Editorial

The publication of the “Biocosmology — neo-Aristotelism” Volume 7, Number 1
(Winter 2017) is a special Issue, which, as possible to state — crowns the end of the
previous seven-year starting period (since 2010) of BCA activity, and which results were
discussed at the 13ISBC in Moscow, on November 16, 2016; and which contributes to
the start of the next 7-years period of activity, with its new perspectives and the new
essential goals and tasks of development. The work of the 13ISBC, in the given Issue, is
likewise reflected in the work of Sergey N. Grinchenko and Yulia L. Shchapova, that is
headed as “On the biological prehistory of archaeological epoch: Numerical modeling”.
As for the forthcoming event (141SBC, planned to be held in Cracow, in July) and which
Is generated to lead to the development of a New Vision for realizing the general
Triadological strategy of BCA development — a great importance is placed on the
continued studying and re-examination of the Collective article (of ten authors,
published in the given Issue) that is constituted of the main part, entitled as “Challenging
integralism, Aristotelian entelecheia, hyle and morphe (form), and contemporary
concepts of information, touching upon the aetiological issues of carcinogenesis”, its
authors are: Josef Bremer, Konstantin S. Khroutski, Rudolf Klimek, and Ryszard
Tadeusiewicz; and of the six reflecting feedbacks. The latter include the following
papers: “Looking for an Integral Biocosmology — Critical comments on the
“Challenging Integralism” Paper”, by Paul Beaulieu; ‘“Matter, information and cancer:
Notes related to the «Challenging Integralism»”, by Ana Bazac; ‘“Sema/sign,
semasia/meaning and toying with semantics in Aristotle’s translated texts — Response to
the «Challenging Integralism»”, by Anna Makolkin; “Some additional reflections on the
«Challenging Integralism»”, by Leonardo Chiatti; “Biocosmology and the “Socratic
problem” in philosophy — Remarks on the «Challenging Integralism»”, by Milan Tasi¢;
and “Epigenetic phenomenology of entirety: General comments and observations on
epigenetic information (induced by the article on the «Challenging Integralism»”, by
Dariusz Szkutnik.

All the six reflections are neither “critical reviews” nor “full-bodied articles”, but
precisely the essential “reflecting feedbacks” of the members of BCA. The point is that
the journal “Biocosmology — neo-Aristotelism” is the working organ of the
Biocosmological Association, and our genuine need is to introduce new modalities and
forms for the innovative scholarly proposals realization, thus resolving the issues of
BCA own efficient development. Significantly, the authors (of the Collective work)
generalize and synthesize their scientific advancements achieved during the preceding
decades of thorough explorations, and which are expanding across previously defined
disciplines. In this course, it becomes increasingly imperative that we actually need the
new methodologies (even more — cosmologies) — to reach the goals of genuinely
Integralist scholarly endeavors, starting from the actualization of the contemporary
Information conceptions.

In this, the name of famous Francis Bacon naturally comes to mind. Indeed, yet in
the XVII-th century, Francis Bacon (1561-1626), who fiercely fought (and eventually
won) against the Aristotelian naturalism (based on Entelechism and Hylemorphism) — in
the name of triumph of Dualist idealism (mathematics) and physicalism (empiricism,
materialism and reductionism), and their experimental (i.e. artificial) application —
Bacon himself taught (in the 1620, in his famous “Novum Organum”) that “truth is
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rightly called the daughter of time and not of authority”; and concluded that scientific
gentlemen (of his time) were under “the spell of antiquity, of authors and of consent”,
which had “so shackled men’s courage that (as if bewitched) they have been unable to
get close to things themselves.” In very deed, we have the same situation (but, four
centuries later — already with quite an opposite meaning); and science certainly is not a
religion (wherein, man pursues One the same religion and speaks exclusively the same
language — of the given fundamental invariable “religious” doctrine), but, quite the
contrary — the institute of science (as the essential constituent of culture) is naturally
heterogeneous (Triadological) and undergoes the dynamic cycles of development and
transformation; and, for this, in our XXI-st century — the time is ripe.

In this light, it is not a coincidence for this Issue (in the section “Bibliography and
criticism”) that the review on the book “Anthroposophy and Science. An Introduction” is
given, whose author is Peter Heusser — BCA’s Board member, and who is an
outstanding scholar precisely in the area of contemporary Integralist studies. This review
is developed by Paul Beaulieu.

