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Editorial

The Spring 2015 (Volume 5, Number 2) issue of the journal “Biocosmology —
neo-Aristotelism” is opened by the article of Karl W. Kratky (its title is “Bipolarity
and triadicity in various contexts), which deals with the essential (central for the
Biocosmological Association) matters. Hopefully, this investigation will cause a
critical discussion and the further development, including new endeavors to
contribute to this needful (for BCA) line of research. The next article (prepared in
Russian) continues the development of the Noosphere subject matter — by the authors
Aleksei A. Kochergin and Albert N. Kochergin — their new work is entitled as “Co-
evolutionary interaction between society and nature as a condition for the transition
of the biosphere into the noosphere”.

In carrying out the BCA’s strategy of Triadologic approach to realizing
scholarly endeavors, the analytical study and comparative exploration of Plato’s and
Avristotle’s (super)systems of knowledge as the autonomic (independent) Types of
rationality has an essential significance. In this course, the article of Hisaki Hashi,
entitled “The ousia of Aristotle and the idea of Plato — In view of comparative
philosophy” is really important. Equally, the response of Marianna Benetatou on the
previous critique of her contribution to this area is essential, and should not be
neglected (but critically assessed) by all Association members; its title is: “Post Script
to «Does Plato outline a mathematical-reductionist model of the natural world? The
creation of the world in the Timaeus and Aristotle’s criticism in De Animax”.

The issues of Aristotle’s science and philosophy, in their manifold fields of
study, are the subject for careful research in the works by Dariusz A. Szkutnik and
Rafat Kupczak, under the title “The Aristotelian concept of psyché trophica and
contemporary attempts to conceptualize the functioning of plants holistically”’; and
the exploration of A.S.M. Anwarullah Bhuiyan, who tackles the issue: “Is Aristotle’s
philosophy anthropocentric? A biocentric defense of the Aristotelian philosophy of
nature”. A separate line of research is represented by Jakov V. Tararoyev and Irina A.
Semonkina, their subject matter is the “Possible solution to the Fermi paradox™.

In the section Essays three interesting and thought-provoking works are
presented — Vuk Uskokovi¢’s epistemological exploration of the realms of research
between solipcism and objectivism, his paper is entitled “The Odyssey of co-creation:
Sailing between Scylla of Solipsism and Charybdis of Objectivism”; Makoto Ozaki’s
development of his general study of the issues of Nothingness, in the new work
“Heidegger and the Lotus Sutra on the beginning: opening up of truth as
unhiddenness (aletheia)”’; and Milan Tasi¢’s tackling the grand issue of integrating
the human’s individuality and current IT capabilities (his title is “«The oblivion of
subject» in philosophy and exactness at the present time: From Protagoras to the
theory of chaos™).

For this Issue, a significant development is emergence of the section that is
welcome and to which we give the name “On the shoulders of giants”. This utterance
belongs to Isaac Newton, which he made in 1676, “If | have seen further, it is by
standing on the shoulders of giants.” Here, initially, we publish the annotated
translations of selected chapters from the book “Pitirim A. Sorokin in Review”, 1963,
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made by Vladimir N. Alalykin-lzvekov. He is also the author of the introductory
article entitled “Standing on the shoulders of giants: New horizons for the scientific
study of the social and cultural universe”. Likewise, the publication of the new
translations of P.A. Sorokin’s works is preceded by the message for the section
“Scientific life”, prepared by V.N. Alalykin-lzvekov and K.S. Khroutski, entitled as
“New translations of Pitirim Sorokin — at the site of the Biocosmological
Association”. By implementing this initiative, we hope that it will serve as the
necessary impetus for the development of this important area of BCA’s activity.

