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mentation were enormous part of Armenian philosophers’ works. They discussed argumentation 

that theory’s modern level of development. Considering that fact this research reconstructs the 

Keywords:

1. The Importance and Necessity of Ana-
lysing the History, Formation and Develop-
ment of Armenian Argumentation Theories.
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damental research “History of Formal Logic” 

studies show that “David The Invincible’s

David’s theoretical heritage gets ignored.” 

he Invincible’s logical doctrine is 

2. Comprehension of Argumentation Lan-
guage.

tians’ and his alumnus’ works (Brutian, 1992; 

“argumentation”, “found
tion”, “proof”, “rejection”, “conviction”, etc.) 
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–

field of logical concepts: 

field of psychological concepts: 

field of gnoseological concepts: 

field of ethical concepts: 

field of the related concepts: 
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“philosophical conversations”

Logical methods and means of argumen-
tation
Epistemological components of argumen-
tation 
Axiological components of argumentation

                                                           
Most of the Armenian philosophers’ works are 

character: “Definitions of philosophy by the 

Sophist Pirrho” (David The Invincible); “The 
Refutation of Heresies” (Yeznik Koghbatsi); 
“Book of Questions” (

Psychological components of argumenta-
tion
Rhetorical components of argumentation
Ethical components of argumentation
Related methods of argumentation
Question-answer manifestations.
a) Logical methods and means of argu-

mentation. 

In David’s argumentation system proof is 

“proof” is to “show and assure” that something 
(Anyaght’ (David the Invinc

true thought to the opponent’s provision and 
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opponent’s provision

(Anyaght’ (David 

 

“The ideal 

with opponent’s uncertainty but also is able to 
confirm the arguer’s viewpoints” (Anyaght’ 

Yeznik Koghbatsi’s Eghts aghandots
Refutation of the Sects) 

contradictions in opponent’s thesis, 

tion for not considering the authority’s (wise) 

b) Epistemological components of argu-
mentation. 

 

“Using 

.” (Anyaght’ (David the I

of world’s 
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nian philosophers’ works. 

(Anyaght’ (David the 

(Anyaght’ (David the Invincible), 1980, 

truth is wise man’s weapon and knowledge 

“one and only thruth should not follow to 
numerous lies.” 

Tatevatsi’s discipline regarding the di

“Wise man are more likely to accept and fo
low disciplines than the senseless” and “Mi

and darkness as light” (Tatevatsi, 1740b, p. 
 

that “they are righteous and fair” (Tatevatsi, 
“the human being is inclined to 

make mistakes”, so Tatevatsi claims “fallacy 
vented by wisdom”

mind and evil’s a

 

 

 

ients’ activities and does not impose the trut
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“People should have free will and freedom of 

direct people to a right path.”

ticism, identification of one’s own mistakes 

king survives or wins not due to “its nume
laws”,

“fight with thought and wisdom.” The king 

dom.” (Tatevatsi, 2000, p. 104; 80). 
c) Axiological components of argumen-

tation. 

ue plays crucial role in Armenian authors’ 

of opponent’s behaviour and position, evalu

d) Psychological components of argu-
mentation. 

opponent’s 
tion (or recepient’s), inner reliance and 

authority’s opinion “Virtuous 

they are “rules” themselves for the followers: 
“Not Plato needs Aristotle’s proofs, but Ari

lato’s proofs; not Homer needs 
Aristotle’s poems, but Aristotle needs 
Homer’s poems; not Demostenes needs He
mogenes’s arguments, but vice versa.” (
yaght’ (David the Invincible), 1980, p

about “the ones who are hard to 

persuasion to everyone” 

e) Rhetorical Components of Argumenta-
tion. Rhetoric

ammar, it’s a pre
yaght’ (David the Invincible), 1980, pp. 34

Rhetoric 
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(Anyaght’ (David
the Invincible’s understanding of 

«rhetorical syllogism», that equally includes 

yaght’ (David the Invincible), 1980, p. 304). 

