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Editorial

At the present time, Biocosmological Association is preparing for its sixth
international seminar in Kumamoto (in December 2013). At the same time, our
Journal plans to complete its third volume at the end of this year. In this connection,
finding ourselves in (a sort of) transitional stage — there is a problem for us, once
again (as it was already during the first organizing Seminar on Biocosmology in
2010) — to draw all the associates’ and readers' attention to the basic principles of the
Biocosmological approach under development. In its main conception Biocosmology
aims to carry out a modern form of neo-Aristotelism, but precisely pursuing the goal
of rehabilitating the genuine meaning of the Aristotelian philosophical system in the
world cultural development — precisely in its true sense of the Aristotelian original
scientific Organicism. In this regard, for the convenience of a brief expression of the
entire Biocosmological approach — the formula “Bi0-3/4” exists, wherein:

“Bio-" means just the Aristotelian scientific Organicism that deals with all the
real (empirically evident) world, whether physical or metaphysical (for, basically, the
world-Kosmos is recognized as the one organic whole), hence the bases and
methodological approaches to rational cognition are the same for both scopes, i.e. for
all scientific and philosophical researches;

“4” — aetiological Four-causality, with the cornerstone value of the Aristotelian
principle of hylomorphism and primary significance of the unity of all the Four main
Cosmic causes (c.materialis, c.formalis, c.efficiens and c.finalis), but with the leading
significance of the inherent teleodriven causes — c.finalis and c.formalis-entelecheia;

“3” — methodological Triadicity — the universal coexistence and alternating
(cyclic dynamic) domination as of the Three autonomic spheres of life activity (in
respect to any natural organic entity), as of the Three corresponding (equally
autonomic) supersystems of rational knowledge (with the common subject-matter):
two polar (opposite to each other in their organization and organic functioning); and
the third (but considerably the first) — intermediate — the Integral(ist) sphere of
knowledge.

Therefore, following the Triadic approach — we always deal with the Three
biocosmologies, wherein the Aristotelian (Organicist, AnthropoCosmist)
Biocosmology is just one of the three equal autonomic spheres of knowledge; while
the other two are the Integralist (Holistic, of System sciences) and Physicalist
(Dualist, Anthropocentric) biocosmologies which (each) has its own physics and
metaphysics, aetiology, methodology, anthropology, socioculturology, evolutionary
theory and global studies, etc.

Essentially, the formula of Biocosmology might be extended to “Bio-3/4(l)”,
wherein “I”” signifies the topicality of contemporary Integralist studies, for, precisely
the intermediate Integralist sphere of scholarly endeavours (which place is in-
between the poles of rational knowledge) is the main area of interest and the scope of
Biocosmological association agency (and what essentially demands the true and full
rehabilitation of the significance of Aristotle’s pole of rational Organicism). It is
important to note once again that the essence of Integralist research (which mainly is
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expressed in contemporary systemic, holistic, true interdisciplinary studies, etc.) —
true Integralism is realized in the synchronous equal application and implementation
of an effective synthesis of the rational means (tools of exploration: principles,
methods, patterns, notions, etc.) which are taken (and included in the common
arsenal) equally from the both poles of scientific and philosophical knowledge:
Physicalist (Dualist and Anthropocentric) — Plato’s; and Organicist (Biocosmological
and AnthropoCosmist) — Aristotle’s. This approach is reflected in the author’s
article, headlined “Triadic Biocosmological approach to the development of science
in Russia”.

At the same time, the issue’s opening article (due to its importance) is the work
of Friedrich WALLNER, titled as “Interdisciplinary cooperation: problems and
methods”. This work is precisely a sample of genuine, original and in-depth study in
the field of interdisciplinary (Integralist) research. Although its aetiological bases are
inclined chiefly to the Platonist pole (of Dualism and Anthropocentrism), however
this research realizes a true Integralist study, exercising an actual synthesis of bipolar
means of knowledge. Likewise, it should be noted that Friedrich WALLNER is a
leading representative of the school of Constructive Realism, familiarity with which
will certainly be useful for the members of our Association.

