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B.O. Jlo6oBuKOB

HOBASI ®OPMA AHAJIMTUYECKOM ®NJIOCOPUH ITPABA
U MOPAJIA — AJITEBPAUYECKAS CUCTEMA ®OPMAJBHOI
9TUKHU 1 ECTECTBEHHOI'O IIPABA: TOYHOE ®OPMAJIBHOE
OINPEJEJEHHUE OBJIACTH YMECTHOMW MPUMEHUMOCTH
«MJIbOTHUHBI OMA»

Ilpeonazaemoe mounoe gpopmanvroe ocpanuieHue cghepsl KOPPeKMHOU NPUMEHUMOCTIU J10-
2UKO-unocockozo npunyuna, yciosHo umenyemozo <«Iunvomunou FOma», epaguuecku
MOOenupyemces ¢ NOMOWbIO 102UYECKUX K8AOpAMaA U 2eKCA20HA ONNO3UYUU OMHOCAUUXCA K
o0bcyarcoaemol meme KOMNOZUYUL INUCMEMULECKUX, ANeMULeCKUX, OCOHMUYEeCKUX U AKCUO-
JN02UYecKuUx MoOaIbHOCMel.

KitoueBble CIOBa: ance6pa-ecmecmeeHHO20-npasa-u-Mopanu, MopaibHO-NPA608asi-yeH-
HOCMHAA-NepeMeHHAsl, MOPATbHO-NPABO8ASA-YEHHOCHAA-DYHKYUSA, POPMATLHO-AKCUON02U-
yeckoe-ypasHenue, <l urbomuna-FOma».

Knaccudeckast anamuTiaeckast Guiaocoqus mpaBa ¥ MOPAIH MPEACTABIISET CO-
0ol «cIIaB» GUIOCOPCKOro, IOPUANISCKOrO U ITHICCKOTO TOUTHBH3MA CO CKPY-
MTyJIC3HBIM (PIIIONOTHICCKIM aHAJIM30M €CTECTBEHHOTO SI3bIKA MO3UTUBHOTO IIpaBa
U aMmupHYecK Gukcupyemoii mopanu: Xapt [1]; Moore [2]; Hare [3]; Stevenson
[4, 5] u ap. Ha BeIcIeii ctamuu pa3BUTHS 3TOT «CIUTAB» BKIIIOYACT B CEOS dIIEMEH-
THI COBPEMEHHON CHMBOJIHYECKOW JIOTUKH, CHCTEMATHYSCKU HCIIONB3YIOMIEH co0-
CTBEHHO MaTeMaTHYeCKue MOHATHA W Meroxsl; Hampumep Hilpinen [6] u mp.
B oreuectBeHHOI (umocockoil mUTEpaType TIAYOOKHI aHANIN3 aHaIATHICCKOM
¢unocoduu mpaBa mpeAcTaBicH, HanpuMep, B paborax Juaukuna [7, 8], Ornes-
uepa [9-12] u Cyposiesa [11, 12].