Konstantin S. Khroutski, Editor (May 4, 2017)

Penakropckas crarbs

[TyOnukanus Tekyuero Bblmycka «bHOKOCMOIOrMM — HEO-ApPUCTOTEIN3Ma», TOM 7,
Homep 1 (3uma 2017) — 3T0 cenuanbHbIN BBIMTYCK, KOTOPBIA, KAK MOKHO KOHCTaTUPOBATh
— TMOABOJUT WTOT MpeAblaymieMy (HadanpHOMY) cemuietHemy (¢ 2010 r.) mepuoay B
nestensHocTd BKA, m ero pesynbrarel obcyxnanuch Hamu Ha 13ISBC B Mockse, 16
HOs10pa 2016 roma; M, KOTOpBIM, OJNHOBPEMEHHO — 3HAMEHYET Hayajuo CIEIYIOIIEro
CEMUJIETHETO TE€pHOJa AaKTUBHOCTH, C €ro HOBBIMU TEPCIEKTHUBAMHU, U HOBBIMH
CYLIECTBEHHBIMU LEISIMU W 3amadamu pa3BuTus. PaGora 131SBC Ttakke orpakeHa B
naHHoMm Bbimycke B cratbe Ceprest HukonaeBuua ['punuenko u FOnum JleoHHIOBHBI.
[IlammoBoi, mmeromel Ha3zBaHne «(O OWOIOTHYSCKOW MPEIBICTOPUH apXEOJIOTHISCKON
AMOXHU: YHCIEHHOE MojenupoBaHue». UTo Kacaercs NPEICTOSIIEr0 MEpONpUsATUs
(14I1SBC, kotopoe muiaHupyetcss mpoBecTH B KpakoBe, B WIOJi€), U KOTOpOE Kak pa3
TOTOBUTCA JJIA pa3paOOTKM HOBOTO BUICHUS B peanu3anuu oOmei Tpuamonorudeckoit
ctpaterud B pa3BuTu BbKA — 3mech Oonblioe 3HayeHHWe NpuAaeTcs AajdbHeHemy
M3YUYEHUIO U Pa3BUTHUIO MOJIOKEHUH, N3JI0KEHHBIX B KoyiekTuBHOW cTaThe (B padoTe Haj
KoTOpo# mpuHsM ydactue 10 aBTopoB), myOnukyemon B gaHHOM Brimycke. Ota pabota
COCTOMT M3 OCHOBHOM uacTu, Ha3zBaHue Kotopoil «Challenging integralism, Aristotelian
entelecheia, hyle and morphe (form), and contemporary concepts of information, touching
upon the aetiological issues of carcinogenesis», moaroroBienHoi 4 asropamu: Mosedom
bpemepom, Koncrantunom C. Xpyukum, Pymomspom Kriumekom wu  Prrmapgom
TaneyceBnueM; M IIECTH AHATUTUYECKUX PAOOT, PA3MBILUISIONIMX HAJ OCHOBHBIMU
MOMEHTaMH IEHTPAJIbHBIX TMOJOKEHUN BCEro mccienoBaHus. K MaHHBIM pa3MBITTUICHUSAM
oTHocsTcs cienyromue paboter: «Looking for an Integral Biocosmology — Ciritical
comments on the “Challenging Integralism” Paper», Ilona bonbe; «Matter, information
and cancer: Notes related to the “Challenging Integralism”», Aubr basak; «Sema/sign,
semasia/meaning and toying with semantics in Aristotle’s translated texts — Response to the
“Challenging Integralism”», Awnusl MakoakuH; «Some additional reflections on the
“Challenging integralism”», Jleonapao Uwmartn; «Biocosmology and the “Socratic
problem” in philosophy — Remarks on the “Challenging integralism”» Munana Tacuua; u
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«Epigenetic phenomenology of entirety: General comments and observations on epigenetic
information (induced by the article on the “Challenging Integralism”)», Jlapuyiia
[IxyTHuUKA.

Bce mectb coctosBmuXcs pediaexkcuii Helb3s CUMTaTh HU  «KPUTHYECKHUMHU
pELEH3USIMI», HU «IOJHOLIEHHBIMU HAyYHBIMU CTaThsIMW», HO 3TO MMEHHO CEpPhE3HbIE
pa3MbllUIeHHs (B IUIaHe 0OpaTHOW CBSI3U) CO CTOPOHBI Benymux yueHbix BKA, kotopsie
ABJISIFOTCSL CYLIECTBEHHBIMM M Ba)KHBIMHU ISl Pa3BUTHS MOAHSITHIX BOIPOCOB. Bee neno B
TOM, 4TO XypHan «buokocMonorusi — Heo-ApUCTOTENU3MY SIBIIIETCA PabOYUM OpraHoM
buokocmosnoruueckoit acconuanuy, M Haled peanbHOM MOTPEOHOCTHIO  SIBISETCS
BHEJJPEHUE HOBBIX MOJAIBHOCTEH M (QOpM ISl pean3allid WHHOBAIMOHHBIX HAay4YHBIX
MPEeIOKEHUM, TeM caMbIM pemias Borpochl 3@dextuBHoro pazputus BKA. Baxkho
OTMETHUTb, YTO aBTOPHI 37eCh (B mpousBeaeHHOM KoiekTuBHOM Tpyjne) o0oOmaT u
CUHTE3UPYIOT HAy4YHbIE JOCTHUKEHUS, NOCTUTHYTHIE 3a NPEIUIECTBYIOLIUE ACCITHICTUS
CBOMX OPUTMHAJBHBIX TIIATEIbHBIX UCCIIEIOBAHUN, U KOTOPHIC, KaK MPABUIIO, BHIXOAT 32
paMKH CYIIECTBYIOIIUX (OMPEACICHHBIX COOOIIECTBOM) HAy4YHBIX AWCIUIUIMH. B 3TOM
pycine Bce Oosiee HACyIIHOM CTaHOBHUTCS 3aJada BHEIPEHHS HOBBIX aKTyaJbHBIX
Meroaosioruii  (0osee TOro — KOCMOJIOTHM) HAy4YHOM JEATENBbHOCTH, CIIOCOOHBIX
o0ecreyuTh JOCTHKEHHE 1IeNIel TOATUHHO MHTerpanucTCKuX HayqHbIX YCUITUHN, HAUWHAS C
aKTyalu3aluu cCoBpeMeHHbIX MH(POpPMAIIMOHHBIX KOHIIETIITHIA.

