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Editorial

The military-political situation in the world remained complex throughout 2023; and that is believed
to be due to the objective processes of “global transformation” taking place in the world, i.e. charged
with the global reorganization of the world socio-cultural order. One of the consequences of these
ongoing “processes” was the sanctions measures against Russia, in general, in line with attempts to
isolate Russia from interaction with the whole world. As a result, scientists from many countries
(directly or indirectly) were forced to refuse (or temporarily abstain) from cooperation with our

international Journal, but which has ‘residence’ (registration) in Russia.

Eventually, all this could not but also have a negative impact on international scientific cooperation.
We have also experienced this in our own publishing endeavors. This year it was possible to prepare
for publication only one issue of the journal Biocosmology — Neo-Aristotelism. It will make up the
X111 volume of our edition — “Biocosmology — neo-Aristotelism”, Volume 13 (Yearly Issue, 2023).
Significantly, this issue, first of all, continues the development of the Biocosmology Initiative (BCI),
first of all, by bringing its topical issues to the international discussion. This time, in the section
“Discussion of the Biocosmology Initiative”, the article is published “What is Biocosmology and the
Biocosmology Initiative? Response to 6 critical articles by Chinese scholars. Part 1”; its author,
Konstantin S. KHROUTSKI.

The section of scholarly articles opens with a paper by Anna MAKOLKIN, titled as “Aristotle and
Alexander of Macedon — By-products of Greco-Macedonian Cultural Symbiosis and Eternal Tribal
Contest” — the latter gives us remarkable information about the national origin and cultural
background of the great figure of Aristotle. The following article is presented by S.N.
GRINCHENKUO, its title is “Triad of time types “Chronos-Cyclos-Kairos” — from the position of the
model of nature’s self-controlling processes”. Next, with the study of the topic “Consciousness and
its meaning, ontologically” is the work of Xinyan ZHANG. This is the author’s first publication in
the BCnA Journal, but the scholar has big plans for the development of his topic : therefore, readers
may find it interesting and useful to immediately and in depth familiarize themselves with this serious
work and the author's approach. The next final (of the section) publication is the (also debuting) article
by Hao LIU, its title “The model of intentionality in Aristotle”.

The Essays section of this Issue includes the (long awaited) work of Yuri Pavlovich ARSHBA, a
scholar from Veliky Novgorod; his paper is titled as “On the sustained interest of contemporaries in
the nature of the Aether”. This study raises the topic of the significance of physical aether; the
relevance of the study of which not only does not pass with time, but beyond any doubt increases the
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appeal of its study in the present. Another published essay, which also cannot fail to interest the
reader, belongs to Anna MAKOLKIN: here the author applies Aristotle's theory of cultural universals
to the study of the content of famous proverbs; and that is unlikely to leave the reader in an indifferent

(disinterested) state; the title of her work is “Universality of Proverbs and Aristotle's Universals”.

Finally, the Issue is completed by the 24ISBC-Book of Abstracts (of the 24™ International Seminar
on Biocosmology), which had as its topic the “Biocosmological U-turn towards the Organicist Pole
of Triadological scholarly knowledge and the North-Eastern vector of the peaceful world
evolvement”. Significantly, a number of the theses here are extended statements of the issues raised
by the authors; as it is demonstrated with respect to the speeches of professors A.l. ORLOV; S.N.
GRINCHENKO, Leonardo CHIATTI, Xiaoting LIU, A.S. KOZHEMYAKOV, Miriam
FERNANDEZ, and others — all this will definitely arouse the reader's genuine interest.

December 22, 2023 Konstantin S. Khroutski, BCnA editor

Penakropckasi crarbs

BoenHo-nonuTHueckass 00CTaHOBKAa B MUPE COXpaHsIACh CIOKHOM, Ha BceM npoTskeHuu 2023r.; u
YTO, KaK CYMTAETCs, SBISETCS OOYCIOBJICHHBIM MPOUCXOIAUIMMU B MHpPE OOBEKTUBHBIMHU
MpoLeccCaMu «IJI00aIbHOM TpaHchopManuny, T.€. 3apsHKEHHBIMU Ha TII00abHOE MEPEeYCTPOMCTBO
MHPOBOT'O COIIMOKYJIBTYPHOTO Mopsiyika. OTHUM U3 CIIEACTBHUI JAHHBIX MPOUCXOISAIINX «IIPOIIECCOB)
CTaJli CaHKIIMOHHBIE MEphI B OTHOLIEHUH Poccun, B 11€J10M B pyciie NONbITOK u3onsuuu Poccun ot
B3aUMOJICHCTBHSI CO BCeM MHpPOM. B pe3synbraTe, ydeHble MHOTHX CTpaH (IpSAMbIM, WIH
OIOCPEOBAaHHBIM 00pa3oM) OBbLIM BBIHYXKIEHBI OTKa3aTbCs (WJIM BPEMEHHO BO3JEPXkKATbCs) OT
COTPYIHHYECTBA C HAIIIUM MEXIYHApOAHBIM JKypHAIOM, HO HMEIONUM ‘TIPOIUCKY’ (PETHCTPAIIUIO)

B Poccum.

B koHeuHOM cueTe, Bce 9TO HE MOIJIO HE CKa3aThCs OTPHUIATEIBHO TAK)KE HAa MEXIYHApPOIHOM
HAyYHOM COTpYJHHYEeCTBE. PaBHBIM 00pa3oM, MBI OLIYTHIIA 3TO U Ha MPHUMEPE CBOETO M3aaHus. B
3TOM TOJIy OKa3aJIOCh BO3MOKHBIM IOATOTOBHTH K ITYOJIMKAIIMHA TOJIBKO OJIMH BBITYCK JKypHAala
«bBuoxocmonoeus — neo-Apucmomenusm». On u cocraBut X1 rom Hamero uznanus — Biocosmology
— neo-Aristotelism, Volume 13 (Yearly Issue, 2023). CymiecTBeHHO, YTO AaHHBIN Bhimyck, mpexe
BCETO, NTPOJIOJDKACT pa3BuTHE huokocmonocuyeckou Muuyuamusol (bKI), B mepByro ouepenp myreM
BBIHECCHHSI €€ aKTyaJbHBIX BOIPOCOB Ha MEXIyHApoaHOE OOCykIeHHe. B 3TOT pas. B pasmene

«Obcyacoenue  buoxocmonocuveckou Huuyuamuewvt» myOnukyercs ctatess «Ymo makoe
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buokocmonoeus u buokocmonoeuueckas Hnuyuamuea? Omeem Ha 6 Kpumuyeckux cmamet

Kumatickux yuenwvix. Yacmo I»; e€ aBtop, K.C. Xpyuxuii.

Pa3znen Hay4HbIX cTaTell OTKpbIBaeT paboTa AHHBI MaKoJIKHMH, 03aryiaBlieHHas Kak «Apucmomens u
Anexcanop Makedonckuti — nobouHvle NpOOYKMbl 2PeKO-MAKeOOHCKO20 KYIbMYPHO2O CUMOUO3A U
6EYHO20 CONnepHuYecmeda niemeH» — TOCIEAHsAs COOOIIaeT HaM YAUBUTEIbHBIC CBEICHHSA O
HAI[MOHATILHOM TPOMCXOXKIECHUU U KYJIBTYPHON MPHUHAIIC)KHOCTH BEIHKOW (PUTYPHI APHUCTOTEIS.
Crnenytomias craths npeactasinena C.H. 'punuenko, e€ HazBanue «7puada munos epemén « Xponoc-
Luxnoc-Katipocy — ¢ nosuyuti Mooenu npoyeccos camoynpasienus npupoosi». Jlamnee, ¢ nsydeHuem
teMbl «CosHaHue u e2o cmvicl, onmoao2udeckue acnekmol» BbicTynaeT Tpya CunbsH Uxana. 9to
nebroTHas myosukanus aBropa B BCnA-xypHane, HO ydeHbIi UMeeT OoblINe MIaHbl Ha pa3BUTHE
CBOCH TEMBI : MOITOMY YHUTATEISIM MOXKET OKa3aThCs MHTEPECHBIM M MOJIE3HBIM Cpa3y yriIyOJIEHHO
03HAKOMHTHCSI C ITOM CEPhEe3HOM pabOTOM M aBTOPCKUM ToaxoaoM. Creayromei 3aBepiaroiei
(maHHBIA pa3nen) MyOJauKamHMer cTaHOBUTCA (Takke neOroTHas) ctaThsi Xao JIMY, e€ nasBanue

«Mooenb unmenyuonanrvbHocmu y Apucmomens.