OmHOI W3 OCHOBHBIX MTPOOJIEM B aHAMUTHYCCKOW (PUIOCO(pUH ITpaBa U MOPATH
sIBJIsIeTCsl Tak HaspiBaeMast «[ wibotuna FOmax»: Atkinson [13]; Black [14]; Bloom-
feld [15]; Castaneda [16]; Jackson [17]; Pigden [18, 19]; Wolf [20]. ITepBonauasib-
HO «['mporuHOM OMa» HaswiBajcs cienyromuit pparmeHT u3 «TpakraTa o yemno-
BEUECKOU MPHPOIE», MUTHPYIO: «S1 3aMETHII, 9TO B Ka)XIOH ITHYCCKON TEOpHH,
C KOTOPOH MHE JI0 CHX ITOp MPHUXOIMIOCH BCTPEUAThCS, aBTOP B TEUEHUE HEKOTO-
pOro BpEMEHHU PacCykIaeT OOBIYHBIM CIOCOOOM, YCTAaHABIIMBACT CYICCTBOBAHHE
bora wnm m3naraer cBOM HaOMIOACHUS OTHOCUTEIBHO JIEN YETOBEUECKUX; U BIPYT
g, K CBOEMY YAUBIICHHUIO, HAXOXKY, YTO BMECTO OOBIYHOU CBSI3KH, YIIOTPEOIIEMOH
B IIPEUIOKCHISIX, @ UMCHHO €CTh WJIM HE €CTh, HE BCTPEYAl0 HU OJHOIO IPEIIo-
JKeHUs1, B KOTOPOM HE OBUTO OBl B KAYECTBE CBS3KH 00/10/CHO WA He doicHo. [lox-
MEHA 3Ta MPOUCXOAUT HE3aMETHO, HO TEM HE MEHEE OHA B BBICIICH CTCIICHH BaXKHA.
Pa3 3710 donorcno wi He dovicHo BBIPAXKAET HEKOTOPOE HOBOE OTHOIICHHUE WU YT-
BEpXKICHUE, MTOCIEAHEe HEOOXOIMMO CIICyeT IPUHATH BO BHUMaHHE H OOBSICHUTD, U
B TO K€ BpPeMs JOJDKHO OBITh YKa3aHO OCHOBAHHE TOTO, YTO KaXKETCSl COBCEM HEITOo-
HATHBIM, 8 UIMEHHO TOr0, KAKUM 00pa30M 3TO HOBOEC OTHOIICHHE MOXKET OBITh Jie-
JyKIMeH U3 IPYruX, COBEPIIEHHO OTInYHbIX oT Hero» [21. C. 510-511].
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B »T0if muTate comepkuTCsS SIBHOS YKa3zaHHE HAa BAXHYIO JIOTHKO-(Hio-
codckyro mpobiieMy, ee GOpMYITHPOBKA U TPH3BIB 3aHATHCS OCHOBATEIBHBIM €€
usydenrneM. Ho monaBisioniee OONBIIMHCTBO KaK IMPOTUBHUKOB, TAK U CTOPOHHHU-
koB OMa MCTONMKOBAIO MPHUBEACHHYIO BBINIC MUTATY KaK SKOOBI ompuyamenbHulii
oTBeT sAK00BI FOMa Ha BOIPOC: €CTh JIM OTHOIICHHUE JIOTHYECKOTO CICAOBAHMS Me-
Ky YTBEPIKICHUSIMH CO CBSI3KOM «ECTh» W COOTBETCTBYIOIIMMH UM YTBEpKIe-
HUSIMH CO CBSI3KOH «IOMKHO OBITH»? [locTaBinenHblii FOMOM HeTpHBHANBHBIA BO-
MpoC OBUT MHTEPIPETHPOBAH KaK PHUTOPHUYCCKHIA: COTJIACHO ITOW WHTEPIPETAIIHH,
JMOMUHHPYIOIIEH BIUIOTH J0 HACTOSAILIETO0 BPEMEHH, 3a/aBas PUTOPUYCCKUI BO-
npoc, IOM mompasymeBal, 4TO OTHOIICHHE JIOTHYECKOTO CICIOBAHUS MEKIY YT-
BEPXKICHUSIMU CO CBSI3KOW «ECTh» U COOTBETCTBYIOUIMMH MM YTBEP)KICHHUSIMHU CO
CBSI3KOM «JTOJDKHO OBITH» HE CYIIECTBYET.

