that
in such a case critical thought does not
block one’s creativity, but on the contrary,
it increases it and provides the freedom to
act prudently and rationally. Aptitudes
acquisition of critical thought allows us not
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conduce inevitabil la concluzia c& adevdrata no mistake the freedom with the arbitrary

libertate a unui individ se opreste in fata and inevitably leads us to the conclusion

libertatii oricdrui alt individ, iar fard o astfel de that an individual’s real freedom stops in

libertate democra-tia este doar o simpld iluzie. front of another individual’s freedom, and
without such a freedom, democracy is just
an illusion.
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