B pa3znen Occe, B aTrom Brimycke, BkiItoueHa (JaBHO OXKuaaemas) paboTa Hay4yHOrO COTPYIHUKA
HosI'Y Opus IlaBnoBuua ApmObl. TO HCCIEOBaHUE MOJHUMAET TeMy (PU3UUYECKOTO 3HAUCHUS
3¢upa; aKTyalbHOCTh U3YUYEHHUSI KOTOPOTO HE TOJBKO HE MPOXOJIUT CO BPEMEHEM, HO U BHE BCSKOTO
COMHEHMsI MOBBILIIAET MPUTATATEIbHOCTh CBOETO M3YYEHHUs B HACTOSIIEM; Ha3BaHHE ABTOPCKOIO
acce, «06 ycmouuusom unmepece co8peMeHHUK08 K npupooe dgupax». Jlpyroe myoamKyemMoe dcce,
KOTOpOE TaKXKe HE MOXKET He 3aMHTEPEeCcOBATh YUTATENS — MPUHAAICKUT AHHE MaKOJIKHUH : 3/1€Ch
aBTOp MpPHUMEHSET TEOPHIO KYJIbTYpHBIX YHHMBEpCATUl ApPHUCTOTENS K H3YUYEHHUIO COJAEPIKaHUS
M3BECTHBIX IOTOBOPOK; M UTO HABPSI JIU OCTABUT YUTATEIIS B PABHOYIIIHOM (HE3aMHTEPECOBAaHHOM)

COCTOSTHUM; Ha3BaHUE €€ paboThl « VHusepcanbHocms nocnosuy u ynusepcaiuu Apucmomensiy.

Haxonen, Beimyck 3aBepmaetr Kuura TesucoB 24ISBC (XXIV MexaynapogHoro cemMuHapa Mo
brokocmonorun), MMeBIIIero CBoek TeMoil: «buoxocmonoeuuweckuii pazgopom k Opeanuyucmckomy
noniocy Tpuadonocuueckozo nayunozo 3nanus u Cesepo-Bocmounomy eéexkmopy muposoeo-peaceful
pazeumusy. CyIEeCTBEHHO, YTO PSAJ TE3UCOB 3/1€Ch MPECTABISAIOT 000 pa3BepHYTOE U3IIOKEHHE
MOAHATBIX AaBTOPAMH BOMNPOCOB; KaK 3TO JEMOHCTPUPYETCS B OTHOLICHUHU BBICTYIUICHUN
npodeccopoB A.W. Opnosa; C.H. I'puruenko, Jleonapao Kesrtu, Csioruna Jlny, A.C. KoxxemsikoBa,

Mupuam @epHaHes3, U Ip. — BCE 3TO OINPEICTICHHO BBI30BET Yy YUTATENsl HEMOJICJIbHBIN HHTEpEC.

22 nexabps, 2023 r. Koncrantun C. Xpyukwii, BCnA-pexakTop
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What is Biocosmology and the Biocosmology Initiative?
Response to 6 critical articles by Chinese scholars. Part 1

Konstantin S. KHROUTSKI?

Yro Takoe buoxocmosorus u buokocmossornueckasgs Uannnarusa?

OTBeT Ha 6 KPUTHYECKHUX CTATell KUTallCKUX yuyeHbIX. YacTs 1

Koncrantun C. XPYIIKHH

Abstract. In 2021, the Biocosmology Initiative was released. In 2022, 6 articles from Chinese authors
were submitted to the Discussion section of the BCnA-journal, which critically examine the Initiative;
and what is now an important resource for the whole BCA community activities. In response, with
great appreciation to the colleagues : the authors start (with the given paper) a reciprocal reflection
on the stated worthwhile theses, presenting now the first (initial) part of the reflexive response on the
valuable critique by Chinese scholars; here starting with the main notions of Biocosmology, aiming
here at the “rectification of names” (according to Confucius).

Keywords. Biocosmology, Taoism, holism.

Pe3rome. B 2021 rony 6bu1a omyoaukoBana MaunmaTtuea no 6uokocmonorun. B 2022 rony B pasaen
«O6cyxnenne» xypnaia BCnA Obuto momano 6 craTeil OT KHTaiCKHMX aBTOPOB, B KOTOPBIX
KPUTUYECKH paccMaTpuBaeTcss VHMIIMATHBA; U TO, YTO CeHyYac SIBIAETCS BAXKHBIM PECYpCOM ISt
JesaTelbHOCTH Beero coobmectBa BCA. B oTBeT Ha 370, ¢ 0OJIBIION 0J1aro1apHOCTBIO K KOJIJIETaM:
aBTOpHl HAUMHAIOT (JAHHOW CTaThel) B3aMMHOE OCMBICICHUE 3asBJICHHBIX JOCTOMHBIX TE3UCOB,
MPEJCTaBIsAs ceiyac MepBylo (HAYaJbHYIO) YacTh PE(IESKCHBHOIO OTBETa HA LIEHHYIO KPHUTUKY
KATACKMX YyYEHBIX; HAYWHAS C OCHOBHBIX TOHSATHIA OHOKOCMOJIOTMH, CTPEMSCh 3leCh K
«UCTIpaBIIeHUIO UMeH» (110 coBaM Kondyuus).

Knrouegnie cnoea. briokocMomorus, 1a0CHU3M, XOJIH3M.

! Novgorod State University named after Yaroslav the Wise, Veliky Novgorod.
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Introduction: the main notions of Biocosmology. The question is often asked: What is

Biocosmology and the Biocosmology Initiative — is it a worldview or a science?
Here the answer is unambiguous — it is in unity both the first and the second.

To begin with, we note immediately that the basic concept of Biocosmology is the subject of life (or
living subject) —an autonomic active universal entity capable of Auto-changing and Auto-evolvement
(in the complexity of organization), in the universally Auto-evolving Biocosmos.

In the Biocosmological approach, the notion of a subject of life (subject of EvoProcess, in the
abbreviated form — subject) — here subject has the universal significance; it is the natural-scientific
concept of a free (to move and interact) physical (Natural, Cosmic) autonomic individual entity.
Subject of life refers both to naturally living (by Nature) world-Kosmos as a whole; and to each subject
of the living Biocosmos (any of their countless number on planet Earth) — from a free micro-particle,
to free (autonomic) man and society-civilization, and the whole mankind. Each one is a living subject
by Nature, i.e. it is originated from within (produced by) the integral Auto-evolving world-universe
(Biocosmos, Kosmos, EvoProcess).

At the same time, each living subject is a (micro)Kosmos itself — through coherent organizing other
needed subjects for its/her/his consistent successful Auto-evolvement. Essentially, within the Auto-
evolving Biocosmos : here the main inner potential, powers and possibilities of each subject of life,
throughout its full lifetime (ontogenesis) — all this exists for the ultimate, to the fullest extent,
realization of purposefully-organized (Telos-telic — Entelechist, goal-driven) Auto-evolvement; with
the ultimate attainment and realization by the subject of its/her/his natural inherent Functionalist
(effector) abilities; and that all is realized on the basis of constant Auto-maintenance and Auto-

management, at the homeostatic (rather, homeodynamic)? level, of all its/her/his vital functions.

To conclude, Biocosmology (“Bio-" with a capital letter) deals with the study of any life phenomenon
realized by an individual subject of life — as the organ within the Biocosmic Evolutionary Process
(EvoProcess)®. In other words, the scope of Biocosmology becomes the scientific study of all kinds

of natural (natural science) subject ontogenesis, studied at all levels and in all processes of its

2 Homeostasis - maintaining the constancy of optimal (for life) parameters of the internal environment of the
organism; and that is provided due to the activity of internal forces of the subject, hence —
homeodynamics becomes a more appropriate term here.

3 The notion EvoProcess means, in the Biocosmological approach — naturalistically inherent Auto-ascending
(by complexity of organization) evolutionary Process of living Nature and Cosmos — Biocosmos, or
Kosmos.
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organization — both the singular integral EvoProcess itself and the life individual ontogenesis of any
subject. Naturally, for today, out of all their uncountable multitude : our primary scholarly interest is
directed at the study of both the wholesome ontogenesis of a contemporary man; and the wholesome
ontogenesis of a positive civilization (“cultural-historical type”*; or the ontogenesis of “ethnos” and

“superethnos”)® — consistently at all strata of the EvoProcess: Geophysical, Biospheric,

Anthropological, Sociocultural, Ecological and Noospheric.