ITo MoeMy MHEHHUIO, YIOMSIHYTOE ucnokosanue «I'unbotusbl FOMa» (mporu-
TUPOBAHHOI'O BBIIIIE TEKCTA) KaK TE3MCa O HEOBITHU JIOTMYECKOTO CIECIOBAHHS YT-
BEPXKACHHI O JIOKHOM M3 YTBEPKICHUH 0 cymeM (i o6patHO) cropHo. OHO 1Mo
cytu gena npunucvigaem HOmy stoT Tesuc. Ho, ¢ apyroit cropossl, ¢akr, 4to
cmamucmu4eckoil HOpMoii (M B 3TOM CMBICIIE TIPABUIIOM) YIIOTPEOICHHUS CIOBOCO-
geranus «[unporiHa FOMa» B COBpPEMEHHOM €CTECTBEHHOM SI3BIKE SIBIISCTCS HC-
MOJb30BAaHUE JTOrO CIOBOCOYECTAHUS WUMEHHO B 3HAYCHHH npunucannozo HOmy
tesuca. C (akTaMu H3MEHEHHS HCXOAHBIX 3HAYCHUU CIOB M CIIOBOCOYETAHHU
B IIPOIECCE UCTOPUIECKOTO PA3BUTHUS ECTECTBEHHOI'O S3bIKA MPUXOJUTCS CUATATh-
cs ¥ MUpHUThCs. [loaToMy B maHHOU cTaThe cioBocoueTanue «I miapornHa HOma»
Oyzmer 0003Ha4aTh TE3UC 00 OTCYTCTBHU OTHOIICHHUS JIOTMYECKOrO CIICTOBAHUS
MEXKIY YTBEPXKICHUSIMH CO CBSI3KOH «ECTb» U COOTBETCTBYIONIMMHU MM YTBEpIKIe-
HUSIMU CO CBSI3KOH «ITOJDKHO OBITHY.

Ecnau stor ompuyamenvuulil TE3UC, YCl08HO HUMEHYEeMbIH «I MIbOTHHON
IOma», mpuHHMaeTcs, TO BO3HHKAIOT OOJBIINE JOTHKO-METOJOIOrHYCCKUE
TpyaHocTU U B punocoduu mpasa, u B atuke (hunocobuu Mopanu), 1 BoooIe
BO BCEX TEX HAayKax, IPEeIMET KOTOPBIX JIC)KHUT HA MEPECEUCHUHN OBITHS WU I[CH-
HOCTH (MJIM CYUIECTBYIOIIETO M JIOJKHOT0). B KiIaccHYecKoil aHaIuTHYeCKOM
¢unocopur ryMaHUTAPHBIX HAYK HEOZPAHUYEHHbI ABTOPUTET «[ MIBOTHHBI
IOMa» u ynormdeckd MmoCienOBATEIBHOE €€ MPUMCHEHUE B KaueCTBE JIOTHUKO-
METOJIOJIOTUYECKOTO «JIEKAPCTBA OT BCErO», KaK MPABUIIO, 3aBOAUT IUCKYCCHH
B Tynuk. JT0 oT™Meuanu mHorue. Ilo muenuto Anscombe [22. P. 1, 6-8], oc-
HOBHBIC acrekThl chopmynupoBanHoit FOMom mpobiemsr “is—ought” — nepe-
orcumku npountoro (SurvivalS) oTUKM, WM credcmeus nepexcumkos ee Ipo-
uutoro (derivatives from survivals), t.e. mynuk, u3 KOTOpPOro cospemenHas
JTHKA JIOJKHA KaK-TO BHIPBATHCSI.