Genuine Integralist research is realized in the work of another scholar from
Austria — Hisako HASHI, her work is entitled “The field of ‘between’ — a concept of
truth for interdisciplinary cosmology”. While arguing the “essence of the Field of
‘Between’” — Dr Hashi makes an insightful conclusion that “the meeting of [A] and
[non-A] constructs a field of an ‘emerging relation depending on each other’
[p.409]. The same quality of profound Integralist character and wide range of
(ethical) issues under consideration is demonstrated in the next (Russian-language)
work of the author from Azerbaijan — Kyzylgyul Yasin kyzy ABBASOVA, her work
is headlined “Reflection of the concepts of biocosmological unity in the history of
ethical ideas”. However, therein, evaluating the Biocosmological approach, author
mistakenly attaches to Biocosmology the main essence of system approach, while the
Biocosmological studies are based on the fundamental principles of Organicism and
Biophysical fundamental functionalism.

Three other works which represent important Integralist researches (in the light
of Organicist principles) — belong to the regular contributors of our Journal: Nargis
NURULLA-KHODJAEVA, her work is given under the title “Community as a
sociocultural anti-structure in Central Asia”; Alexander A. SOMKIN, his article is
entitled as “The personality as «Organic Self» in the organicist conception of A. J.
Bahm”; and Sergey N. GRINCHENKO, with the article’s title “Cybernetic view on
hierarchical structure of the human psyche” (the latter is done in English).

Two more works explore and develop the ideas of the two prominent thinkers of
our time — the Indian philosopher Sri Aurobindo (1872-1950), who is the founder of
Integral Yoga; and the Japanese philosopher Tanabe Hajime (1885-1962) whose
creativity is considered and developed in the general view of the Kyoto school of
philosophy (and broader context). Herein, the authors are Sivanandam
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PANNEERSELVAM, his title is “Biocosmological and cosmotheandric vision of Sri
Aurobindo”; and Makoto OZAKI, his work is entitled as “Tanabe s philosophy in the
comparative contexts”.

Finally, in this issue — we are pleased to note that three interesting book reviews
are included in the content. They reflect two attractive contemporary books —
“Russian Cosmists: The Esoteric Futurism of Nikolai Fedorov and His Followers”,
by George M. YOUNG (2012); and “Teleology, First Principles, and Scientific
Method in Aristotle’s Biology”, by Allan GOTTHELF (2012). Young’s “Russian
Cosmism” is subjected to in-depth analytical study by Leonid P. Churilov and Ivan L.
Churilov; while Gotthelf’s “Aristotle’s Biology” becomes the object for study and
thoughtful reviews by Anna Makolkin and Georges Chapouthier.

In conclusion, we wish to reiterate that we sincerely expect and welcome
criticism from our readers. In this respect, a convenient form is likewise the use of
our “Discussion Forum” at the BCA-website.

October 20, 2013

Konstantin S. Khroutski,
Editor
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Pepakropckas crarbs