In everything, for each subject of the EvoProcess : here the cornerstone becomes the universal
Biocosmological principle of free ontogenetic Auto-ascension of the subject to successively higher
(in the complexity of organization) strata of the individual Evo-ontogenesis (of everything and
everyone — within the Kosmos and the EvoProcess’s current Time). It is important to note that the
single integral Kosmic EvoProcess realizes its Auto-ascension (in the complexity of organization)
precisely through individual effector Telos®-contributions into the common EvoProcess — by a great
multitude of active-effector subjects, actually constituting and realizing the single integral

evolutionary Biocosmist (Biocosmological) movement.

Because of its comprehensiveness, Biocosmology is essentially in need of a universally recognized
reference framework — in order to achieve mutual understanding between scholars’, and subsequent
effective interaction. For the BCA such conceptual all-encompassing bases are, first of all, the
doctrine of Taoism; and Aristotle’s OrganonKosmology, with its main principles of entelechism and

hylemorphism. It is significant that both the original Aristotelian concept of Organon; and the

4 Following the civilization theory of N. Ya. Danilevsky (1822-1885).

® According to the theory of ethnogenesis by L. N. Gumilev (1912-1992).
6 Telos (Greek: téloc) — in the Biocosmology, the concept telos (in full accordance with the Greek téloc)

means “result of action”, and it has the natural-scientific significance : since Telos-“result of action”
originates in and is generated by the endogenous entelechist driving Biocosmic forces-causes that act
from within the subject; and which (telos-generated energy) is aimed at the achievement and realization of
a higher (in complexity) result-contribution to the comprehensive movement of the EvoProcess. A
famous judgment of Cicero says: “The Greeks by Telos understand the supreme, ultimate or final Good”.
With regard to Aristotle's science, another statement is significant, by John Herman Randall, Jr. [1962];
here the renowned scholar concludes that the Aristotelian “break with Plato is complete: natural teleology
(italics is our. — Authors) has nothing to do with reason and ‘purpose’, which in English implies
‘conscious intention’ but is a mistranslation of hou heneka and telos”. This issue is discussed in detail in
the BCnA-article with the title “Editing the English version of the Biocosmology Initiative, year 2022”
[Khroutski, 2022].

" Often the situation is such that scholars propose their own (different) concepts, but which are difficult to
perceive from the first time — because of the diversity of their basic concepts and, consequently, the
expressed variability of their conceptual and terminological apparatus (hence, challenging the difference
and seeming dissimilarity of the terms used in the designation of the same general principles) in the
ongoing research.
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derivative Biocosmological meaning of the term organic — the meaning of both derives from the
Greek 'Opyavov, which has the original meaning of “instrument” (“tool” and “means” to achieve the
goal-result) — i.e., the intended result of an action. Organon, in fact, is the natural goal-function of
any organ (subject), which realizes and undergoes its entelechist ontogenetic path in Biocosmos.
Therefore, Biocosmology should be considered as a contemporary scientific and philosophical

expression of the teachings of Aristotle and Lao-tzu.

1. Contribution of Chinese scholars to the evolvement of the Biocosmology
Initiative
Of great appeal and value to the BCA are the works of Chinese scholars®, who aim to critically
examine the merits and demerits of the Biocosmology Initiative (BCI) put forward in the BCA. With
great interest, in the course of their study : we made it our task to examine in the works of Chinese
scholars both the essential points of their agreement with the principled grounds and objectives of the
BCI put forward; and divergence with the BCI positions, or issues of insufficient understanding of
certain tenets of the Initiative. In general, at the first stage, our goal is to identify and emphasize the
key points of the BCI, which are still a bit difficult to understand for scholars — mainly in relation to
the proposed comprehensive (Biocosmological — Organicist) approach; and which require their
additional full clarification — to be subsequently put on the agenda of contemporary scientific and

philosophical activity, to its evolving and actual exercise.

The scrutiny of the Biocosmology Initiative (BCI) has been undertaken since the 2021. This study is
organized within the framework of the Biocosmology community, within the pages of the journal
“Biocosmology — Neo-Aristotelism”, and its initiators are Russian and Chinese scientists.
Undoubtedly, the initiated work makes a great contribution to the growth of fundamental Organicist
(Biocosmological) thinking of modern scholars — which directly leads to the scientific understanding
of naturalistic (natural science) dynamics of the present and future evolvement of the living peace-
world of the Earth; as a manifestation of the successively higher result of the Auto-evolution of the
living Kosmos (EvoProcess). Therefore, our current task (with respect to the BCI) is to conduct a
comparative study of substantive papers (that explore the BCI) presented by Chinese scholars. To
date, we have six papers, all published in the previous, 12" volume of the BCnA-journal in the section
“Discussion of the Biocosmology Initiative”. These papers and their brief designations (for referring

to) are:

8 All 6 papers were published in the Biocosmology Initiative Discussion section, in Volume 12 of the BCnA-
Journal.
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1-(MV&CI) “The Methodological Value of the Biocosmology Initiative and Its Contemporary
Implications for the Construction of a New Civilization” by ZHANG Xihua and LIU Jingyuan;

2-(PhThs) “Philosophical Thoughts on Biocosmology” by CAO Mengqin;

3-(RTrC) “From Modern Science to Contemporary Science: Rejection of Transcendental

Cosmology and Exploration of the Biocosmology” by XIAO Xianjing;

4-(VBT&PP) “The Value of Biocosmology for Today and Some Issues on the Path toward its
Practice: Comments on “Addressing the Scientific Community —the Biocosmology Initiative”
by CHI Xuefang and YE Ping;

5-(NPhBMC) “A New Philosophy Beyond Traditional Mechanical Cosmology” by ZHOU Guowen

etal;

6-(MHWEX) “Biocosmology: A Model of Humanity's World Experience in the 21st Century” by
JIANG Hongyu and GAO Han.

2. Pro et Contra: Chinese scholars' views on the Biocosmology Initiative

Naturally, we proceeded initially with the task of ascertaining those important research positions, in
the works of Chinese scholars — which are substantially consistent with the premises of the Initiative.
Thus, in the (NPhBMC)-study : the authors agree that “we should re-interpret the cosmology of the
17" century in an organic way, realize the contemporary turn of the organic cosmology, and finally
form a systematic and scientific philosophical worldview and the methodology of building a new
human civilization.” [p. 383]. Another (MVV&CI)-research upholds this position and complements it:
“the Initiative has not only the methodological significance of scientific cognition but also the
contemporary significance of constructing a new civilization at its beginning.” [p. 261] In the next
(VBT&PP)-study and analysis of the Initiative : here, the authors make a significant statement that
Biocosmology “presents a way of scientific understanding and thinking, as well as a picture of
scientific knowledge structure oriented toward the future propelling the construction of the global
community with a share future for humanity that are revealed in the development of human
civilization as the world undergoes tremendous changes unseen in a century.” [p. 393] For their part,
authors of the (PhThs)-research point out that “Biocosmology constructs a bio-cosmos where man
and nature are integrated and the world is regarded as a complete, self-developing and subjective bio-

cosmos,” [p. 269].

It is particularly noteworthy that (MV&CI)-authors note a direct link between building the
Biocosmological scientific approach and the overriding principle of Taoism. The latter establishes
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the inherent Auto-evolvement and successive Auto-ascension (in complexity) of the real physical
world (Nature, Kosmos®): “that the cosmos is inexhaustibly generating, moving, transforming and
evolving in the process.” [p. 262] The authors here cite a key statement from the teachings of Lao
Tzu: “Tao generates One, One generates Two, Two generates Three, Three generates ten thousand
things.” [Legge, 2008] In the Biocosmological approach, the notion of EvoProcess means the
naturalist! inherent Auto-ascending (in complexity of organization) evolutionary Process of living
Nature and Cosmos — Biocosmos. The main gist here is that the naturalistic essence of the
Organicist'! EvoProcess presented is all quite consistent with the meaning of the Tao in the teachings

of Lao Tzu.

As for the criticisms and responses of Chinese scientists to the Biocosmological Initiative (and the
Biocosmological scientific approach itself) : there are many of them; and all of them have a
constructive character, i.e. a wonderful property to stimulate the work of thought — suggestive and
make you think; in general, powerfully activate thinking. If you try to answer all of them, then the
result will cover many areas of philosophical and scientific knowledge, and the total length would
require a book format, but not a single article. Thus, the (RTrC)-author introduces problematic issues
and organizes them as subheadings of his article: «1. Is the “transcendental cosmology” followed by
modern science a “mechanical cosmology”?; 2. Is the Biocosmology towards which contemporary

science is moving Aristotle's?;» [Xiao, 2022].