[TombITKM BBIPBATHCS W3 ITOrO TYIHKA MPESIIPHHUMAIA MHOTHE, HAIIPUMED
Prior [23], Searle [24] u ap. AHanu3y 3TUX TONBITOK U BOOOIIE 0OCYKICHUIO IPO-
Grembl «is-ought» B ananmuTryeckoit (umocoduu mpaBa ¥ MOPaIU MOCBSIIIEHA Or-
pomHas nutepatypa: Brown [25]; Dyck [26, 27]; Guevara [28]; Hill [29]; Hudson
[30, 31]; Jergensen [32]; Kurtzman [33]; Maclntyre [34]; Maitzen [35, 36]; Schurz
[37, 38]; Shorter [39]; Sinnott-Armstrong [40]. Ognako 3Ta nuTepaTypa — OTpake-
HUE 6HYMPEHHUX TEOPETUYECKUX PAa3HOTIACUN B KIACCUYECKOU aHATUTHYECKON
¢dunocodhuu mpaBa M Mopaiu. BroinHe OCO3HAHHBINA BBIXOJ M3 3TOr0 UHTEILICKTY-
AJIbHO PECIIEKTA0ENBbHOr0 TpeHaa ObLT NPEANPUHAT B cepun nyonukammii [41-45],
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MMEBIIEH 1IEThI0 CO3J[AHUE TPEEICHTA HeKIACCUYeCKO aHATMTHIeCKOr (umoco-
¢buu mpaBa u Mopaiu. IIpeyoxKeHHass Ka4eCTBEHHO HOBasi (hopMma aHAIUTHYE-
cKkoii unmocodhun Mopanu u mpaBa — OObEAUHEHHE KPAIIMOHAIBHBIX 3EPEH HC-
THHBI» JOKTPUHBI €CTECTBEHHOTO Mpasa (B ee pa3BUTHU OT PHMCKOro mpasa Ji0
Hauaga XX Beka) ¢ codepoicamenvHbim (ZIOTHYecKH HeGOpMaTrM30BaAHHBIM)
OUCKPEMHBIM MAMEMAMUYECKUM MOOeTUPOBAHUEM MOPAIbHO-NPABO8OU Gop-
Mbl OessmenvHocmu. VIMeercss B BUAY Mamemamuueckoe mMoo0eauposaniue Mo-
paJIbHO-IIPaBOBOH (DOPMBI desmenbHoCmMU HENOCPeOCMEeHHO, & HE J02UeCKOoll
@opmbi (Kaxoro Obl TO HU OBLIO) S3bIKA CYKACHUU U PACCYKACHUNA O MOPalb-
HO-TIPABOBOU JIeATeNbHOCTH. 110ApoOHOE JOTHKO-(ritocoPckoe 060CHOBaAHHE
TaKO# KaueCTBEHHO HOBOW (Hekaccuueckoi) (hopMbl aHATUTUYECKON (umoco-
(dbuu MOpalu U mpaBa U €e CPaBHEHHUE ¢ mpeaslayniel (Kiaccuueckoii) Gpopmoii
MpeJCTaBlICHBl B JOKTOPCKON muccepranuu «Dopmanusaius AesTeIbHOCTH
(ouenku u HOpMBbI)» [46] U B MoHOrpadusx [42-45, 47, 48]. B ykazaHHBIX pa-
00Tax Ie/ieHaNpPaBICeHHO KOHCTPYHUPOBATACh U CHCTEMATUYECKH UCCIIE0BAIACh
JBy3HAYHAas anrebpanyeckas cucreMa GopMatbHON 3TUKU U IOPUCIIPYACHIUH —
JUCKPETHAsT MaTeMaTHYECKask MOJIENIb CUCTEMbI €CTECTBEHHOIrO MpaBa M PUTO-
pucTHyeckoil Mopanu. B ynmomsHyToH nBy3HauHOW anreOpanyeckod cucTeMe
MOpPaJIbHO-IIPABOBBIX IIEHHOCTHBIX (DYHKIMA OT KOHEYHOrO YHCIa MOPATbHO-
MPABOBBIX I[EHHOCTHBIX IEPEMEHHBIX OBUIO TOYHO OMPEACICHO OMHOUICHUE
PopmanbHo-aKcUoN02UUeCKoll IKEUBANEHMHOCHY, YTO TTO3BOJIMIO CHCTEMAaTH-
YeCKH TeHEpUPOBAaTh U OOCYXKIaTh (POPMAIBHO-ITHUECKHE anreOpanuecKue
YpaBHEHHUS M CHUCTEMbI TaKux ypaBHeHui. [lepeBOIbl MHOrMX H3 3THX (Hop-
MaJIbHO-aKCHOJIOTHYECKUX YPABHEHUN ¢ MCKYCCTBEHHOTO sI3bIKa anreOphl ecre-
CTBEHHOIO MpaBa U MOpAId HAa ECTECTBEHHBIN SI3BIK COMEPKATEIBHOU DTHKH
U IOPUCOPYIEHIMH, HA TEPBBIA B3MJISII, SIBHO HPOTUBOPEUUIN IMAUPULECKUM
3HAHUSAM HO3UMUBHO20 TIPaBa U HPABCTBEHHOCTH, T.€. COBEPIICHHO OYEBHUIHBIM
gaxmam, B3ATHIM U3 MOPAIBLHOIO U MPABOBOTO ONbIMA YEIOBEUECTBA, HAKOI-
JICHHOTO MM B XOJI€ MCTOPHYECKOr0 pa3BUTHs. UTOOBI YCIICIIHO COPABUTHCS C
MHOT'000pa3HeM 63AmbiX U3 ONbIMA KOHKPETHBIX NPHUMEPOB, KANMCYWUXCA M-
MUPUYECKUMU  KOHTPIPUMEPAMH  JJIsi  COOTBETCTBYHOIIUX  (GOpPMaibHO-
AKCHOJIOTHYECKUX ypaBHEHHU alreOpanyecKoil CHCTEMBI €CTECTBEHHOIO MpaBa
U MOpalii, B pamMKaxX 3TOH anrebpanveckoil cuctembl (Ha €€ MCKYCCTBEHHOM
si3bIKe) OblLila BIIEPBBIC JaHA TOYHAsE (HOPMYTHPOBKA BBIIICYIIOMSIHYTOIO MPUH-
una (OTPUIIATENBHOTO TE3UCa), IHUPOKO U3BECTHOIO MOJ YC/IO6HbIM HA3BAHU-
em «lunporuHa FOma» [47-49]. Tlpuuem mpeyioKeHHAsT B anreOpanveckoit
cucreMe (HopMasbHOW ITHUKU TO4YHAsE HOpMyTupoBKa «[ MIBOTHHBI» OKa3alach
ee pyHmaMeHTanbHBIM 0000wenueM: 3anuMaBiias FOMa (M MHOTOYHCIIEHHBIX
UCCIieIoBaTeNIel ero Hacieaus) NeHCTBUTEIILHO OYCHb WHTEPECHAs U BasKHAsS
mpobieMa JOrMYecKoil B3aUMOCBSI3U «ECTh» U IOJDKHO OBITH» 0OKa3alach
CKPOMHBIM YaCTHBIM CIIy4aeM 4Ype3BbIYaliHO 60raToro MHOrooOpasus OTKPHIB-
HIUXCSI BO3MOKHOCTEH.