June 28, 2015
Konstantin S. Khroutski,
Editor

Penakropckasi craTbs

Breiyck Becna 2015 r. (Tom 5, HOMep 2) xypHasia «BHOKOCMOJIOTHSI — HEO-
Apucrorenu3m» otkpeiBaetcs cratheit Kapia Kpatku (Karl W. Kratky), ee nazBanue
«BUIMONISAPHOCTD M TPUANUYHOCTD B PA3JIMYHBIX KOHTEKCTAX», UMEIOIIECH aKTyalbHOE
(uentpansHoe miig buokocMonoruueckoit Acconuanum) 3Hauenue. Hano Hangearscs,
YTO 3TO MCCJICJOBAHUE BBI3OBET KPUTHUUECKOE OOCYXKJICHHE U TOIYUYUT JalibHEeIee
pa3BUTHE, B TOM YHCIIE€ U B (pOpME HOBBIX padOT, MOJHUMAIOIIMX 3TY HACYIIHYIO (IJIs
BKA) Temy wu, B 1eioM, HampaBieHue wuccieaoBanuid. Crenyromas craThs
MPOJOJIKAET U3yUYCeHHE U pa3BuTHe Tembl Hoocdepbl — OHA BBIMOJIHEHA aBTOpaMu
Anekceem A. Koueprunsim u Anboeptom H. KouepruabiM — ux HOBBIN TPy U3y4aeT
«K02BOIIOIIMOHHOE B3aWMOJICHCTBHE OOIIECTBA U MPUPOJBI KaK YCIOBUE Mepexojia
ouocdepsl B HOOChepy».

B ocymectBienun crparernueckoro aisi BKA Tpuanomormdyeckoro mnojaxoaa B
peanu3alu CBOMX HAy4YHBIX YCUJIMH, aHAIIUTHUYECKOE HU3YUYECHHE U CPABHUTEIBHOE
uccienoBanue IlmaroHOBCKOW M ApPHUCTOTENEBCKOM (CyIep)CHUCTEM 3HAaHMS — Kak
ABTOHOMHBIX (HE3aBUCUMBIX) THIIOB pallMOHATBHOCTU — HUMEET CYIIECTBEHHOE
3HadyeHue. B sToM maHe, Oe3ycioBHO, craths Xucaku Xamu (Hisaki Hashi), mox
nasBanueM «The ousia of Aristotle and the idea of Plato — In view of comparative
philosophy» nmeer Baxkxnoe 3Hauenue. PaBHpiM 00pa3om, orBeT Mapuannsl benerary
(Marianna Benetatou) Ha npeapIAyIIyI0 KPUTHKY €€ CTaThbH B 3TOH 00J1aCTH SIBJIICTCS
CYIICCTBEHHBIM, U KOTOPBIM HE ClieAyeT NpeHeOperaTh (HO KPUTHYCCKH OICHUTH)
BCEM ujicHaM AccolMaluu, Ha3BaHUe ee padboTel «Post Script to “Does Plato outline
a mathematical-reductionist model of the natural world? The creation of the world in
the Timaeus and Aristotle’s criticism in De Anima”».

Bompocsl Hayku u duiiocopuu ApuctoTens, B pasHOOOpPA3HBIX 00JACTAX UX
W3Y4YCHUS, SBIAIOTCS TPEIMETOM TIHIATEIBHOTO HWCCIEIOBaHUS B paborax,
BeimonHeHHBIX  Dariusz A. Szkutnik u Rafat Kupczak, nassanme ux Tpyma «The
Aristotelian concept of psyché trophica and contemporary attempts to conceptualize
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the functioning of plants holistically»; a Taxxke B uccnemosanuun A.S.M. Anwarullah
Bhuiyan, ycrpemimennom Kk pemenuio Bompoca «Is  Aristotle’s philosophy
anthropocentric? A biocentric defense of the Aristotelian philosophy of nature». B
CBOIO OYEpPENb, OTAEIBHOE UCCIEA0BATENBCKOE HAIIPABICHUE MPEICTABICHO SKOBOM
B. TapapoebiM u Hpunoir A. CeMEHKMHOW, UX NPEAMETOM HU3YUYEHUS SIBISCTCA
«Bo3moxkHOe pemeHne napajgokca epmmy.

