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 « a-priori , p»;
Ep –  « a-posteriori , p»  (

)  «  ( p) »; Sp –
 ( -

) -
 ( ), p»; Tp – « , p»; p – « -

, p»; – « , p»; – «
) , ». Op – « -

), p»; Gp – « -
), p».
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».  « , p». –  « -
, p». J –  « ) -

, p». , , &, , -
 « », « », « », «
) », « », . 

 ( ) –  « , p»  « -
, p».

Ap Ep  ( , )
 AX-1  AX-2, 

.
AX-1:  (K  & ( Sp & (p p) & (p  Tp) & (p  Pp) & (p

 Fp) (p  Zp) & (p p) & (p  Gp))).
AX-2: E  (  & ( Sp (p ) (p  T ) (p  P )

(p  F ) (p  Zp) (p  O ) (p  G ))).
AX-3: M Wp: , . -

.
AX-4: M Up: , . -

.
AX-5: M Sp: , . -

.
AX-6: M Vp: , . -

.
AX-7: M  Xp: .
AX-8: M  Cp: .
AX-9: M  Dp:  ( -

).
AX-10: M  Rp: .

.
DF-1: I Mp: , .
DF-2: Y Cp: , .
DF-3: L Rp: , -
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DF-4: J Xp: ,  ( ) -
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[10. . 510–511]) , , . 
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1.  (K  & & ( Sp & (p p) & (p  Tp) & (p  Pp) & (p  Fp)
(p  Zp) & (p p) & (p  Gp))):  AX-1.

2. : .
3. (K  & & ( Sp & (p p) & (p  Tp) & (p  Pp) & (p  Fp)

(p  Zp) & (p p) & (p  Gp))):  1  2, -
.

4. (p p):  3  &.
5. (p p):  4 .
6. Kp:  3  &.
7. (Kp  p): .
8. p:  6  7 modus ponens.
9. p:  5  8, .

!  1–9 -
 (Op) -

 (Ap). , -
, , 

, , . , 
 ( Op). -

 1–16, 
 1–9.

10. )  ( ):
[24. . 48].

11. (p p)  ( p p):  10 : ;
p .

12. ( p p):  11  4  modus ponens.
13. (p p):  3  &.
14. (p p):  13 .
15. p:  14  8, .
16. p:  15  12, .

!  1–16 -
 ( Op)

 (Ap). 
, -

 ( -
. [25]). -

, 
. , 
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[1, 6, 7, 25].

 « » . .  « -
 (naturalistic fallacies) » [26, 27]. 
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-
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 « »; -

 [26, 27].
.  [28],  « » , 

 [10. . 510–511],  ( -
) , -

 [26, 27]. , -
 ( )

. -
 1–16 

 I–XVI.
I.  (K  & & ( Sp & (p p) & (p  Tp) & (p  Pp) & (p  Fp)

(p  Zp) & (p p) & (p  Gp))):  AX-1.
II. : .
III. (K  & & ( Sp & (p p) & (p  Tp) & (p  Pp) & (p

Fp) (p  Zp) & (p p) & (p  Gp))):  I  II, -
.

IV. (p  Gp):  III  &.
V. (p  Gp):  IV .
VI. Kp:  III  &.
VII. (Kp  p): .
VIII. p:  VI  VII modus ponens.
IX. Gp:  V  VIII, .

!  I–IX -
 (Gp) -

 (Ap). , 
, , -

, , .
, Gp.

 I– VI, 
 I– IX.

X. )  ( ):
[24. . 48].

XI. (p  Gp)  ( p Gp):  X :
; Gp .

XII. ( p Gp):  XI  IV  modus ponens.
XIII. (p p):  III  &.
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XIV. (p p):  XIII .
XV. p:  XIV  VIII, .
XVI. Gp:  XV  XII, .

!  I–XVI -
-

 ( Gp)  (Ap). 
 ( ) -

 ( ), -
 – 

 – ) 
 –  [29]. 

-
 – . -

 I–XVI -
. 
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 I–XVI, 

 (Gp Gp) (Ap).
, -

, -

 [1–7]  [26, 27].
, -

 ( ) -
, 

 [28]. -
.
-

, , , -
, .

 (
) -

 ( ) . -
-

 ( ).
a)  (K  & & ( Sp & (p p) & (p  Tp) & (p  Pp) & (p  Fp)

(p  Zp) & (p p) & (p  Gp))):  AX-1.
b) : .
c) (K  & & ( Sp & (p p) & (p  Tp) & (p  Pp) & (p  Fp)

(p  Zp)  & (p p)  & (p  Gp))):  a)  b), -
.

d) (p  Gp):  c)  &.
e) (p  Gp):  d) .
f) (p  Op):  c)  &.
g) (p  Op):  f) .
h) (Op  p):  g) .
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Lobovikov Vladimir . – Institute of Philosophy and Law, Ural Branch of Russian Academy of
Sciences (Yekaterinburg, Russian Federation). DOI: 10.17223/1998863X/36/7

AN AXIOMATIZATION OF PHILOSOPHICAL EPISTEMOLOGY (A Conceptual Syn-
thesis of Leibniz’ Rationalism and the Empiricism of Locke, Hume, Moore)

Keywords: axiomatic-system-of-philosophical-epistemology; a-priori-knowledge; Leibniz’-
optimism; Hume’s-guillotine; Moore’s-doctrine-of-naturalistic-fallacy.

The paper submits a new (substantially expanded) system of own axioms for the general philoso-
phical theory of knowledge. In comparison with the previous option of axiomatizing epistemology
some novel terms are added to the language of the axiomatic theory, for instance, the term “an algo-
rithm exists (a machine can be constructed) for deciding that p”, where p stands for a proposition.
Precise definitions of meanings of the newly introduced terms are given indirectly by adding corre-
sponding new own axioms of epistemology to the axiomatic system which axioms have not been in-
cluded into the system hitherto. The submitted new axiomatic epistemology system makes up new
precise definitions of the notions “a-priori-knowledge” and “a-posteriori-one”. In the axiomatic system
the two kinds of knowledge are precisely defined by means of compositions of epistemic, alethic, de-
ontic, axiological and other modalities. Systematically exploiting the hypothetic-deductive method the
author investigates the set of logic consequences of accepting the mentioned hypothetical precise defi-
nitions of the epistemic modalities “a-priori-knowledge-of-being” and “a-priori-knowledge-of-value”
and of the graphic representation of their logical interrelations by means of the logical square-and-
hexagon. In particular, at the level of artificial language a strict formal derivation of “it is obligatory
that p” from “there is a-priory knowledge that p” is constructed within the framework of the submitted
axiomatic epistemology system. Within the same system at the same level a strict formal derivation of
“it is good that p” from “there is a-priory knowledge that p” is constructed as well. Moreover it is for-
mally proved in the present paper that in the axiomatic system under consideration there is the logic
equivalence between the modalities “it is obligatory that p” and “it is good that p”, if it is true that
“there is a-priory knowledge that p”. The submitted new (significantly transformed and comple-
mented) axiomatic system is applied to the relevant concrete material of the history of philosophy,
namely, to G.W. Leibniz’, D. Hume’s, and G.E. Moore’s philosophical epistemology views.
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