TouHo chopMyITUPOBaHHAS HA KCKYCCTBEHHOM SI3bIKE areOpandeckoil cucre-
MBI (hOpPMabHON ITHKH U €CTECTBEHHOro mpaBa, «['minboruHa FOma» cucrematu-
YECKH UCIONb3yeTcs Kak 3¢ (GeKTUBHOE cpeAcTBO 3ammThl: (1) TOKTpHUHBI ecTecT-
BeHHoro mpasa [47, 48, 50, 51]; (2) dbopManbHO# 3THKH MOPAIbHOrO PHrOPU3MA
[47, 52, 53]; (3) meTadusuku kak GopmansHOil akcuonoruu [47-49] ot smnupu-
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OUCTCKOW KpUTUKU. OIHAKO, COTJIACHO METOIOJIOTHH, JIOTHKE U (umocopuu
HAyKH, MPHU Bcell cBoel 3PPEeKTUBHOCTH, BOOpYKeHHasT «[ MIIBOTHHON» KPUTH-
Ka SMIUPULUCTCKON KPUTUKH (POPMATHHON aKCUOJIOTUHU JTOJXKHA UMETh KaKue-
TO JOCTAaTOYHO SIBHBIC M TOYHBIC (POpMabHBIC OTPAHUYCHHUS OONACTH CBOCH
ymectaoctd. Kakue numenno? U rae oun? Ux Her uu y OMma, HEU y ero mocie-
nmoBaTened. HeT MX M B YINOMSHYTHIX BBIINIE CAMBIX MEPBBIX (OPMYIUPOBKAX
«MIBOTUHBI» HAa UCKYCCTBEHHOM sI3bIKE anreOpbl (OpMalbHON aKCHOJIOTUH
[47-49, 53].

