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Editorial

The Spring (2017) BCnA-Issue is opened by the paper of Ana Bazac, entitled as
“Three concepts in the history of the knowledge of the world (cause, consequence, telos)
and a conclusion”. In her work, the author aims at a deeper understanding of “Causality as a
way of Knowing” and the notion of “Telos”, in its relation to Aristotle’s (super)system of
rational knowledge — all this is really topical for BCA development.

“Biocosmology — neo-Aristotelism” Vol.7, No.2-Issue is likewise characterized by the
interesting works that were previously planned and expected. These are the article of Anna
Makolkin, which is devoted to one of the most prominent neo-Aristotelians of the
Renaissance (Pietro Pomponazzi) who promoted Aristotle’s natural philosophy, contrasted
with the thought of Plato, thus continuing the ongoing comparative analysis of Platonism
and Aristotelism. The title of this work is “Pietro Pomponazzi — the most representative
Avristotelian of the Italian Renaissance”. Another worth considering work (that contributes
to the important study of Pitirim A. Sorokin’s scholarly heritage) belongs to Vladimir
Alalykin-Izvekov, and is entitled “The anatomy of a sociocultural crisis: calamities in
Pitirim A. Sorokin’s philosophy of history”.

In a particular way, we express our satisfaction with the fact that two leading Japanese
scholars — Kiyokazu Nakatomi and Makoto Ozaki — continue to develop their in-depth
research on the achievements of the Kyoto School of Philosophy. Their new works are
presented in this Issue, and are entitled, respectively — “The Dialectical Unification of
Christianity, Marxism and Japanese Buddhism: on the Basis of Tanabe’s Philosophy of
Nothingness”; and “The Asymmetry of Historical Actuality: its Double Focusing Elliptic
Structure”. It is noteworthy that in the section “Criticism and Bibliography” there is a
discussion precisely on the recently published book by Professor Nakatomi. The author of
the review is Georges Chapouthier; the title of the author’s book is “Philosophy of
Nothingness and Love (Building a New World of Philosophy)”. The next paper (in the
section “Bibliography and criticism”) is prepared by Hans-Martin Sass, its title: “Dynamism
in Integrated Bios: A comment on ‘Challenging Integralism’”. In his work, the author
reflects on the article by Josef Bremer, Konstantin S. Khroutski, Rudolf Klimek, and
Ryszard Tadeusiewicz: “Challenging integralism, Aristotelian entelecheia, hyle and morphe
(form), and contemporary concepts of information, touching upon the aetiological issues of
carcinogenesis (with reflecting feedbacks of Paul Beaulieu, Ana Bazac, Anna Makolkin,
Leonardo Chiatti, Milan Tasi¢ and Dariusz Szkutnik)”; published in the journal
Biocosmology — Neo-Aristotelism Vol. 7, No. 1 (Winter 2017):8-111.

A special moment is the publication of Book of Abstracts (in the section “Scientific
life”) — of the World Congress “Biocosmology and Cancer”, which is held, concurrently
with thel4ISBC, in Cracow, Poland, on July 14-15, 2017. 14th International Symposium on
Biocosmology is entitled as “Recognizing Teleological and Integralist approaches in
contemporary biology, medicine and health sciences; and reinstating Aristotle’s scientific
Organicism (Entelechial naturalism, teleological physics)”.

Finally, in the section “Discussion Forum” — the groundbreaking paper of Victor B.
Kudrin is placed, which title is “Fibonacci sequence as universal genetic code of cosmos”;
herein the author develops the “hyletic” method and approaches the substantiation of “future
hyletic information technology”.

June 18, 2017
Konstantin S. Khroutski, Editor
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Pepakropckas crarbs

Becennuii (2017) BCnA-BeImyck OTKpbIBaeT CTaThsl AHBI ba3ak, koTopas o3arjiaBjieHa Kak
«Tpu moHATHSA B UCTOpUM MO3HAHUS MHpa (MpUYHMHA, CIEICTBHUE, menoc) W 3aKioueHue». B
CBOEIl paboTe aBTOp CTpeMUTCcs K Ooiiee TiydokoMy noHumanuto «lIpuumHHOCTH Kak criocoba
NO3HaHUsA» W MNoHATHA «Temoc», W €ero CBA3M C CHCTEMOM palMOHAIBHOIO IO3HaHUSA
ApucTOTeNs — BCE 3TO JEUCTBUTEIBHO aKTyalbHO JJIs1 pa3BuThs bKA!

