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Abstract 
 

The article presents a number of key episodes and elaborations of the philosophical legacy of the fa-
mous Armenian philosopher of the 20th-21st centuries Georg Abel Brutian, each of which is a valuable 
contribution to the treasury of world philosophical thought. In particular, the paper deliberates on the epis-
temological-methodological and applied aspects of the concept of polylogic, transformational logic as a 
non-classical logical value system, the principle of linguistic complementarity. The paper analyzes the 
main achievements of the famous thinker in the field of study of the semantic theory of knowledge, logical 
principles of translation art, issues of argumentation theory, methodological bases of Armenology, their 
methodological significance in the context of further development of science. 
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According to their creative style and mentali-

ty, scientists can be divided into two groups with 
certain reservations. The first group comprises 
inventors, the pioneers of new directions and 
spheres – a unique avant-garde in the field of sci-
ence. The second group involves those scientists 
who successfully develop and deepen the fields 
and principles discovered by others, expand, add 
to them and create practical application for them. 

Georg Brutian, the prominent philosopher of 
the 20th and 21st centuries, is more distinguished 
by the qualities of the first group of researchers. 

Talented researchers typically have a wide 
range of interests. Despite having a certain range 
of interests, however, they are not limited within 
the range of one topic, one scientific discipline, 
one genre. This second feature is also typical of 
G. Brutian‟s creative heritage. 

The range of G. Brutian‟s philosophical re-
searches has a rather wide coverage: logic, gno-
seology and epistemology, philosophy of langu-
age, communication, methodology of science, 
history of philosophy. 

The issues of logic, gnoseology and episte-

mology have always been in the focus of Acad-
emician G. Brutian‟s philosophical studies. His 
early research already showed an interest in the 
key issues of logic. His analysis of the problems 
of formal-dialectical logic, his research into tra-
ditional-modern, in particular, non-classical logi-
cal systems, culminated in the development of 
the concept of polylogic (Brutian, 1968, pp. 351-
359). 

Brutian‟s style of philosophizing in a number 
of cases is distinguished by effective solutions 
for the development of different, even seemingly 
contradictory and opposing principles, of the cor-
rect combination and overlap of scientific theo-
ries. The principle of polylogic is a valuable idea 
to analyze and assess structures of thought from 
the point of view of different logical systems and 
with the help of various toolkits and, thus, to go 
deeper into them, to discover new layers of con-
tent, meaning, structure. According to it, form 
and content logic systems do not contradict but 
mostly complement each other, while formal 
(mathematical) logic systems (“mathematics of 
thought”) act as a kind of explication in terms of 
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clarifying the structures studied by formalized 
logic (“grammar of thought”) (Brutian, 1987, p. 
45). Non-classical logical systems not only offer 
new perspectives on the study of logical struc-
tures through a review of traditional principles of 
two-valued and functionality, but also examine 
issues beyond the scope of classical logical sys-
tems, thus enriching and expanding the skills to 
comprehend, analyze and assess structures of 
thought. 

In this latter sense it is worthwhile to note the 
value of Brutian‟s system of transformational 
logic, which studies the explicit and implicit 
forms of thought, the rules for the emergence of 
implicit forms from explicit forms, and the prin-
ciples of clarifying the meaning and significance 
of explicit forms through implicit forms (Brutian, 
1983, pp. 6-12, 1998, pp. 51-53). 

Explicit forms of thought are fixed through 
linguistic means, objectivized by external speech 
units, and are accessible to the interlocutor‟s sen-
sory faculties. The implicit forms of thought are 
obviously not fixed through linguistic means 
(units of external speech), they are not percepti-
ble by the sensory faculties, but they can be 
guessed, assumed by analyzing the context (logi-
cal-physical) and subtext of the text under con-
sideration. According to that, G. Brutian distin-
guishes between subtextual and contextual forms 
of implicit thought, as well as elucidation (or ge-
nerative), precision and complex rules of trans-
formational logic (Brutian, 1983, pp. 6-12, Bru-
tian, 1998, pp. 51-70). 