Heorpannuennas ¢opmynupoBka «[HIBOTHHEI®, O3HA4YaIOMas OecIpeelb-
HOCTh O0OJIACTH €€ MPHUMEHEHHS, OCHOBBIBACTCS Ha a0COMIOTHOM IIPOTHBOIIOCTAB-
nieHur (B3aMMOUCKIIFOUCHUH) OBITHS U [[CHHOCTH, HE3aMETHO MOJMEHSEMOM OIIIO-
sunueit gpaxmos u uennocreit [4, 5]. Ho urto Takoe dakr? Cornacuo JleiOHuiry
[54, 55], dakr — aro dukcanus cryuaiinozo obrtus. Heobxomumoe ObITHE HE €CTh
(axT: oHO ecTh 3aKkoH. ClleIOBaTEIbHO, OTOX/ICCTBICHNE OBITHS U (DaKTa, BOOOIIE
TOBOPSI, HEJIOMYCTHMO.

Kpome Toro, menecoobpa3Ho oOpaTHTh BHUMAHHE Ha TO, YTO IEHHOCTHU
U HOPMBI MOTYT OBITh KaK CIy4ailHBIMH, TaK U HeoOXomuMbIMU. Eciu HedTo
CIIy4allHO LIEHHO WJIM CIy4YaiHO 00s3aTeNbHO, TO IEHHOCTHh WMIU 0053aTelb-
HOCTh 3TOT'0 HEUYTO €CTh MPEAMET dMAupuyeckoeo no3nanus. CiydaiiHeie mo-
JOXKUTEIBHBIC OLICHKUA W HOPMBI OTHOCHTEIBHBI: OHU MOJYHHSIOTCS MPUHIIHAITY
dbanbcudunupyemoctu (TOYHO Tak e, Kak U (HakThl, U ciaydaiiHeie ux 0600-
HIeHUs). A BOT HEOOXOAMMO MOJOKUTEIBHO IIeHHOEe (MU HeoOX0auMo 00s3a-
TENBHOE) HE SBIAETCS OTHOCHUTENBHBIM: OHO HedanbCUbUIUPYEMO, U B yKa-
3aHHOM CMBICIE OHO TPOTUBOCTOMT (akTaM. ODTO JaeT OCHOBaHHE
YTBEPXKIATh, 4TO, Oyny4nu chopMyIHpOBAaHO B caMOM OOIIEM BUIE, IPOTHBO-
MOCTaBlIeHUE OBITUS M LEHHOCTEH (MM OBITHS U HOPM) HEKOPPEKTHO. Die-
menTsl Tpoiiku: () nennocts (momxkuoe); (1) wactHas, goKanbHAS, TPEXOMas-
mas ueHHocts (orHocurenbHo goikHoe); (I11) cTrporo Bceobmias meHHOCTH
(abCoMOTHBIN 0MT), HE CYTh OJHO M TO X€. BbUIO ObI KOppPEKTHEE MO OT-
JeNbHOCTH (HE3aBUCHMO) COIMOCTABIATh JAPYT C APYrOM; C OJHON CTOPOHBI,
(baKThl ¥ HSMIUPUUECKHE OLEHKU (OTHOCHUTEIbHBIE HOPMBI); & C IPYro#l CTOpoO-
HbI, CTPOro BceoOuue 3akoHbl (HEOOXOoAMMOe ObITHE) U HEOOXOIUMO MOJIO-
KUTEIBHO IeHHOEe (aOCONIOTHO MOMKHOE). Xa0THYECKOEe CMENIMBAHUE BCEX
3JIEMEHTOB 3TUX JBYX Hap B OJHY Kyuy (4 0Opa3oBaHHe U3 HUX OJHOI mapsl
<daxkT; HeHHOCTh (TOIDKHOE)>) MOPOXKIAET JIOTMKO-THHTBUCTUYCCKUE HEIO0-
pa3yMeHus, KOTOpBIE LeIecOo00pa3sHo YCTpaHUTh. [ oONerdyeHus moHMMa-
HUS BBIIIECKa3aHHOTO HMMEET CMBICH PacCMOTPETh TpaduuecKue MOICIH,
npeacraBieHubie Ha puc. 1 u 2. [lo MoeMy MHEHHUIO, OHH MOTYT IIOMOYb ajie-
KBaTHOMY OCO3HAHHIO M TOYHOMY ONpPEICICHHUIO CPephl KOPPEKTHOU MpUMe-
Humoctd «I'unbotuHbl FOMa». (CumBosbl & U — 0003HAYAIOT KOHBIOHKIUIO U
orpuianue, a [Ip, Op, Op — MOJAATBHOCTH, KHEOOX00UMO, UTO P», KBOZMONCHO,
4TO P», K0053aMenbHO, YTO P», COOTBETCTBEHHO. )
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B nmanHO# cTaThe BIEpPBBIC MPEIATAIOTCS CICAYIOIIUE HIDKE NCHUHHUIHH
MojainbHOCTEH «HMeeTcs (YHCTO) anpuopuoe 3Hanue, 4To p» (0003HAYHM ee
CHUMBOJIOM Ap) U «HMeeTcs (4UCTO) omnupuyeckoe 3uanue, 9to p» (0003HaUUM
ee cumBoaoM Op). CumBon Kp 0603HadaeT MOJaIbHOCTh KUMEETCS 3HAHUE, UTO
p». Gp — «xopouto, uto p». CUMBOJBI <>, V, = 0003HAYAIOT, COOTBETCTBEHHO,
9KBUBAJICHTHOCTh, (Ca0yI0) IM3BIOHKIMIO, OTHOIIEHHE JIOTMYECKOH paBHO-
CUJILHOCTH.

