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Philosophical foundations contemporary gerontosocial work 

Actuality to reconsider the traditional ideological constructs and paradigms is 
substantiated. Studying the theoretical and methodological basis for gerontosocial 
work and is the aim of the article. In the context of modernist paradigm “either–or” 
change on postmodernist “and–and” the old age is characterized by not only losses, 
limitations, but also its acquisitions, achievements. 

The age division of life proposed considered not in terms of a linear model but 
from the standpoint of fractal theory (f ages are divided into sub–ages with the effect 
of self–similarity) in the unity of age periods that characterize its beginning, 
flowering, maturity and completion. 

The idea of human life–course integrity proposed to take as the basis at 
gerontosocial work: occurrence sociopsychological problems in old age directly 
depends on resolution difficult vital questions at previous phases, ability to overcome 
crisis conditions – from experience of conflict resolution at previous stages of 
development, search for a way of sticky situations – from the life position that 
produced in the process of previous life. 

Keywords: rhizomes, life course, ages of life, fractal. 
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History of understanding the argumentation issues 

The argument is a speech act, including a system of statements intended to justify 
or refute opinions. It is addressed primarily to the mind of a man who is able to think, 
to accept or reject that view. Researchers associated argumentation art origin with a 
period of establishment of verbal–logical thinking. The need in the art of persuasive 
speeches was appeared with the development of civilizations. The earliest mention of 
the argumentation as an art of debate belongs to ancient India. Worldwide 
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occurrence of the argumentation and logic was from ancient Greece. From its very 
beginning the argumentation developed in Greece in two areas that influenced the 
formation of theory and practice in the future. The argumentation has the form of 
written statements or pronunciations; argumentation theory explores the relationship 
of these statements, not the thoughts, ideas and motives behind them; argumentation 
is purposeful activity: it has the task of strengthening or weakening of someone’s 
beliefs; argumentation is a social activity, since it is aimed at another person or other 
people for dialogue and active response on the other side of the arguments cited. 

Keywords: argument, debate, dialogue, discourse, argument, logic. 
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