% Once again, here the notion ‘Kosmos’ is etymologically derived from the Greek term kdopog — the world
order, universe and as an expression of a higher order.

10 Naturalism and “naturalist”, from Lat. Natura (meaning “birth, world order”, Russ. — ITpupoaa; and which
derives from nasci, “to be born, originate”; further from archaic gnasci; derived from Praindoevr. *gen-
/*gn- “to beget, produce” — see: https://ru.wiktionary.org/wiki/natur%C4%83) — and what is the Auto-
evolvement, inherent in nature; and where nature, in the broadest sense, is the physical world or the
Universe. Substantively, in the etymological relation : the terms natural and naturalist are synonymous
with the lexemes physical and physiological, since “physical” is derived from the Greek ¢pvon (phusi,
meaning “nature”), and the latter comes from the Ancient Greek gvm (phyo — growing, maturing,
developing); thus, initially enclosing in the natural and naturalist meaning of Auto-evolvement and Auto-
ascension of the subject, in the complexity of a living organization.

11 Organon (from the Greek 6pyavov — organ, instrument, appliance, instrumentality), thus the essential
function (organ’s or living subject’s function), which EvoProcess usefulness is the crucial property for a
living subject’s ontogenetic survival and evolvability.
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3. Organicism and holism: starting with the definition of leading concepts

(“rectification of names”, according to Confucius)

In this connection, it was suggested to highlight first the points of significant misunderstanding of the
BCI by Chinese scholars; and, in the course of their characterization, to refer to some important

statements of the criticizing or supplementing authors.

We note, firstly, that Chinese authors do not see the all-encompassing meaning of Biocosmology —
namely, the cosmological (universal) encompassing the whole of existence as dynamically Auto-
evolving. In Biocosmology the concept of cosmos (from the Greek kéopoc — world order, universe,
world) —here Kosmos means world order and higher order; and that includes all subjects and objects,
all entities and strata, and all ongoing organized processes (starting with EvoProcess — Tao) — natural
peace-world Auto-movement and Auto-Evolvement (Auto-ascension in the complexity of

organization).

At the same time, Chinese scholars use the same terms and concepts that are used in the
Biocosmological Organicism. Consequently, the task of clarifying, starting from Organicism and

organic — the true (genuine) meanings of the common concepts used — is of primary importance.

It is significant that in the history of scholarly knowledge — this goal (principle) is primarily revealed
(as fundamental) in the teachings of Confucius. As it is known, the great Chinese philosopher asserted
the necessity of realization of the three primary tasks, when there is a need to overcome a complex
crisis by a human being and society. The latter arises, for example, during the transition period (as at
present), the so-called “time of change”; when society endures sharp transformations in its
evolvement. Then, as the genius of Confucius reveals to us a universal plan of action — the subject
needs to urgently realize the three most important target tasks: 1. Rectifying names (notions); 2.

Strengthening traditions; 3. Acquiring the image of the future.

At the same time, what immediately draws attention to itself : in the presented (by Chinese scholars)
works the concept of holism is actively used; but, at the same time — all this is carried out both in
different semantic meanings, or in confusion with the concept of Biocosmological Organicism (that
is essentially distinct). Thus, as the (MV&CI)-authors state, “the real world is regarded as a unity
from the perspective of holism, but this unity is not a collection of mechanist disparate elements, but

a natural and living existence, embodying the standpoints of naturalism and organicism.” [p. 266]

However, in another — (PhThs)-work, holism here is considered already from the perspective of the

“environmental philosophy,” thereby “ecological holism (italics is our. — Authors) implements the
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holistic philosophical logic of «one and many», such as Leopold’s «The Land Ethicy», in which all
kinds of natural existence including human beings are just citizens or members of the earth
community.” [p. 274] As it clearly follows here : the authors, believing themselves on the position of
modern holism (accepted in the Western academic community) — Chinese authors actually exclude
the dynamic naturalistic (Taoist) principle in the Auto-evolvement and Auto-ascension (in

complexity) of all Earth Organicist (Auto-moving) evolutionary processes.

Here the authors also argue (but which is sharply opposed both to Aristotle's science and philosophy,
in general; and especially in terms of denying the fundamental naturalism of the neo-Aristotelian
Biocosmology) that “The integral structure of «one and many» in ancient Greek philosophy that
annihilates the role of human subjectivity is replaced by Hegel’s unity of opposites, to achieve the
goal of equal value between man and nature.” However, as the author further concludes, “we notice
that the integrity of «one and many» is incompatible with the integrity of «unity of opposites», while
biocosmology tries to make them compatible but we cannot see the necessary basis and basic logic

for the compatibility of the two integrities.” [Ibid.]

The latter point of view is fully consistent with the generally accepted (Western) definition of holism,
the essence of which can be reduced to its basic ontological principle — “the whole is always

something more than the simple sum of its parts.”

It is clear from the above that the Western (Transcendentalist) holism that is ingrained in modern
academic knowledge — this holism studies Static and Homogeneous (but holistically organized)
phenomena; and that corresponds to the category of objective “givenness” (in relation to the external
observer studying it). Here the holistic object is usually a social or environmental (ecological) system.
At its core, Western holism studies the objective parts of a holistic system and their interrelationships,
but where the main principle is that a “holistic system” is “more than the simple sum of its parts”
(which directly implies something transcendent behind the holistic system under study, as a result of
the creation of a Demiurge or the endeavors of man and society). In this light, each holistic system
serves both to maintain its stability and to realize a constant monolinear (on the same grounds and in
the same direction) process of its progressive improvement, thus approaching the ideal values of the

Common Good (which directly correlates with Plato’s philosophical constructions).

In contrast, the Organicist naturalistic principles (natural science foundations) inherent in

Biocosmology and Taoism — are practically absent in Western holism.
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However, these very principles are fundamental for any subject of the Biocosmos (on a universal
scale) — for the realization by each subject of life of its/her/his integral ontogenetic Auto-ascension
(in the complexity of its organization) : starting with the fundamental principles of Dynamic
Bipolarity and Cyclicity — Triadicity (hence Triadological scientific knowledge); but all this is
basically lacking in the modern holistic concepts allowed in the academic community of Western

science.

But it is the latter (Organicist naturalistic principles) that are fundamental for any living subject in its
realization of its ontogenetic Biorhythmic and Cyclic Self-evolution —all this aimed at the Entelechist
specialized Auto-perfection of the subject and the attainment of its/her/his highest stratum of the
OrganonKosmist life organization (movement) — for making here the Functionalist (entelechial)
wholesome contribution, into further Self-growth (in complexity) of the EvoProcess itself.

In the following (NPhBMC)-work we learn a striking piece of information about Aristotle and
holism, that “characteristics of holism and scientism revealed by Aristotle's philosophical thought
have constructed the basic concepts and frames of thought in the category of organic cosmology.” [p.
386] Finally, the (MHWEX)-judgment reveals that “from a comprehensive perspective, it (biology.
— Authors) complements reductionism with holism, complements simplicity with complexity, and
complements linear description with nonlinear description, which further enriches the overall
revelation of the object world.” [pp. 379-380] Naturally, we find it difficult to agree with both author’s

judgments.

In fact, to distinguish fundamentally between the concepts of Holism and Organicism — here (first
and again) we need to pay special attention to the meaning (and understanding) of the foundational
principles of Biocosmology. At the same time, since the latter are really close to the basic principles

of Taoism — we hope for their soon and certain perception and understanding by Chinese scholars.

It is important to initially take into account that the fundamental basis of Biocosmology, which studies
the integral (singular) living Kosmos, and all its (countless) constituent subjects of life : here the
principles of Bipolarity and Triadicity (Triadology) are the foundational ones in the organization of

the living Kosmos (Biocosmos as a really existing EvoProcess and its peace-world).

The essence of the Triadological principle is that it asserts the Three equal, independent (from each
other) and autonomic (in its organization) spheres of life activity — respectively, the Three
cosmological Types of scholarly knowledge : two polar (opposite to each other); and the Third, but
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equally essential intermediate, Integralist meso-Type!?, which unites the potentials, energies and
forces of the poles (and its own — meso-Integralist forces) into a single axis-foundation of the integral
wholesome ontogenetic organization of the life activity of an organism-subject.