B mnacrosimem buokocmosormueckas accouuanusi TOTOBUTCS K MPOBEICHHUIO
CBOETO IIEeCTOr0 MEXIyHapoaHoro cemuHapa B Kymamoro (B aexadpe 2013r.). B To
xe BpeMs ee JKypHasl TUIaHMPYET 3aBEPIIUTh CBOM TPETHIl TOM B KOHIE TEKYIIETO
rojia. B aToil cBA3M, HAXOASCh HA CBOETO POJia BAXKHOM MPOMEKYTOUHOM pyOexe —
JUTSl HaC BHOBb BO3HUKAET 3a/1a4a (Kak KOrJa-To B XOJ€ MEePBOT0 OPraHU3alMOHHOTO
cemuHapa 1o buokxocmonoruu B 2010 romy) — oOpaTuTh BHHMAaHHME BCEX YJICHOB
Acconmaniuu M 4ydTareledl  HAa  OCHOBHBIE  NIPHUHIMIBI  Pa3BUBAEMOIO
buokocmonornyeckoro noaxoaa. B ¢cBoed OCHOBHOM KOHLENIMH bHOKOCMOJIOTHS
OTHOCHTCSI K COBpEMEHHOH (hopMe Heo-ApHUCTOTENU3MAa, HO UMEHHO Tpecienys Ielb
BOCCTAHOBJICHHSI TOJUIMHHOM poii ApHCTOTENEeBCKONH (Umocockoit CUCTEMBI B
MHPOBOM  KYJbTYPHOM Da3BUTHH — COOCTBEHHO B WCTHHHOM 3HAYCHHUH
ApHUCTOTENIEBCKOTO OpHUIMHAIbHOrO HaydyHoro Opranunusma. B a3Toil cBsizu, s
ynoOCTBa KpaTKOro BBIPAKEHUS LEIOCTHOM CyIIHOCTH buokocmomorunueckoro
nojxoja cymiectByet Gopmyia — «buo-3/4», rue:

«buo-» o3HavaeT Kak pa3 HayuHwviti Apucmomenesckuti Opeanuyuzm, AMEIOIIAM
JIENO0 CO BCEM pEAIbHBIM (AMIUPHUYECKH JOCTOBEPHBIM) MHUPOM, HEBAKHO
¢buzndeckuM unum MeraduzmdeckuM (nbo, mup-Kocmoc mnpusHaercss B KauecTBe
€IMHOTO0 OPTaHUYECKOTO IIeJIOT0), CJIEOBATEIHHO, OCHOBAHUS U METO/I0JIOTUYECKUE
MOAXO0/bl K PAlMOHAIBHOMY TO3HAHUIO OJMHAKOBHI /I 00enx 00JjiacTel MO3HaAHUSA,
T.€. OJIMHAKOBBI JUIsI BCEX HAYYHBIX U GUIOCO(CKUX UCCIICIOBAHUM;

«4» — amuonoeuueckyro Yemulpex-npuuuHHocmy, ¢ KpaeyrojbHbIM 3HAYEHHEM
ApHUCTOTENIEBCKOTO MPUHIMUIIA 2uiemMopdu3ma — B IEPBYIO OUEPEb YTBEPKIAIOIIETO
CJIMHCTBO BCeX 4-X OCHOBHBIX KOocMHU4Yeckux mpwuuH (c.materialis, c.formalis,
c.efficiens wu c.finalis), HO ¢ BemymmM 3HaueHHWEM BHYTPCHHUX MPUCYIIUX
nenenBmkuMbIx puauH — C.finalis u c.formalis-entelecheia;

«3» — memoodonocuueckyro Tpuaouynocms — yHUBEpPCATbHOE OJHOBPEMEHHOE
CYIIIECTBOBAHKE U MOOYEpeHOE (IUKINYECKOE TMHAMUYECKOE) TOMUHUPOBAHUE KaK
Tpex aBTOHOMHBIX cdep KU3HEAEATETLHOCTH (B OTHOIICHUU JHOOOTO MPUPOIHOTO
OpraHUYecKOTro CyObeKTa), Tak U Tpex COOTBETCTBYIOIIUMX (B paBHOU Mepe
ABTOHOMHBIX) CYIEPCUCTEM pAIlMOHAIBHOTO 3HaHUS (C OOIMM TPEeIMETOM
MO3HAHUS): JBYX MOJSPHBIX (MPOTHUBOMOJOXKHBIX JIPYr APYTY IO OpraHu3alud U
b pexTuBHOMY (GYHKIIMOHUPOBAHHIO); U TPEThe (HO CYIIECTBEHHO MEPBOM IO

3HAUCHUIO) —  npomedxcymounou — WurerpanbHoit (MHTerpamucrckoii) cdepsr
3HAHUS.