OTOT BBIIYCK TaK)XE XapaKTEpU3YyeTCsl MHTEPECHBIMH PAadOTaMH, KOTOpbIE paHee HaMu
IUTAHUPOBAIMCH U OXKUIAINACH. JTO cTaThsl AHHBI MaKOJIKMH, TOCBALIEHHAs OAHOMY M3 CaMBIX
BBIJIAIOLINXCS MPEAICTaBUTENIEH HEOapUCTOTENEeBCKOro 3HaHuUs snoxu Bospoxnenus (IIserpo
[ToMmonanm), KOTOpPHIA MpOMaraHAUpPOBai €CTECTBEHHYIO0 ¢uiaocopuio  ApucTtoTens,
OpoTUBONOCTaBIAA el «uaew» IlnatoHa, u Takum o00pa3oM NPOAOIKAsE U pa3BUBAL
cpaBHUTENbHBIM aHanu3 [lnatonusma m Apucrtorennsma. Hazpanue 3toit pabotsl — «IlbeTpo
[TomnoHannmu — caMblil IPENCTAaBUTENBHBIA IOCIEN0BAaTENb APHCTOTENS B HTAIbIHCKOM
Bo3spoxnenuny». Jlpyroit 3aciyXuBaromuil BHUMaHUs TPy (KOTOPBIM CIOCOOCTBYET U3YUEHUIO
HaygHoro Hacineauss II.A. CopokuHa, uTto BaxkHO i1 pa3Butuss bKA) npunamiexur
Brnagumupy AnanslkuHy-3BeKoBy, ero HazBaHHE — «AHAaTOMHS COLMOKYJIBTYPHOIO KpH3HUCa:
6encteus B puiiocoduu ucropun [Iutupuma A. CopokuHay.

OtaenbHBIM 00pa3oM, Mbl BBIp@KAEM CBOE YJOBJIETBOPEHHE TeM (PaKTOM, UTO JIBOE
BUJHBIX ANOHCKHUX ydeHbIX — Knékazy Hakaromu n Makoro O3aku — NpoJOJKAIOT pa3BUTUE
CBOMX INIYOOKHX HCCJIEJOBAHUN B OTHOIICHUH K JOCTHXeHUAM KnoTckoit mkounsl puisocodpun,
U UX HOBbIE paboThI MpeacTaBieHbl B 3TOM Brimycke. OHU o3arjaBieHbl, COOTBETCTBEHHO, KaK
«The Dialectical Unification of Christianity, Marxism and Japanese Buddhism: on the Basis of
Tanabe’s Philosophy of Nothingness»; u «The Asymmetry of Historical Actuality: its Double
Focusing Elliptic Structurey. [IpumeuarensHo, uto B paszaene «Kputuka u oubmuorpadus» Kak
pa3 MPOUCXOIUT OOCYKJIEHHWE HENaBHO ONyOnMKoBaHHOW KHHMruU mpodeccopa Haxatomu.
ABtopoM penensun spisercs JKopx YanoyTreep, a Ha3BaHUEM aBTOPCKOW KHUTH SIBIISIETCS —
«Philosophy of Nothingness and Love (Building a New World of Philosophy)». Cnexyromias
CTaThsl B 3TOM pa3jiesie noaroropiaeHa Xancom-Maptunom Caccom, ee HazBaHue «Dynamism in
Integrated Bios: A comment on ‘Challenging Integralism’». B cBoeii pabore aBTOp
pa3sMBILUISET HAaJl CTaTbEeN ﬁose(ba bpemepa, Koncrantuna C. Xpyukoro, Pynonsda Knumeka u
Peiiapna TaneyceBuua: «Challenging integralism, Aristotelian entelecheia, hyle and morphe
(form), and contemporary concepts of information, touching upon the aetiological issues of
carcinogenesis (with reflecting feedbacks of Paul Beaulieu, Ana Bazac, Anna Makolkin,
Leonardo Chiatti, Milan Tasi¢ and Dariusz Szkutnik)», omnyOnukoBaHHOW B KypHaje
Biocosmology — Neo-Aristotelism Vol. 7, No. 1 (Winter 2017):8-111.

OcoObiM MOMEHTOM siBisieTcsi nybnukanust (B pasnene «Hayunas sxusHby) COOpHHKA
Te3ucoB — BecemupHoOro koHrpecca «bHOKOCMOIIOTHSI M paKk», KOTOPBIMA MPOBOJUTCS, HapsALy C
14ISBC, B Kpakose, [lonpmra, 14-15 urons 2017 r. 14-it MexayHapOJIHBIH CHUMIIO3UYM TIO
buokocmonorun o3arnasneH 3aech kak «lIpusHanume Teneonormueckux u MHTErpammcTckux
HOJIXO0J0B B COBPEMEHHOM OWOJOTMH, MEIUIMHE M HayKax O 3/J0pOBbE, U B IICJIOM
BOCCTaHOBJIEHUE HaydyHoro Opranunmsma ApucToTens (ero DHTEeNeXHalbHOro HaTypajlu3ma,
Teneosorudyeckoil ¢usukn)». Hakowen, B pasnene «JluckyccuoHHBIM (opym» mnomenieHa
HOBaTOpcKasl (OTKpPHIBAIOIIAs HOBBIE TOPU30HTHI) cTaThsi Bukropa b. Kyzapuna, Ha3zBaHue
KoTopoit — «Psng ®duboHayunm — yHUBEpCANbHBIH KOA KOCMOCA»; 3/IeCh aBTOP pPa3BHBAET
«TWIETHYECKHU» MeToJ M mpulOamkaercs K 0OOCHOBaHHMIO «Oyaylied T'HIIeTHYEecKO
UH(OPMALIMOHHON TEXHOJIOTUM.

18 urons 2017 2. K.C. Xpyyxuu, Pedakmop
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