DEF-1: Ap=(Kp & (Up & (p <> Op) & [J(Op <> Gp)));
DEF-2: 3p = (Kp & (—p v =l(p <> Op) v —(Op <> Gp))).

Ecmu cormacutbes ¢ mpencTaBIeHuEM JTOTHYECKOTO CIIEOBAHUS «CTPOTON UM-
mkaruein» K. JIptonca, a Takke COTJIACHTHCS C TE3UCOM HE MMEIOIIEro orpa-
HUYEHHUH SMIUpU3Ma 00 OTCYTCTBHH JIOTHYECKOTO CIIEOBAHUS JODKHOTO U3 CY-
mero (Op u3 p) u cymero u3 momkaoro (p u3 Op), To HeobXxoaumMo OymeT
COTJIACUTRCS TAKXKE U ¢ TeM, 4To Au3bioHKT —L(p <> Op) B DEF-2 sBnsercs uc-
THHHBIM, 8 KOHBIOHKT [I(p <> Op) B DEF-1 siBnsietcst A0KHBIM. 3HAYNT, €CIIU TIPH-
Menenue «['mipotuHbl KOMa» yMecTHO, 3HaHUE SBISIETCS HE alPUOPHBIM, a dMIIU-
PHYECKUM.

B DEF-1 ¢parment (L(p <> Op) & [(Op <> Gp)) mpexncrasisier coboit Te3uc
TIOCIIEIOBATEIEHOTO onmumucmuyeckoz2o pamponamsma Booodme u I'.B. Jleioau-
na B ocobennoctu [54, 55] o morudyeckom ciieI0BaHUU JOIKHOIO (XOPOIIEro) u3
CYIIET0 ¥ CYIIETO U3 JOHKHOTO (XOPOIIIEro).

HUrak, cormacHo onpenencausim DEF-1 u DEF-2, npumenenne «I nib0THHEL
IOma» yMecTHO Torja u mo.ibko TOrAa, KOrjla Mbl UMEEM JIEJI0 C IMUUPUUECKUM
3HaHUEM (Dakmoe U omHocumebiblx (JTOKATbHBIX, MTPEXOISIIUX, OCOOCHHBIX)
HOPM, HalpuMep, UCTOPUUYECKH HU3MEHSIOIIEr0oCs NO3UMUBHO20 WA 00bIYHO2O
npasa. Kpome Toro, cormacao DEF-1 u DEF-2, o6ractes yMecTHOCTH mpUHIIUTIA
orntumu3Ma JleOHNMIIA HE SBISETCS IMyCTOW: MPUHIIUIHAIBHEIN ONTUMHU3M I10-
CJIEIOBATENBHOT'O PAIMOHATN3MA BIOJHE aIeKBATCH, €CIU U MOJbKO €CIH OH
HE BBIXOJAHT 3a MIpPEeNbl cepbl IPEeaIMETOB alPHOPHOTO 3HAHUSA, T.€. HE MPHU-
MEHSIETCS K MpeaMeTaM 3HaHus sMmupudeckoro. (Mmo3us ajiekBaTHOCTH OC-
MesHus ontumuiMa JleiiOHuna B «Kannume» 3akKOHOMEPHO BO3HHKAET B pe-
3ynbTaTe HapylmieHHs BoIbTepoM YyKa3aHHOrO oOrpaHuueHus.) Bompeku
HUCTOPHU OMNIIO3UIIMH alpUOpU3Ma M IMITMPU3MA, OYAYIH OCBOOOKICHBI OT
KpaHOCTeH, OHM COBMECTHMbI (0€3 JIOTMYeCKOrO MPOTUBOPEUHS) B OIHOM
KOHIICNITYaTbHOW CXEME JIUCTEMOIIOTUU BOOOIE. DTa cunmesupyrowas cxema
rpaduYecku mpeacTaBicHa Ha puc. 3.