[Toatomy, cnenys TpuanndyeckoMy MOAXOAY — MBI BCETIa UMeEEM A€o ¢ Tpems
OMOKOCMOJIOTHUSMH, rae ApucroreneBckas (Opranunucrckas,

AntponoKocmuctckast) buokocmosnorus siBAsS€TCS TOJIBKO OAHOW M3 TPEX PaBHBIX
aBTOHOMHBIX c(ep 3HaHHWS; B TO BpeMs KakK JByMS JAPYTHUMH SBISIOTCS
WNurerpanucrckas  (Xonuctckasd, CucreMHblx Hayk) U DOU3HKAIUCTCKAS
(Hdyanuctckas, AHTPOMOIEHTPUCTCKAsI) OMOKOCMOJIOTHH, KOTOpbIE (KaXaasl) UMEeT
CBOI0O COOCTBEHHYIO (HU3MKYy U MeTapu3HWKy, OSTHUOJOTHUIO, METOJOJIOTHIO,
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AHTPOMOJIOTHIO, COLMOKYJIbTYPOJIOTHIO, 3BOJIOLUOHHYIO TEOpUI0O U TI00aIbHBIC
UCCJIEIOBAHUS, U T. 1.

[To cymectBy, (Qopmyny buokocmosoruu MOXKHO U pacuiputbh 10 «buo-
3/4()», roe «M» O3HAYAaEeT AaKTyallbHOCTb COBPEMEHHBIX VHTErpalncTCKux
MCCJIEIOBAHMM, TTOCKOJIBKY UMEHHO MPOMEXYTOUHasi — Mumeepanucmcekasa — cepa
HAay4YHOU JESATEIbHOCTH (JIOKAJIM30BaHHAS Medcdy TOMI0CAMHU  PAllMOHATIBLHOTO
3HaHWS) TPEACTaBIAECT TJABHBIM MHTEpEC U 00JacTh JEATEIBHOCTH A
buokocmonornyeckoit accouuanud (M 4TO MO CYHIECTBY TpeOyeT HMCTUHHOW H
MOJIHOM peadWIMTAlMK 3HA4Y€HUs APHUCTOTEIEBCKOrO IOJIIOCAa PAlMOHAIBHOIO
Opranunuszma). BaxHO BHOBb OTMETUTH, YTO CYIIHOCTh WHTErpammcTckux
HcCIieIOBaHUM (TJ1aBHBIM BBIPAQKEHUEM KOTOPBIX Ha CErojHs sIBIstOTCS CHCTEMHBIE,
XOMUCTUYECKUE, WCTUHHBIE MEXIUCUUIUIMHAPHBIE HWCCIEIOBAHUS W T.L.) —
UCTUHHBIM HWHTErpamu3mM COCTOUT B OJHOBPEMEHHOM pPaBHOM MPUMEHEHUH W
oCymIecTBICHUU S(PPEKTUBHOTO CHHTE3a PAIlMOHAIBHBIX CPEACTB (MHCTPYMEHTOB
MO3HAHUS: MPUHIIUIIOB, METOOB, MATTEPHOB, OHITHUI U T.1I.), KOTOpbIe OepyTcs (U
BKJIFOYAIOTCSA B OOIIMU apceHall) B paBHOM Mepe C O0OMX IOJIFOCOB HAy4YHOTO U
¢bunocodckoro 3HAHUSA: PU3HKAITMCTCKOTO (dyanuctckoro u
AHTpPOMOLIEHTPUCTCKOTO) — [ImaToHOBCKOTO; u OpranuuucTcKoro
(buokocmonoruueckoro 1 AHTponoKocMUCTCKOro) — ApucToTeaeBCKoro. JlaHHBIM
MOAXO0/J OTpaXeH B aBTOPCKOM cTaThe, TMOJM Ha3zBaHueM «Tpuaduyeckutl
buorxocmonocuueckuii nooxoo k eonpocam pazsumus Hayku 6 Poccuuy.