In lieu of a conclusion. The release of the Biocosmology Initiative (BCI, in 2021) triggered a
subsequent reaction from scholars — consideration, criticism and discussion of the BCI; and that
included active study of the Initiative by Chinese scholars (for example, 6 substantive papers studying
and evaluating the BCI were submitted to the Discussion section and published in the Vol. 12 of the
BCnA-journal). The BCA community saw this as an important milestone and a valuable resource, and
immediately began to promote responsive reflection. At the same time, in this paper, the authors
pursued the goal of launching the already organized reflection; and, at first, remembering the great
Confucius's strong advice to start a big undertaking with “rectifying names” (clarifying the true
meaning of the main concepts and standpoints) in the ongoing discussion and solving the set goals
and tasks. Hence, to a rough approximation : but this paper argues that we should correlate (as

profoundly complementary) Biocosmology and the teachings of Lao-tzu (Taoism, in general).
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Aristotle and Alexander of Macedon — By-products of Greco-
Macedonian Cultural Symbiosis and Eternal Tribal Contest

Anna MAKOLKIN!

ApucroreJib 1 Ajiekcanap Make10HCKHII — T000YHBbIE MPOAYKTHI IPEKO-
MAaKeJI0HCKOI'0 KyJbTYPHOI0 CHMOM032 U BEYHOI'0 CONIEPHUYECTBA IJIEeMEeH

Anna MAKOJIKUH

Abstract. This essay looks at the problem of cultural symbiosis and cultural ownership exemplified
by the ongoing biographical discourses on Aristotle and Alexander of Macedon which through time
continue to display the validity and correctness of Aristotle’s notion of cultural universals, manifested
in the eternal strife for tribal extraordinariness, cultural exceptionalism, emphasis on Otherness and
ownership of a particular tribal hero, despite the essential similarity of the civilizational ascent. Both
figures are treated as permanent universal cultural signs, viewed with the semiotic lenses.

Keywords: hero, heroism, cultural signs, cultural ownership, cultural symbiosis, signs of
Greekness, signs of Slavdom, ethnic origins, civilizational ascent.

Pe3rome. B nanHOoM scce paccmarpuBaercss mpoOjema KyJlbTypHOIO CHMOMO3a U KyJbTYpHOH
COOCTBEHHOCTH Ha IpHUMEpe MPOJOJDKAIOIMIMXCS OHorpapuueckux IUCKypcoB o0 Apucrorene U
Anexkcanape MakenoHCKOM, KOTOpPbIE €O BPEMEHEM  NPOAODKAIOT  JAEMOHCTPUPOBATH
O00OCHOBAaHHOCTb M IPABUJIBHOCTh APUCTOTEJIIEBCKOIO TMOHATHUSA KYJIBTYPHBIX YHUBEpCAJIUH,
OPOSIBIIAIOIIMXCA B BeYyHOW OoprOe 3a MJIEMEHHYIO SKCTPAOpAUHAPHOCTh, KYJIBTYPHYIO
UCKJIIOUUTENLHOCTh, aKIEHT Ha VIHAaKOBOCTH M MPaBO COOCTBEHHOCTH Ha OCOOCHHOTO TJIEMEHHOTO
reposi, HECMOTPSl Ha CYILECTBEHHOE CXOJCTBO LMBHWIM3AIMOHHOTO BOCXOxaeHHs. OOe ¢uryps
paccMaTpuBaIOTCS KaK IOCTOSIHHBIE YHUBEPCAJIbHBIE KYJIbTYPHBIE 3HAKH, pACCMAaTPUBAEMBIE Yepe3

CEMHOTHYCCKHUEC JIMH3EI.

Knwoueevie cnosa: repoil, repousM, KyJabTypHble 3HAKd, KyJIbTypHas COOCTBEHHOCTD,
KyJIbTYpHBII CHMOMO3, 3HAaKM TPEYHOCTH, 3HAKM CJIABIHCTBA, O3THUYECKHE HCTOKH,

TUBUIN3aIIMOHHOEC BOCXOXKICHUC.
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Buwieoowi

Introduction. Pondering over the pathway of modern Europe and the central orientation of current
European cultural discourse, Jacques Derrida, himself a product of cultural symbiosis and choice,
reminded that “culture never had single origin, despite the universal tribal desire to impose and assert
it [1991:10]. Over millennia, the panorama of the civilizational ascent has demonstrated that human
pathway has been very complex, extremely convoluted and contradictory, despite the tribal desire to
simplify it and draw borders between the cultural routes in order to assert cultural status, cultural

ownership and superiority of some versus others.

For a long time, Homeric 8" century epic was the single most authoritative source about the
exceptional Greek cultural legacy, its uniqueness and superiority ignoring its actual Phoenician
origins and influential impact of the Hellenic-Phoenician cultural symbiosis. However, even Greek
dramatist Euripides (485BC—-406BC) whose life ended in Slavic Macedonia already produced a

creative-antithesis to Homer, alluding to the re-assessment of the Greek cultural pathway and re-

Vol. 13, Yearly Issue,

BIOCOSMOLOGY — NEO-ARISTOTELISM | 5953




evaluation of the Phoenician cultural impact and the forgotten Helleno-Phoenician cultural symbiosis.
The same idea of collective cultural construction would re-appear in the Roman poet Virgil (79BC-
19BC) who asserted that “mixing and mingling” in general constituted the universal mechanism of

cultural development and human civilizational ascent.

Regrettably, our age of paradoxes and cultural amnesia is repeatedly embarking on the same futile
and impossible questions of tribal exceptionalism, tied to race, ethnicity and discovering the alleged
hidden origins. Despite the impossibility and futility of determining the precise ethnogenesis,

historical fictions and nonsensical questions arise again and again. Whose is Alexander the Great?

What are the actual ethnic origins of Aristotle, the towering figure of humanity? We try to unpack the
multiple meanings of these two cultural signs and denote the complexity of the discourse around them
and multiplicity of meanings and contexts evoked by them. The purpose of the current undertaking
to emphasize the mistaken interpretations of these well-known cultural signs, which basically reflect
the modern context of the universal tribal reversal to oversimplification and the desire to assert one’s

own superiority.
1. The New Meaning of the Old Icon — Aristotle, the Stagirite

On the basis of the multiple biographical accounts over two millennia, Aristotle (384BC-322BC) as
a heroic cultural icon can be simultaneously referred as the cultural property of the two ethnic and
cultural groups — Macedonian and Greek. Athens made him a towering immortal cultural figure, the
creator of his own school of philosophy, the son of Hellas, while Stagira, Aristotle’s place of birth,
was a proto-Slavic land, now a Greek territory, but a part of the Macedonian kingdom in the past.
Thus, Aristotle belongs to two homes — Greek and Slavic. His belonging to Stagira has been
acknowledged by the thousand-year-old tradition of Aristotle commentators who had bestowed upon
him the name-symbol “Stagirite”. As a universal cultural sign Aristotle is the cultural property of the
global intellectual community, but as a native of Stagira he could be claimed as a Macedonian and a
Slavic tribal hero. None of the mainstream commentators dared to unpack the semiotic ambiguity of
this cultural sign and the complexity of the phenomenon. But certain doubts were occasionally raised

over millennia.

It is not incidental that the recent modern monograph-biography by the Italian scholar Carlo Natali,
“Aristotle. His Life and School” (2013) sheds the new light of the complicated biographical reality of
the ancient thinker. Carlo Natali informs, for instance, on page six of this new modern biography that
Stagira, Aristotle’s birthplace, “was a polis of Thracia” and that in 424BC it aligned itself with Sparta.
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But in 328BC Philip of Macedon forced independent Greek city-states into submission. Aristotle
himself never mentions Stagira in his works, with the exception of his will. According to Carlo Natali,
Aristotle’s mother Phaestis “descended from one of the leaders of the expedition from Chalcis who
colonized Stagira (2013:7). Nonetheless, C. Natali timidly retreats to the familiar narrative and, in the
next sentence, asserts that “both parents were likely of Greek origin.” The post-modern scholar raises
legitimate doubts regarding origins but timidly moves away from doubts and complex facts. Thracia
was a proto-Slavic land and this fact bothered future biographers. On page eleven, Natali quotes
Bishop of Cyprus Epiphanus from the 4" century BC who allegedly wrote, “Aristotle, son of
Nicomachus, said by some to be a Macedonian from Stagira, but, according to some others, was a
Thracian.” C. Natali also mentions that Aristotle himself and his relatives and pupils “were involved
in the political affairs of Athens but often took the pro-Macedonian side” [2013:14]. On page ninety-
six of his biography, C. Natali states that Aristotle was an outsider. His open affiliation, support and
friendship with Macedonians support this claim. In fact, the outsider motif becomes prominent in this

post-modern biography of Aristotle.