B pazpene Dcce mpencraBiieHbl TpU MHTEPECHBIE WM HABOJSAIIME Ha TIyOOKHE
pasMbinicHusT pabotei — Byk YckokoBuu (Vuk Uskokovic) MPOBOAUT
AMUCTEMOJIOTHUECKOE MCCIEA0BAHNE B OTHOIICHUU C(epbl 3HAHUM, PaCOI0KEHHON
MEX]Ty COJHMIICU3MOM U OOBEKTUBU3MOM, €TO CTaThsl UMeeT Ha3zBaHue « The Odyssey
of co-creation: Sailing between Scylla of Solipsism and Charybdis of Objectivismy;
Maxoro O3zaku (Makoto Ozaki) mpoBoaut nanpHelee nzydeHue BornpocoB Hudro,
ero HoBas paboTa o3ariaBieHa kak «Heidegger and the Lotus Sutra on the beginning:
opening up of truth as unhiddenness (aletheia)»; 1 Munan Tacuu (Milan Tasic) 3ansr
pEIIeHHUEM TPaHIMO3HOTO BOMpPOCa 00 MHTErpalvi WHIUBUIYATBHOCTH YE€JIOBEKa U
TEKYIIUX BO3MOKHOCTEH HH(POPMAIIMOHHBIX TEXHOJOTUW (HAa3BaHHUE €ro Tpyja,
«“The oblivion of subject” in philosophy and exactness at the present time: From
Protagoras to the theory of chaosy.

3HamMeHaTeNIbHBIM COOBITHEM SIBIIICTCS TIOSIBJICHUE B TaHHOM Brimycke pasznena,
KOTOPBIA SIBJISIETCA JOJITOKIAHHBIM, W KOTOPBIM Mbl Ha3Baiu Kak «Ha miedax
rUraiToB». /lanHoe m3peuenne npuHamiexkut Mcaaky HproTOHY, OH BBICKA3al €ro B
1676r.: “If | have seen further, it is by standing on the shoulders of giants.” («Ecnu s
BHUJICJI Jlaibllieé JPYTUMX, TO MOTOMY, YTO CTOSUI Ha IUI€YaX TUTAHTOBY»). 3/€Ch, B
MEePBBIN pa3, Mbl MyOJIMKYEM aHHOTUPOBAHHBIE TIEPEBOABI OTACIBHBIX TJIAB U3 KHUTH
“Pitirrm A. Sorokin in Review”, 1963, aBTOpoM M KOMMEHTAaTOPOM KOTOPBIX
asiserca Bnagumup H. Ananeikne-M3BexoB. OH Takke MOATOTOBWII BCTYIUTEIBHYIO
CTaThblo, moja Ha3BaHWeM «(CTOs Ha IJie4yaxX TUraHTOB: HOBBIE TOPU3OHTHI IS
HAYYHOTO HW3y4YE€HUs COLUMAIBHOM U KyJIbTYpHOM BcelleHHOW». Kpome Toro,
myOnuKay HOBBIX MepeBoioB TpyaoB I1.A. CopokuHa mpeanecTByeT COBMECTHOE
(aBToper: B.H. Ananeikun-U3BekoB u K.C. Xpyikwuii) cooOieHue ais paszesna
«Hayunas xu3nb», ¢ HazBaHueM «Hoswie nepeBoibl TpyaoB [Iutupuma Copokrna —
Ha caiTte bHOKOCMOJIOrMYecKOM accouuanuun». Peanusys 5Ty WHHUIUMATHUBY, MBI
HAJIEEMCs, YTO OHA TMOCIYXHUTh B KaueCTBE HEOOXOAMMOIrO CTUMYJA JJIsl pa3BUTHUSA
9TOM Ba)KHOM 00J1aCTH B JesaTeaIbHOCTH BKA.

28 uronsa, 2015e.
K.C. Xpyyxuii,
Peoaxmop
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