B To ke BpeMsi, OTKpBIBAIONICH BBIMYCK CTaThed (BCJIEACTBUE €€ Ba)KHOCTH)
sBisieTcs: pabora @puapuxa BamiHepa, ee HazBanue «Interdisciplinary cooperation:
problems and methods». [lanHbli Tpya mpeacraBiseT coOoil oOpasen Kak pas
MOJUIMHHOTO, OPUTMHAJIIBHOTO M TJIyOOKOTO U3Y4YEHHUSI BOMPOCOB MPOBEICHUS
MeXIUCIUIUIMHApHBIX  (MHTerpanucrckux)  uccienoBanuid. W xoTs  ero
ATHUOJIOTUYECKUE OCHOBAHUS TJIaBHBIM 00pa3oM CKIOHAIOTCA K IlimaroHucTckoMy
nomocy (yanusma u AHTpPOMOLIGHTpU3MA), HO 3Ta paboTa peanu3yeT HUCTUHHOE
NuTerpanucrckoe  HUCCIENOBAHME,  OCYLIECTBIISIA  JIEMCTBUTEIBHBIM  CHUHTE3
Pa3HOMOJIAPHBIX CPEeACTB Mo3HaHuA. Cleayer Takke OTMETHTh, 4To Ppuapux
BAJUUIHEP sBnsgercs BeaylMM NpeAcTaBUTENEM IKOJIbl KOHCTPYKTHBHOIO
Peanu3ma, 3HaKOMCTBO ¢ KOTOPBIM OYyJI€T HECOMHEHHO IMOJIE3HBIM JIJI YJICHOB Hallleh
Accoumanuu.

[Tognuanoe WHTErpaaucTcKoe HCCIIEeNOBAaHUE TaKXKe pealn3yercss B padoTe
apyroro yueHoro u3 ABctpuu — Xucaku XAIIIU, ee pabora o3arnaBneHa kak «The
field of ‘between’ — a concept of truth for interdisciplinary cosmology».
AprymeHTHpyss BONPOC «CYIIHOCTH ‘IIpomexyTOYHOro monst’», AOKTOp Xalu
JieNIaeT TPOHUIIATEIbHBIA BBIBOM, 4TO «the meeting of [A] and [non-A] constructs a
field of an ‘emerging relation depending on each other» [c.409]. To xe kauecTBO
MIPOHUKHOBEHHOTO  VIHTErpajJucTCKOrO  aHajliu3a W HIMPOKOrO  CIEKTpa
paccMaTpuBaeMbIX  (37€Ch, OJTHUYECKHUX) BOMNPOCOB JEMOHCTPUPYETCS U B
(pycckos3piuHOM) paboTe aBTOpa M3 A3sepOaimxaHa — ee uMsa Kb3puirionb ScuH
kbi36l ABBACOBA, pabora o3arnaBieHa Kak «Ompadicenue 8 ucmopuu 3mudeckux
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npeocmasieHull udei OUOKOCMONo2UYecKo20 eduHcmea». Tem He MeHee, 37ecCh,
OIICHWBAsT bHMOKOCMOJIOTMYECKHI  TMOAXOJ, aBTOp OIMMOOYHO TMPU3HAET B
BroOKOCMONIOTHH OCHOBHYIO CYIIHOCTh CHCTEMHOIO IOAXOAAa, B TO BpeMsl Kak
buokocMmonornyeckue — McciueoBaHUS ~ HAa  caMOM  JieJie  OCHOBaHbl  Ha
(byHIaMEHTAIbHBIX MPUHITUIIAX Opranunuszma u buoduszuueckoro
byHIaMEHTAIBHOTO (PYHKIIMOHAIHU3MA.