C. Natali persistently reminds his readers of Aristotle’s position of an outsider and finally states that:

in Athens, Aristotle lived as a “metic,” an alien resident, subject, like all fellow “metics, to

various obligations” — he had to pay a tax to state while citizens were exempt from taxes; he

had to procure a legal sponsor; he had to serve in the army or navy; he could not take part in

political life, nor could he own real estate, nor hold a magistracy [2013:19].
These legal rules were stemming from the traditional Greek dislike of foreigners, many of whom
were labeled as “barbarians”. Thracians were a target of the traditional Greek xenophobia, so must
have been Aristotle, the pupil of Plato. His position must have been rather precarious in Athens, and
he “was harmed by the rivalry between Athens and Macedonian kingdom, being forced to flee Athens
twice by the outbreak of the anti-Macedonian hatred — in 348BC and upon the death of Alexander”
[2013:143]. C. Natali hints that the outbreaks of critique of Aristotle’s works could have been also
explained by his position of an outsider or his non-Greekness. The ties with Macedonia or reports
about his alleged Thracian origins would undermine the later heroic status and the tribal heroic

narrative about belonging and cultural ownership of Aristotle.
2. Macedonia, Thracia and Greece

Given the geographic proximity of the three tribes, the opportunity of “mixing and mingling,” mutual
cultural exchanges, sharing theological mythologies and epos, despite the linguistic differences, it
would be impossible to define the precise ethnic origins of these neighbors. The populations were in

close contact for centuries, and since the earliest times, the boundaries between Thracia, Macedonia
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and Greece “were never fixed” [S. Casson, 1926:36]. Due to the permanent proximity, constant
battles for territory, unstable borders, the question of origins on which each tribe would later insist
had been obviously always futile. The awareness of the Thracian, Macedonian and proto-Slavic
presence in the area has been manifested even in Homer’s lliad [A.Fol, 1997:38]. Aristotle mentions
Thracia in his “Politics” and describes Thracians as militaristic tribe. The surviving toponyms though
point out to the Slavic origins of Thracia and Macedonia whose long presence in the Balkans would
be later attested by the archeological excavations of the modern times. River Struma, lake Ostrovo,
river Zdravnik confirm the Slavic origins of the tribes inhabiting the area next to Greece. At Salonika
(modern Thessalonika), objects had been found belonging to the pre-historic Bronze Age [S. Casson,
1926:153]. Stagira, Aristotle’s birthplace, was the suburb of Thessalonika and in the middle position
of this historic contact between Thracia, Macedonia and Greece. The Greek pottery found in the area
was of later period. Despite the traces of Thracian language in the Greek toponyms, the Greeks had
been ethnically and linguistically different. The “mixing and mingling” was not excluded and would

later inspire biographical fictions.

In 1532, the Dominican monk from Dalmatian island of Hvar, Vinko Pribojevic, published work on
the pan-Slavic ethno-linguistic kinship and suggested that all well-known historic personalities from
the Balkans had been of Slavic descent, such as twenty four Roman Emperors and Aristotle. The
Slavic origin of Aristotle was asserted by Bulgarian Prof. lvan Kaltchev, in his presentation at the
Second International Seminar on Biocosmology, in Veliky Novgorod; July 2011 (as told to me by
Prof. Konstantin Khroutski). In addition to the Thraco-Macedonian linguistic substratum and possible
cultural impact upon the Greeks, modern scholars also included Paeonia, mentioned by Homer in his
Iliad. Paeonia fell to the Macedonian rule in 358 BC but the end of the Paeonian state is dated around
230 BC [E. Petrova, 1999:X1,3). Bylazora, “the largest Paeonian city, twice mentioned by Polibius,”
has a Slavic sounding name (ibid.:71). Stary Grad, Bylazora, Lisicin Dol are the toponyms that clearly
allude to the Slavic origins of the population which inhabited the part across Salonika (Thessalonika),
i.e. Macedonia. Despite the futile and impossible task of discovering the true origins of the Balkan
people, modern scholars undertake the same task and again look into the distant past. The
civilizational pathways of the Slavs and their neighbors, the Greeks, crossed but the languages
remained different, despite the geographical proximity. The obviously more advanced Hellenic
civilization contributed to the collective mimesis of their Slavic neighbors and popular Phil-
Hellenism which contributed to the Slavic cultural development in the Balkans, a significant and

influential cultural phenomenon in itself.
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The superiority and successes of the Hellenic civilization became evident and obvious to the
neighboring Macedonians, who eagerly embraced Hellenism as a civilizational model, causing the
historic march of Hellenism, undertaken eventually by the historic mission of Alexander of Macedon
spreading Greek civilization in the world. To many Greeks their Slavic neighbor was a “miserable
Macedonia” whose societal norms and moral values were largely different from the Greek. For
instance, polygamy abandoned by the Greeks, was still practiced by the Macedonians. King Philip
took seven wives without divorcing the previous ones [Worthington, 2014:5]. Alexander the Great
saw marriage as a geopolitical tool in his conquest. The Greeks condemned the Macedonian practice
of polygamy, regarding it as barbaric. However, paradoxically the “barbarian” Macedonians would
become the most ardent promoters of Hellenic civilization and Hellenes, regarding them as their
mentors. Pantelis G. Vyssoulis addresses this question in his book Macedonian Hellenism where he
provided not only parallel portraits of Aristotle and Alexander the Great but also shed new light on

the Slavic roots of Aristotle:

Aristotle, the Stagirite and Alexander the Great
both were born in Macedonia and ennobled Hellenism
as none other [1983: intr.].

The Hellenic and Thracian cultural pathways had been also crossed in many ways in antiquity. Out
of the twelve rivers mentioned by Homer in his lliad only two are Greek, rather than Thracian naming
or of Slavic linguistic origin, all the rest alluding to the Thracian history. The river Rhesos is the name
of the Thracian King who was ally to the Trojans [A. Fol, 2010:38]. The Thracian toponym Odessos
for the modern Bulgarian city of VVarna referred to the old Greek name borrowed from their neighbors.
The historical mythology of Greeks ignored their mixed proto-origins where Phrygia, Thracia,
Phoenicia played a significant role. The surviving toponyms and theonyms point out to the cultural
cross-pollination of the neighboring tribes in the ancient past and later intentionally forgotten. The
echo of this ancient past could be found in Plato who mentions the festival of the Bendis, one of the
Thracian ancient tribes [A. Fol, 2010:73]. The same scholar makes supposition that Orphism
practiced by the Greeks has ancient roots in the cults of the Thracians and their pre-literary Orphism
which could be, in turn, traced to the Phrygian antiquity and influence [2010:77]. The pan-Hellenic
god Dionysus is related to the Thracian Orphic Dionysus, the bull god who arrived every third year.
Macedonia that has given birth to both great men in European, Greek and Macedonian history could

easily claim them to be their national heroes.
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3. Alexander under the Tutelage of Aristotle

Macedonian kingdom and its capital were shaped around 700BC when the rulers expressed their
fascination with the Greek culture, choosing to emulate it and spread among themselves. Nonetheless,
some modern scholars suggest that attraction to Hellenism was not purely cultural but would like to
attribute it to mixed ethnicity since blood and belonging again became very important in the 20™

century. Peter Tsuras, scholar of Greek origin, claims that Alexander’s mother was Greek:

She was Olympias, daughter of the late Epirot King Neoptolemus
She was not the typical Greek — red-haired
whose beauty was intoxicating [2004:13].

The biographer accords genetic advantage to Alexander the Great by which he explains his talents,
physical endurance and intellectual uniqueness:

The boy proved to be phenomenally gifted student.

He excelled in reading and writing much earlier that
other children. He also learned music and played

the lyre with exceptional ability and feeling [2004:15].

His father chose Aristotle as the most proper mentor to his precocious child at the age of twelve.
Under Aristotle’s guidance Alexander was exposed to the Greek epos, poetry and philosophy.
Homer’s Iliad would be his handbook and permanently used manual for the art of war which he would

take in all his campaigns next to his dagger [2004:20].

This legendary man is pictured as a byproduct of two ethnicities — Macedonian and Greek. The post-
modern mythmaker writes that “his eyes were said to be of different colors, one brown and the other
gray or green” [2004:22]. According to the story, Alexander even physically carried the duplicity of
his origin. It is remarkable that even the all-knowing 21 century is so obsessed with blood and
belonging. In Canada, the representatives of the two Toronto diasporic communities, Greek and
Macedonian, continue to have a custom meeting in the city’s Greek town to pay tribute to the greatest

cultural icon and the greatest Emperor whom both groups claim to be theirs.