Transformational logic, going beyond classi-
cal logic, and in a number of ways supplement-
ing and enriching it, is very valuable for various 
areas of scientific knowledge and intellectual 
activity from the methodological point of view. 
The toolkit of transformational logic opens up 
new opportunities in the hermeneutic interpreta-
tion and uncovering of latent layers of meaning 
in mental structures and texts. Thus, it brings a 
new impetus to content analysis in sociology, 
organization of advertising activities in the field 
of marketing, mass- and interpersonal communi-

cation, improvement of the culture of political 
negotiations. The methodological apparatus of 
this logical discipline is also very valuable in the 
sphere of legislative activity, logical study of le-
gal acts, and development of technologies for 
their interpretation (Hovhannisyan, H. O., 2008, 
pp. 619-626, Hovhannisyan, H. O., 2019, pp. 
160-166). 

The most important achievement in the field 
of research on the philosophical issues of lan-
guage of Academician Brutian is the develop-
ment of the principle of linguistic complementa-
rity. Analyzing the relations between thinking 
and language by F. de Saussure, W. von Hum-
boldt, works of American researchers B. Whorf 
and Ed. Sapir, revealing the shortcomings of the 
theory of linguistic relativity and the theory of 
linguistic determinism, Brutian proposed the 
principle of linguistic complementarity, reveal-
ing the nuances of the relationship between lan-
guage and thought (Brutian, 1972, pp. 3-144, 
1979, pp. 134-209, 1998, pp. 131- 140). Accord-
ing to this principle, the linguistic picture of the 
world, unlike the logical one, changes to some 
extent during the transition from one language to 
another and brings additional nuances to the log-
ical content defining and enriching it (Brutian, 
1972, pp. 123-124, 1979, pp. 227-228, 1998, pp. 
140-158). 

According to another interpretation of Bru-
tian‟s principle, the linguistic membrane (words, 
expressions, sentences) expressing the thought 
comprises additional information about the per-
ception and assessment of the subject of thought, 
about the peculiarities of the subject‟s (both col-
lective and individual) subconscious attitude to-
wards it (Hovhannisyan, H. O., 2019, p. 179). 

The principle of linguistic complementarity 
has practical-methodological significance in 
terms of researching the gnoseological problems 
of thinking, revealing the subconscious layers of 
an individual‟s psyche, revealing and analyzing 
specific features of the historically formed men-
tality, worldview of the community speaking a 
definite language. As T. Oizerman (1986) rightly 
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notes, it is also a valuable contribution to the de-
velopment of translation theory, methodology, 
and the principles of translational art (p. 89). G. 
Brutian‟s work “The Art of Translation from the 
Perspective of Logic” (2004) is dedicated to re-
vealing the problems of the ratio of content-
semantic and artistic-stylistic components in the 
process of translation (pp. 270-383). 

It is hard to overestimate the role of G. Bru-
tian in the sphere of research of theoretical-
practical problems of argumentation. His schol-
arly articles and monographs, published since the 
1970s of the 20th century, formed the basis for a 
direction in the study of argumentation issues, 
known as “Yerevanian”. Brutian created a gen-
eral theory of argumentation, revealed the pecu-
liarities of philosophical argumentation. The 
studies of the Armenian philosopher are dedicat-
ed to revealing the role of logical and extra-
logical – psychological, aesthetic, eloquent, ethi-
cal, linguistic, processual elements of argumenta-
tion and their relations. Meticulously analyzing 
and not underestimating the significance of the 
illogical elements of argumentation, neverthe-
less, G. Brutyan considers the logical-content 
factor to be the key component of the argumenta-
tion process (Brutian, 1992, pp. 127-140; 156-
168, 1998, pp. 102-109). Touching upon the ex-
amination of defective and imperfect forms of 
argumentation, Brutian proclaims the principle 
“Not by the argument of force, but by the force 
of argument, not by the argument of power, but 
by the power of argument” to be the motto of the 
Yerevan School of Argument (Brutian, 1992, p. 
45). Brutian‟s principles of studying argumenta-
tion have become widespread and recognized by 
international think tanks. They have provided a 
theoretical basis for the many research of leading 
philosophers in the field (Hovhannisyan, H. H., 
2009, pp. 199-238, 2001; Alekseev, 1991, p. 4, 
1999, pp. 125-126).  

G. Brutian‟s (1959) gnoseological studies are 
devoted to the analytical examination of the se-
mantic theory of knowledge, the study of the 
universal nature, analytical, critical, methodolog-

ical, worldview and linguistic features of philo-
sophical knowledge (Brutian, 1972, pp. 3-25, 
1998, pp. 15-23; 32-35). 