«rhetorical syllogism» the 

annoys, embarrasses and makes the auditor’s 

comes inefficient “the speech remains empty” 

torical means are also “laconic and char
ing”, courageous, 

f) Ethical Components of Argumentation. 

analysed in their works Aristotle’s ethical do
of goodness, “virtuous lifestyle”, classif

ness and truth, “thought and action”, “philos
phy and its tool”.

David’s thoughts on the perfect philos

losopher is not the one, who “knows a lot, but 

and can subdue his passions” (Anyaght’ (D

Anyaght’ (D

Anyaght’ 
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neglect the law, those who don’t know and 
don’t keep the law and those who kept it pa

the direction of his thought and action. It’s

consciously, then such action won’t deserve 

one should harry to do goodness, as it’s impo

«What for?» or the concept of aim. According 

form of its Old Armenian version ‘realisation’ 
and also ‘intention’ (Anyaght’ (David the I

g) Related Methods of Argumentation. 

Invincible is “philosophical conversations” 
(Anyaght’ (David the Invincible)

“proverbial speech”, that has three specific

ing’s thought, to brighten the thought and e
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“logos” in Old Armenian corresponds with its 

ings of the concept “logos” – speech  
thought, –

If we assume, that the concepts “speech” 
and “argumentation” for Tatevatsi are the 

“See how diligent the bee is and learn from 
ne wisdom by labour” (Tatevat

 

“useful” way to ground the speech, to explain 

because “it is obvious to 
den for the foreigners” (Tatevatsi, 2000, p. 

 

important to understand the “invisible” or 
“hidden” thought and speech, as they are 

’s know

 

having face
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wise man’s edifica

glect it: “a wise speech that is not followed is 
a pearl for the laying pigs” (Tatevatsi, 2000, 

 

h) Question-Answer Manifestations. 

philosopher’s on argumentation become a 

tive or “question – answer” logic is one of the 

the sequence of the questions discussed; the 
differenciation of the most important question 
form the important one, and the latter form 
the secondary one; the use of different levels 
of approach for the discussion of questions

phyry entitled his work “Introduction”, but 
nor “On Introduction”, as the first shows the 

“On Introduction” tells some other things 
about “Introduction” (Anyaght’ (David the 

The “Denial of Sects” is significant from 
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sense of the latter’s theses. 

–

cipient’s activeness become higher even in 

he form of monograph. Socrates’s que
tions that need “Yes” or “No” answers, which 

they suppose weakening the auditorium’s a

known philosophers’ theoretical 

Anyaght’, D. (David the Invincible). 
Erkasirut’iwnq p’ilisop’ayakanq, ha-
mahavaq qnnakan bnagrery’ & ar’a-
jabany’ akad. S.S. Arevshatyani

“Argumentation”. An International Journal on 

A History of Formal Lo-
gic.
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Ocherk teorii argumen-
tatsii 

David Anhakhty - Hin Hajstani Mets 
Pilisopan (In Armenian). (David The 
Invinsible - The Grate Philosopher of 
Aincient Armenia).

Logic of Argumentation 
(The Perelman's View: Pros and 
Cons Arguments).

Logic, Language, and Ar-
gumentation in Projection of Philo-
sophical Knowledge.

Handbook of Argumentation 
Theory.

Eghts aghandots 

P’astarkman him-
naharcery haj p’ilisop’ajakan mtqi 
patmut’jan hamateqstum. Girq 1. 
Yeznik Koghbatsi, David Anhaght, 
Grigor Tatevatsi 

 

Journal of Applied 
Electromagnetism (JAE). Institute of 
Communication and Computer Sys-
tems

P’astarkman him-
naharcery haj p’ilisop’ajakan mtqi 
patmut’jan hamateqstum. Girq 2  
P’astarkman er&anjan dproc Ar-
gumentation Issues in the Context of 
the History of Armenian Philosophical 
Thought. Book 2. Yerevan School of 
Argumentation

Philosophical issues of Argumentation

The New Rhetoric. A Treatise on Ar-
gumentation.

“Philosophy and Retoric” (eds. 

Girq qarozut’ean, or 
kochi Amar’an hator 

Girq qarozut’ean, or 
kochi D’mer’an hator 

Oskep’orik

Yerevan: Gt’ut’jun. 
Soghomoni ar’akneri 

meknut’juny.
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