Nobody would ever know what was Aristotle’s mother tongue and whether he knew Macedonian, but
the available records testify Alexander’s bilingualism which he publicly demonstrated on numerous
occasions, communicating with his soldiers in the Slavic tongue. Alexander’s public career as a
promoter of Hellenism stemmed from his profound knowledge and admiration of Greek culture which

he promoted with the skillful military tactics and the ability to win the dedication of his Slavic
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soldiers. It went down into history as a unique case of conquest when the “barbaric Slavs,” the
Macedonians, ironically became the most efficient and ardent promoters of the culture of the Other,
having achieved the victory which the Hellenes could have never dreamt. As a result of Alexander’s
astonishing historic military campaign and unique strategy, in the 4" century BC, the Hellenic Empire
ultimately stretched from Greece and Macedonia to Punjab. In addition to the most successful and
unprecedented campaign and diplomacy, this was the most exciting moment in the Greek history, the
brief colonial triumph of Hellenic civilization attained by the Macedonians, the cultural converts to

Hellenism.
4. From Peaceful Phil-Hellenism of the Macedonian Elite to the Military March

Despite the post-modern attempts to attribute Macedonian phil-Hellenism and personal achievements
of Alexander the Great to his allegedly partially Greek ethnic origins, while the actual philo-
Hellenism was the consequence of the Macedonian profound fascination with the cultural
achievements of their Greek neighbors. It shaped the persistent will of the Macedonian rulers to
emulate Greek architecture, art, literature and thought, having created the cultural circumstances
which predated Alexander the Great and his campaign. King Archelaus, who ruled from 413BC up
to 399 BC, invited Socrates and the Athenian playwrights Agathos and Euripides to his court [I.
Worthington, 2004:20]. Euripides wrote his plays Bacchae and Archelaus while residing in the
Macedonian city of Pella [ibid.]. King Philip, Alexander’s father, honored Plato when he died. Plato
was known to have benefitted from his special relationship with Macedonian kings. King Perdiccas
IIT patronized Plato’s Academy. Plato was known for his pragmatic character and non-altruistic
behavior, his fondness for drakhmas led him to the Macedonian connections. He used the Macedonian
phil-Helenism to gain financial support. At a time, preceding the rise of Alexander’s military
campaign and his triumph, Macedonia became a genuine generous patron of Greek art and thought.
King Philip used to invite the most outstanding and brightest Greek poets, playwrights and
philosophers to the Macedonian Kingdom. Despite the regular clashes between the Greeks and
Macedonians, the Greeks acknowledged the Macedonian efforts to promote and cultivate Greek
heritage in their kingdom. The Macedonian kings were mesmerized by the Greek architecture, art,
music, and philosophy and it was very flattering to the Greeks to see the desire to emulate and

transplant their culture.

The collective cultural mimesis of the Macedonians lasted for centuries. The Slavic substratum was
sustained by the populace, that is why the Slavic tongue would never disappear, nor their epos and
mythology. By 400-350BC, the Macedonian court already imposed Greek as the language of the

Kingdom in the presence of the Macedonian native tongue. The bilingual climate in Macedonia raised
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the cultural level of the Kingdom and shaped its eventual pathway to the world military conquest
under the banner of Hellenism. The proximity to the Greeks and observation of their cultural
development inspired the Macedonian rulers to chart their political course, marked by the spread of
Hellenism in the world. The Macedonians observed the Greek cultural edifice in making,
acknowledging the differences and the superiority, as well as embarking on the ambitious goal of
raising themselves to the same level. The post-modern attempts to explain Macedonian Hellenism by
purely ethnic origins completely contradict the actual reality.

Macedonian rulers and ordinary people observed the Greek ethical and moral values and kept their
own customs. Polygamy, long abandoned by the Greeks, was still practiced by the Macedonians.
King Philip, as we mentioned earlier, was known to have seven wives without having divorced the
previous six [I. Worshington, 2014:5]. While Greeks regarded polygamy and theological shifts signs
of barbarism, the Macedonians used it for conquest. Alexander the Great was known to take “Persian
customs to endear himself to his subjects” [ibid.:200]. King Philip and Alexander the Great had been
in awe of Athens, the city that struck all with its beauty. Macedonians and Thracians did not possess
such urban centers. The coming of Alexander to the historical and political arena occurred when
Greeks could not fight their aggressive neighbors in face of Persia, Tyre and others. Macedonians, in
contrast, infused their energy into the weakening Greek civilization. All the previous efforts of the
cultural conversion by Kings Archelaus, Philip, Perdiccas Il helped Alexander of Macedon to

embark on the mission of spreading Hellenism and raised the status of Macedonians in the world.

Prior to exercising his historic mission, Alexander had a solid background in Hellenic culture and it
was very flattering to the Greeks to observe the Macedonian cultural conversion. Many even regarded
Macedonians as Greeks. Hesiod, Thucydides and even Strabo in the Roman times would make the
same claims, but there was no unanimity of opinions, historic fictions coexisted with facts. Despite
the philo-Hellenism of the Macedonian ruling elite, the populace maintained the Slavic tongue which
they would carry into modernity and preserve it. The Greek language was spoken by many
Macedonians in 315 BC, while the Macedonian-speaking population actively participated in the
spread of Hellenism. Stanley Casson argued with confidence that Thessalonika was not a Greek
colony (except under Olynthas) [1926:34]. Moreover, seventy Macedonian cities were located
between the area of Olympos and Strymon, and only six had Greek and Roman foundation [ibid.
;ibid.]. Herodotus never called Macedonians “barbarians” but claimed that Alexander of Macedon
would have been excluded from the Olympic contests because he could not prove his descent from
the Argive line [S. Casson, 1926:158].
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5. Motivation for Military March

King Philip, Alexander’s father, a philo-Hellene, who painstakingly tried to transplant the Hellenic
civilization in Macedonia and educate the elite in the Greek manner, was convinced that the Greeks
could not promote their own civilization and defend their statehood militarily themselves. At the
moment of encountering Macedonians, Athens had reached the stage of readiness to deal with their
neighbors via diplomacy. The differences in the civilizational organization justified their attitude
towards their less advanced neighbors who adhered to the strategy of primitive militancy and
aggressive use of force. Having in mind the ultimate unity and peace with Athens, King Philip
encouraged his son, “talented strategist, logician” to embark on the military campaigns for the

promotion of Hellenism.

Peter Tsouras, a post-modern biographer of Alexander the Great, informs that scholars have argued
and debated Alexander’s motivations— whether it was the ultimate proof of fascination with
Hellenism or personal heroic frenzy and aggrandizement. The “inimitable” Alexander did not stop
after his campaign in Egypt. After foundation of Alexandria, which immortalized his beginning of
the “oriental campaign”, it inspired him to conquer Babylon and India. His army marched to
Maracanda/Samarkand and the river Syr Daria, he founded another Alexandria next to Khodzent and
another in the Caucasus. “Alexander channeled his energies into his drive for glory and love of war,”
writes this post-modern biographer [2004:23]. Despite his diplomatic skills and clever manipulation
of customs, religious rituals and attitudes of the conquered, Alexander fervently pursued his conquest
ideal which he nurtured since childhood — his heroic march for the spread of Hellenism was his
“Macedonian Iliad” which mesmerized the Greeks who granted him a semi-divine status while he
was still alive, and many explained it by his alleged tribal belonging. His life-legend would eternally

nourish the tribal mythology among the Macedonians and Greeks, bringing it into post-modernity.

Conclusions. Despite the millennia of “mixing and mingling,” using Virgil’s successful
characterization of the mechanism of human cultural development, our confused 21 century is again
obsessed with blood and belonging and cultural ownership. Throughout history, each tribe has been

jealously guarding its cultural heroes, with the same intensity as its often disputable territorial borders.

The discourse about the ethnic origins of the cultural heroes now is as intense as in the past. Both
legendary figures — Aristotle and his pupil Alexander the Great — continue to excite popular and

scholarly imagination, tackling the impossible and futile task of defining the biogenesis.
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Aristotle’s thought and teaching have defied time, having become the shared cultural property of the
enlightened humanity. His talented and eager student Alexander the Great, fascinated by the Greek
legacy and raised on Hellenic heritage, immortalized the value of Hellenism during his historic
conquests and has become the cultural property of both tribes, Greek and Macedonian. The tribal
desire to claim unique ownership and determine the biogenesis has proven to be impossible and futile.