In the field of the history of the Armenian 
philosophical thought, Academician Brutian‟s 
researches are especially significant for his com-
prehensive and valuable interpretation of the 
philosophical legacy of the famous thinker of the 
5th-6th centuries David Anhaght (the Invincible), 
in particular, Anhaght‟s theory on the system of 
philosophical knowledge and its peculiarities and 
his logical teaching (Brutian, 1980). In the works 
of D. Anhaght, G. Brutian analyzes several epi-
sodes of defining, reflecting, proving, refuting, 
arguing, which are valuable from the perspective 
of modern studies, and which became the basis 
to classify the medieval Armenian philosopher as 
one of the most influential thinkers during his 
lifetime. Revealing the value of D. Anhaght‟s 
works from the point of view of hermeneutic in-
terpretation of Aristotle‟s works, G. Brutian has 
made a significant contribution also into the de-
velopment of Aristotelian studies (Djidjian, 
1982; Styazkin, 1983). 

Among the scientific-epistemological resear-
ches, it is necessary to single out G. Brutian‟s 
works dedicated to issues of meta-Armenology. 
Textbooks usually begin introducing a material 
with a direct definition of concepts. It often hap-
pens just the opposite way round during the pro-
cess of scientific comprehension: concepts are 
refined, clarified during the settlement of the 
given problem, the drawing up and development 
of the theory, thanks to extensive studies. To be 
able to handle vaguely defined concepts, skillful-
ly implement them and to clarify them in due 
course of time is one of the most important fea-
tures of a creative personality endowed with a 
strong intuition. Qualities that are also character-
istic of Academician Brutian. 

G. Brutian‟s (2004) works “The Subject-
Matter of Armenology and Its Methods”, “Ar-
menology and Metaarmenology” are the result of 
the analysis of the categorical apparatus, system-
ization of methodological bases and philosophi-

WISDOM 2(18), 2021 190

H o v h a n n e s  O .  H O V H A N N I S YA N



 

190 

notes, it is also a valuable contribution to the de-
velopment of translation theory, methodology, 
and the principles of translational art (p. 89). G. 
Brutian‟s work “The Art of Translation from the 
Perspective of Logic” (2004) is dedicated to re-
vealing the problems of the ratio of content-
semantic and artistic-stylistic components in the 
process of translation (pp. 270-383). 

It is hard to overestimate the role of G. Bru-
tian in the sphere of research of theoretical-
practical problems of argumentation. His schol-
arly articles and monographs, published since the 
1970s of the 20th century, formed the basis for a 
direction in the study of argumentation issues, 
known as “Yerevanian”. Brutian created a gen-
eral theory of argumentation, revealed the pecu-
liarities of philosophical argumentation. The 
studies of the Armenian philosopher are dedicat-
ed to revealing the role of logical and extra-
logical – psychological, aesthetic, eloquent, ethi-
cal, linguistic, processual elements of argumenta-
tion and their relations. Meticulously analyzing 
and not underestimating the significance of the 
illogical elements of argumentation, neverthe-
less, G. Brutyan considers the logical-content 
factor to be the key component of the argumenta-
tion process (Brutian, 1992, pp. 127-140; 156-
168, 1998, pp. 102-109). Touching upon the ex-
amination of defective and imperfect forms of 
argumentation, Brutian proclaims the principle 
“Not by the argument of force, but by the force 
of argument, not by the argument of power, but 
by the power of argument” to be the motto of the 
Yerevan School of Argument (Brutian, 1992, p. 
45). Brutian‟s principles of studying argumenta-
tion have become widespread and recognized by 
international think tanks. They have provided a 
theoretical basis for the many research of leading 
philosophers in the field (Hovhannisyan, H. H., 
2009, pp. 199-238, 2001; Alekseev, 1991, p. 4, 
1999, pp. 125-126).  

G. Brutian‟s (1959) gnoseological studies are 
devoted to the analytical examination of the se-
mantic theory of knowledge, the study of the 
universal nature, analytical, critical, methodolog-

ical, worldview and linguistic features of philo-
sophical knowledge (Brutian, 1972, pp. 3-25, 
1998, pp. 15-23; 32-35). 