Tpu npyrue pabGoThl, ¢ NPEACTABICHHBIMU BaXXHbIMU MHTEerpamucTckumu
UCCJIEIOBAaHUSMU (B cBeTe MpUHIMMIOB OpraHunu3Ma) — IpUHAIJIEKAT MOCTOSTHHBIM
asropam Haumero Kypnama: 3to Hapruc HYPVYIUIA-XO/XKAEBA, ee pabora
myONMuKyeTcs 1moa Ha3BaHUEM «OOwuHa Kax COYUOKYIbMYPHASL AHMUCPYKIMYPA 8
Llenmpanvnou Azuuy»; Anekcannp A. COMKUH, ero crarbsi o3ariaBieHa Kak
«Jluunocms kax «Organic Selfy 6 opeanuyucmcxoii xonyenyuu A. /ic. baamay; n
Cepreit H. TPUHUYEHKO, c¢ na3BanueM cratbu «Kubepnemuueckuti 632110 HA
uepapxu4ecKkylo Ccmpykmypy uenogedeckou ncuxuxuy (IOCIEIHSS BBIIOJIHEHA Ha
AHTIJIUACKOM SI3bIKE).

Eme nBe paboTbl HCCIENyIOT W Pa3BUBAIOT UAEH JBYX BBIAAIONIUXCS
MBICJIUTENIEH COBPEMEHHOCTH — HWHAUNCKOro ¢uiocodha U OCHOBOIOJIOKHUKA
unrerpanpHoit Horun pu Aypobunmo (1872-1950); u smonckoro dunocoda
Xamxume Tanabe (1885-1962), TBOpPUECTBO KOTOPOTO paccMaTpuUBaeTCs M
pa3BUBaeTcs B 00ImeM 3HadeHUU JocTikeHuit Kuorckoit mikonbsl pumocodpuu (u
Oojee IMIUPOKOM KOHTEKCTe). 3aech aBTopamu BbicTynmaroT llluBananmam
ITAHHEEPCEJIBAM, na3Banme ero cratbu «Biocosmological and cosmotheandric
vision of Sri Aurobindo»; u Makoto O3AKU, ero Tpyxa o3arnasicH Kak «Tanabe’s
philosophy in the comparative contextsy.

HakoHer, B 3TOM BBIITYCKE, MBI PaJibl OTMETUTH TOSIBICHHE TPEX HWHTEPECHBIX
perieH3nii. OHA OTPaKAIOT JIBE MPHUBIICKAIONINE BHUMAHWE KHHUTH, MOSBUBIINACCS B
nocneanee Bpems — «Russian Cosmists: The Esoteric Futurism of Nikolai Fedorov
and His Followers», aBropom kotopoit siBisercs George M. YOUNG (2012); u
«Teleology, First Principles, and Scientific Method in Aristotle’s Biology»,
Harucannoit ~ Allan GOTTHELF (2012). «Pycckmit kocmuszm» (I'.M. Slura)
MO/IBEpraeTcss TIyOOKOMY aHATMTUYECKOMY H3Y4YEHHI0 cO CTOpoHbl Jleonwma II.
Uypwunoa u MBana JI. Uypunona; B To Bpems kak «ApuctoreneBckas buonorus» (A.
['otTxenda) cTaHOBUTCS MPEIMETOM JJII U3YUYEHUS U BIYMUYUBOTO PEIEH3UPOBAHUS
co ctopoHbl AHHBI MakoJsikuH u JKop:ka Hanoytsepa.

B 3akmrouenue, MBI JKelaeM eIie pa3 MOAYEPKHYTh, YTO HCKPEHHE JKIEM U
MPUBETCTBYEM KPUTHYCCKHE 3aMEYaHHs OT HaIMX udrtareined. B sTom Tiane,
yaoOHOU (dopMOil Takke SBISETCS HCHOJb30BaHUE HAMIETo «JlMCKYCCHOHHOTO
dhopymay, Ha caiite bBuokocMoJIOTHYeCKON ACCOIHAIUU.

20 okmsabps 201 3e.
K.C. Xpyyxuu,
Peoaxmop.
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