B stom mane, Ha yM cpasy npuxoauT ums 3Hamenutoro ®dpsncuca bakona (1561-—
1626), xortopwrii, eme B XVII Beke, sApocTHO OoOpoJsicss MPOTHUB APHUCTOTEIEBCKOIO
HaTypaiu3Ma (OCHOBAHHOTO Ha DJHmenexuzme W eunemopgusme) BO UMS TOPKECTBa
AyaJHUCTUYECKOTO Haeanu3Ma (MaTeMaTuku) U ¢u3nkamuzMa (3MIUpU3Ma, MaTepuagnima
U PEAYKIIMOHU3MA), U UX IKCIIEPUMEHTAIBHOTO (T.€. HCKyCCTBEHHOT0) MPUMEHEHHUS; U KTO
B KOHEYHOM MTOT€ 1oOeIu1 — HO caM ke bakoH oOHapyxuit u yuun (B 1620 roxy B cBoeM
3namenuToM «Novum Organumy), 4To «MCTUHY IO MPaBy HA3bIBAIOT JI0YEPHIO BPEMEHH, a
HE BJACTH»; W UYTO HAY4YHBIC KCHTJIIBMEHBI (€r0 BPEMEHH) HAXOIWIHCh IOJ «4apaMu
IPEBHOCTH, ABTOPUTETOB M COTJIACUS», M YKa3blBal HA «IPOSIBJICHUS BelWYalIIeH
TPYCOCTU» U «KOHCEHCYaJIbHOTO COIJIACHS) CPEIU YUEHBIX, KOTOPbIE «HACTOJIBKO CKOBAJIH
MYKCKYIO CMEJIOCTh, YTO (Kak OyJITO OKOJJOBAHHBIC) YUECHBIE OKA3aJIMUCh HECTIOCOOHBIMU
NpUOIM3UTHCS K TIOHUMAHUIO CyTH Beliei». KoHeuHo ke, Hayka He MOXET ObITh 1M0100Ha
pEIUTHY, TJC YEIOBEK MPECIeIyeT OJHY U Ty K€ PEITUTHI0 (M TOBOPUT MCKITIOYUTEIBHO HA
OJIHOM $I3bIKE — JAaHHOTO (PYyHIAaMEHTaJbHO HEM3MEHHOTO «PEIUTHO3HOTO» YUYeHHs), HO,
HAIMPOTHUB — MHCTUTYT HayKH (KaK CyIIECTBEHHAs COCTaBIsAOMas KyabTyphl) eCTECTBEHHO
HeonHopoeH (TpuamonoruyeH), ¥ €CTeCTBEHHBIM 00pa30M MOJIBEPraeTcsi TMHAMUYECKIM
[IMKJIaM Pa3BUTHS U TpaHcpopMmaiuu; 1 yTo B HammeM XXI Beke (4eThIpe CTONETHUs CITyCTs)
peabHO HACTaJo BpEeMs JII HOBBIX «TEKTOHWYECKHUX CABUTOB» (M yXKe TIPSIMO B
MIPOTHUBOIIOJIOAKHOM HAIPABJIECHUU) B OTHOIIEHUH KOCMOJIOTHYECKUX U METOJI0JIOTHYECKUX
OCHOBAHU HAYYHOW JIESTEIBHOCTH.

B »TOoM cBeTe He ABNISETCS CIIy4allHOCTHIO MOSBIICHHE B IAHHOM BBIITYCKE (B pasfene
«bubnuorpadust m kputhka») — oO3opa kHuru «Anthroposophy and Science. An
Introduction», aBTopom kotopoii siBnsiercst wieH Cosera BKA Tlurep Xoiiccep, oH xe —
BBIJIAIONIUIICS YUEHBIN HIMEHHO B 00JIaCTH COBPEMEHHBIX MIHTErpaIncTCKUX UCCIIeIOBAaHUM.
OT1oT KpuTHUECcKuil 0630p noaroronieH [lonom Bombe.

K.C. Xpyyxuu, Peoakmop (4 mas, 2017 r.)
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