Ha puc. 3 crpenku MomeTHpyOT OTHOIICHUS TOJYMHEHHUS, a JTHHUH, Tepece-
Kalolye KBaJpaT, — OTHONICHUS KOHTPAIUKTOPHOCTH. BepXHss ropu3oHTaIbHAS
TUHUS KBaJpaTa MOJACIHPYET OTHONICHUE KOHTPAPHOCTH, a HIDKHSS — OTHOIIICHHE
CYOKOHTPapHOCTH.
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e oo ‘k RPN
& O(p <« O0p) & v —(p© Op) v
& 0(Op <> Gp)) v O(Op <> Gp))
&O(p < Op) & v —(p < Op) v
& 0(Op <> Gp)) v (Op <> Gp))
Kp
Kp
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A NEW FORM OF ANALYTICAL PHILOSOPHY OF LAW-AND-MORALS -
ALGEBRAIC SYSTEM OF FORMAL ETHICS-AND-NATURAL-LAW: PRECISE
FORMAL DEFINING DOMAIN OF RELEVANT APPLICABILITY OF “HUME’S
GUILLOTINE”

Keywords: algebra—of-natural-law—and-morals, moral-legal-evaluation—variable, moral-legal—
evaluation—function, formal-axiological-equation, “Hume’s—Guillotine”

The paper is devoted to discussing such a new form of analytical philosophy of law—and—morals which
is mathematically represented by two-valued algebraic system of formal ethics—and-natural-law. This alge-
bra of the natural-law—and—formal-ethics is used for systematical analysis of moral-legal forms of (any)
either—good—or—bad activity in general. The new form of analytical philosophy of law-and-morals immedi-
ately (directly) deals not with logic—forms of thought-and—speech about moral-legal activity but with moral-
legal-forms of (either—good—or-bad) activity. Thus the subject-matter of direct (immediate) analyzing is
significantly shifted from the logical-linguistic—form of thinking to the moral-legal-one of acting. Within the
scope of the mentioned algebraic system the notions “formal-axiological equivalence of moral-legal-
activity—forms” and “(universal) law of algebra of formal ethics—and—natural-law (= constantly—-good moral—
legal-act—form)” are defined precisely. Introducing the mentioned algebra makes up a possibility to investi-
gate compositions of alethic, deontic, and axiological modalities, for instance, the complex ones: “it is (ale-
thically) necessary that it is (legally) obligatory that p”; “it is (alethically) necessary that it is (morally) good
that p”. In the present paper the indicated formal—ethical machinery is exploited for limiting precisely the
domain of relevant applicability of the famous logical-philosophical principle somewhat conventionally
called “Guillotine of Hume”. For implementing this limitation the author submits new (hitherto not dis-
cussed) compound definitions of the epistemic modalities “a priori knowledge that p” and “a posteriori one
that p”. Accepting these definitions logically entails accepting a precise formal limitation of the scope of
“Hume’s Guillotine”. The submitted precise formal limitation of sphere of correct applicability of “Guillotine
of Hume” is modeled graphically by means of logical square and hexagon of opposition of relevant composi-
tions of epistemic, alethic, deontic and axiological modalities related to the theme under discussion.
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