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PHILOSOPHY OF EVIDENCE IN E. HUSSERL’S PURE LOGIC
Keywords: pure logic, real and ideal laws, logical truths, principle of evidence

The paper is dedicated to formal criticism of pure logic concept by E. Husserl. The subject of the
analysis is the idea of self-justification logical principles. A thesis of pure logic is formulated and con-
tradiction that hiding in its foundation is shown. Conditions of reliability of logical and theoretical
positions are discussed. Principle of evidence (Evidenz) proposed by E. Husserl as a methodological
solution to the problem of justification of logic laws is considered. It turns out that in the foundation of
the principle of evidence exist paradoxical statement of probabilistic logic and theoretical truth. It was
concluded that problem of reliability logic and theoretical principles in format of pure logic is impossi-
ble.

References

1. Husserl, E. (2011) Logicheskie Issledovaniya. T. I: Prolegomeny k chistoy logike [Logic Re-
search. T. I: Prolegomena to pure logic]. Translated from German by E.A. Bernstein. Moscow:
Akademicheskiy proekt.

2. Kusch, M. (1995) Psychologism. A Case Study in the Sociology of Philosophical Knowledge.
London; New York: Routledge.

3. Mohanty, J.N. (2007) Ponyatie “psikhologizm” u Gusserlya i Frege [The concept of “psychol-
ogy” in Husserl and Frege]. Logos. 6(63). pp. 128–147.

4. Antukh, G.G. (2015) To the question on psychologism: Problem of logical rule implementa-
tion. Vestnik Tomskogo gosudarstvennogo universiteta. Filosofiya. Sotsiologiya. Politologiya – Tomsk
State University Journal of Philosophy, Sociology and Political Science. 4(32). pp. 151–158. (In Rus-
sian). DOI: 10.17223/1998863 /32/17

5. Hanna, R. (2008) Husserl's Arguments against Logical Psychologism (Prolegomena,
§§17–61). In: Mayer, V. (ed.) Logische Untersuchungen [Logical Researches]. Berlin: Akademie
Verlag. pp. 27–42.


	Вестник Философия № 4 2016 для тип..pdf
	Вестник Философия № 4 2016 375-428.pdf