In the field of the history of the Armenian 
philosophical thought, Academician Brutian‟s 
researches are especially significant for his com-
prehensive and valuable interpretation of the 
philosophical legacy of the famous thinker of the 
5th-6th centuries David Anhaght (the Invincible), 
in particular, Anhaght‟s theory on the system of 
philosophical knowledge and its peculiarities and 
his logical teaching (Brutian, 1980). In the works 
of D. Anhaght, G. Brutian analyzes several epi-
sodes of defining, reflecting, proving, refuting, 
arguing, which are valuable from the perspective 
of modern studies, and which became the basis 
to classify the medieval Armenian philosopher as 
one of the most influential thinkers during his 
lifetime. Revealing the value of D. Anhaght‟s 
works from the point of view of hermeneutic in-
terpretation of Aristotle‟s works, G. Brutian has 
made a significant contribution also into the de-
velopment of Aristotelian studies (Djidjian, 
1982; Styazkin, 1983). 

Among the scientific-epistemological resear-
ches, it is necessary to single out G. Brutian‟s 
works dedicated to issues of meta-Armenology. 
Textbooks usually begin introducing a material 
with a direct definition of concepts. It often hap-
pens just the opposite way round during the pro-
cess of scientific comprehension: concepts are 
refined, clarified during the settlement of the 
given problem, the drawing up and development 
of the theory, thanks to extensive studies. To be 
able to handle vaguely defined concepts, skillful-
ly implement them and to clarify them in due 
course of time is one of the most important fea-
tures of a creative personality endowed with a 
strong intuition. Qualities that are also character-
istic of Academician Brutian. 

G. Brutian‟s (2004) works “The Subject-
Matter of Armenology and Its Methods”, “Ar-
menology and Metaarmenology” are the result of 
the analysis of the categorical apparatus, system-
ization of methodological bases and philosophi-

 

191 

cal understanding of his more than thirty scien-
tific publications on Armenology (pp. 28-40; 60-
72). The author clarifies the content and scope of 
the concepts of “Armenology”, “Armenian sci-
ence” and “metaarmenology”, analyzes a group 
of methods – historical-comparative, hermeneu-
tic, contextual and subtextual analysis, evincive – 
which are more practical in the sphere of Arme-
nology and outlines main directions and tenden-
cies. 

 
Conclusion 

 
Georg Brutian has long occupied his notable 

place among the modern classics of world philo-
sophical thought and meritorious figures of high-
er education. The topics of his scientific interests 
and researches are comprehensive. G. Brutian is 
the author of more than 60 monographs, books 
and textbooks published in 20 languages of the 
world, of about 200 scientific articles. 

He is the founder and author of a number of 
scientific directions and basic methodological 
principles, some of which are: 
 The concept of polylogic, the main ideas of 

which are set out in an article published in the 
Oxford-based magazine “Mind”. 

 Transformational logic, which explores the 
relationship between explicit and implicit 
forms of thought, opens new horizons for re-
searchers dealing with thinking and mental 
communication issues. 

 The logic of translation, which is a new word 
in the field of elaboration of the basic princi-
ples of hermeneutics and translation. 

 The principle of linguistic complementarity, 
which has proved to be crucial both in terms 
of the study of the issues of gnoseology, rela-
tionship between thinking and language, as 
well as the reinterpretation and settlement of 
the problems of language philosophy. 

 Brutian‟s contribution both to the research of 
remarkable episodes of Armenian philosophi-
cal thought (particularly, concerning the tea-
chings of David Anhaght (the Invincible)) 

and making them the property of the world 
scientific community, and to the development 
of the methodological principles of Armeno-
logy - metaarmenology is very valuable, in-
deed.  

 Brutian‟s concept of argumentation theory 
has gained wide recognition and variable ap-
plications. Efficient activities of the Yerevan 
School of Argumentation founded by him 
(which has adopted “Brutian formula” as its 
motto “Not by force of argument, but by for-
ce of argument, not by argument of power, 
but by power of argument”) is highly praised 
by international centers researching issues of 
argumentation, thus, making it possible for 
them to involve various scientists from differ-
ent countries in their projects. 
Brutian‟s works are characterized by avant-

garde-innovative style, his leadership in selected 
spheres, bold discoveries and perspective formu-
lations. 
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