Both names are now the universal permanent cultural signs, owned by all.
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Tpuaxa Tunos BpemMén «XpoHoc-Iukiaoc-Kaipoce» —

C MO3UIMIA MOJIeJIN MPOLECCOB CAMOYIIPABJIEHUS PUPO/AbI

Cepreii Huxonaesnu TPUHYEHKO!

Triad of time types “Chronos-Cyclos-Kairos” — from the position of the model of
nature’s self-controlling processes

Sergey N. GRINCHENKO

Pe3rome. Tpu, He3aBHCHMBIX Jpyr OT Jpyra, Tuma BpemeHH «XpoHoc-llukimoc-Kaiipocy,
NpEAJIOKCHHOC APCBHUMH T'PCKAMH, COIIOCTABJICHBI C MPCACTABICHUCM O THIIMYHBIX BPCMCHAX
MIPOLIECCOB B MOJEIIAX HEepapXUUYECKUX caMOyMpaBlstomuxcs cucteM buocdepsl u YenoBeuecTsna,
aKTUBHO (PYHKIMOHUPYIOUIMX MO aJrOpUTMaM IOMCKOBOW ONTUMHU3AIMM LEJEBBIX KPUTEPUEB
SHEPTETHUECKOr0 XapaKTepa, C OrpaHUYCHUSIMU THIIAa PABEHCTB U HepaBeHCTB. [lapaennsm Mexy
npencraBaeHueM o Hoocdepe u  pe3ynpbTaTaMu  MOJACIHUPOBAHHUS CHUCTEMHBIX —IPOIECCOB
CaMOyTpaBJIeHUSI B JIMYHOCTHO-TIPOU3BOJACTBEHHO-COLMATIBHON MPHUPOJAE, MO3BOJISET MOIYYUTh
HOBBIE 3HAHMSI O CYIIHOCTH, NMPOCTPAHCTBEHHO-BPEMEHHBIX XapaKTEPUCTHUKAX, MPEIbICTOPUH U
nepcriekTiB Hoocdeph! kak dTama pazputus YemoBeuecTna.

Knrwueswie cnosa:. Xponoc, lukioc, Katipoc, buocdepa, Hoochepa, camoynpasistomascs

uepapxo-ceTepas cucteMa YenoBedecTa, HHPOPMATUKO-KHOEPHETUYECKAs MOIETIb

Abstract. Three, independent from each other, types of time “Chronos-Cyclos-Kairos”, proposed
by the ancient Greeks, are compared with the idea of typical times of processes in models of
hierarchical self-controlling systems of the Biosphere and Humanity, actively functioning according
to search optimization algorithms for target energy criteria, with limitations type of equalities and
inequalities. The parallelism between the idea of the Noosphere and the results of modeling systemic
processes of self-controlling in personal-production-social nature allows us to gain new knowledge
about the essence, spatio-temporal characteristics, background and prospects of the Noosphere as a
stage in the development of Humanity.

Keywords: Chronos, Cyclos, Kairos, Biosphere, Noosphere, self-controlling hierarchical-

network system, informatics-cybernetic modeling.

! denepanbHblii uccnenoBarenbekuii eHtp «Mupopmaruka u ynpasienne» PAH, r. Mocksa.
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Beeoenue. Kak u3BecTHO, APEBHUE TPEKH BBIACISIM TPH, HE3aBHCHUMBIX IPYr OT JApyra, THUIa
BPEMEHH: XPOHOC (YPOVOG) — JUTUTEIBHOCTD MPOIECCYATBHOT'O TEUCHHsI COOBITUH; IUKIOC (KVKAOG)
— KpYroBopoTHas (IUKINYECKasi) MOCII0BATEILHOCTh COOBITHH; M Kaipoc (Koupdg) — yAoOHBIH HiTn

CYACTIIMBBIN CITy4aii (B 4aCTHOCTH, KPUZUCHOE BPEMS).

bonee noapobno, «Xponoc (=Kponoc), Huknoc (=Kukinoc) u Kaiipoc («0maronpusTHbIII MOMEHT)
— TPU OCHOBHBIX apXETHIIa BPEMEHH, KOTOPBIMHU IIOJIb30BAIKCH JpeBHHE Tpekd. OHU OTpa)KaroT
pa3HOe TOHWMAaHWE U Pa3HbI CMBICT BPEMEHU. XPOHOC YIIPABJISCT JTUHEHHBIM TEUCHHUEM BPEMCHH,
HAMpPaBICHHBIM M3 MPONUIOTO B Oyaymiee. [IMKIOC — MUKIMYECKH MOBTOPSIONIUMUCS BO BPEMEHH

nporeccamu. Kaiipoc — cpokamu HACTYIICHUSI M OKOHYaHHs coObITHI [Cazonos, 2009-2022].

[IpennararoTcst U MHBIE — paCIIMPEHHBIE — TPAKTOBKU ATUX MOHSATHI, HAPUMEP: «BO3POKIAEMOE
CEeroJiHs AaHTUYHOE IIOHMMAaHWE BpPEMEHM Kak eauHcTBa XpoHoca, [ukmnoca, Kaiipoca
(4esToBEUECKOTro, MPUPOIHOTO, TyXOBHOTO BpeMeHH )y [Boiitiexosud u ap., 2021, C. 128]. lannas

TPAKTOBKAa UMECCT Ooiee O606H.IéHHI>Iﬁ XapaKTeP, HEKCIINU TPAAUIIUOHHAA.

Bo3Hukaer ecTeCTBEHHOE  MNpPEAJIOKEHHWE: MPOBECTH  MPOTUBOIMOJIOKHO  HANpaBIIEHHYIO
MHTEPIIPETallMI0 TpUaJbl TMOHATHI «XPOHOC-LIMKIOC-Kalpoc» — B HampaBieHUH OOJblIed HuX
KOHKPETHU3AIIUH — JIJIsl YeTO UCTIOIh30BaTh KOHTEKCT MPEACTABICHUS 00 NEPAPXUIECKUX MTOUCKOBO-
ONTHMU3AIIMOHHBIX MOJIENISX IMpolieccoB camoympasienus B Ilpupone [['puruenko, 2004, 2007,

2010]. Mx mpocTpaHCTBEHHO-BPEMEHHBIC XapaKTEPHCTHKU OIUPAIOTCS Ha TCOMETPHUUYCCKYIO

nporpeccuto co 3Hamenatenem €° =15,15426...  xoTopyro BHIABUIN, IPH M3YYEHHH KPUTHUECKUX
ypoBHe# B paszButuu OuocucteM, A.B. Xupmynckuit u B.U. Ky3pmun [1982]. Pesynbrarhl
NPUMEHEHMS JaHHOW MOZEIH MTPHU U3yYEHUH UCTOPUUECKOTO MIPOIecca B apXEOJIOrHUECKYIO 3MI0XY U
UX aJeKBAaTHOCTb SMIIMPUYECKMM [JaHHBIM [aJEOHTOJOIOB, AapXeoJoroB M HMCTOPUKOB

poJIEMOHCTPUPOBaHbI B padorax [I1lamosa, ['punuenko, 2017; Ilamosa u ap., 2019].

1. UnpopmaTuko-KndepHeTHYECKAsA CXeMa CaMOYIIPABJICHUS B »KUBOW mpupojae

DTamnbl 3BOJIIOIMOHHOTO PAa3BUTHS >KMBOW TPHUPOJBI MPOCIECKHUBAIOTCA Ha 0a3e €€ MOUCKOBO-
ONTUMU3ALMOHHON MOJIETIN: HA BCEM MEPUO/JIE OT Havalla >KM3HU Ha 3emMJie 0koJio 4,6 MuIp1 JIeT Ha3a[l

u 110 coBpeMeHHocTH [['punyenko, 2004].

Bech nporiecc 3TOro pa3BuTHsl, OUEBUHO, CIEAYET HHTEPIIPETUPOBATH KAK ITPOSBICHUE «XPOHOCAY.

HpI/I 9TOM B pPaMKax Takoi MOJCIIN BBIACIIAIOTCA MOMCHTBI BPEMCHH CUCTCMHBLIX IIEPEXOJ0B B
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CTPOCHHUH M XapaKTePUCTUKAX HEePAPXUUECKON CTPYKTYPHI )KUBOU MPUPOABI, KOTOPbIE €CTECTBEHHO

MHTEPIIPETUPYIOTCS Kak mposiBieHue «Kaiipocay. 9ro:

e ~46 wmiupn ner Hazan (Hagano (QopMUpOBaHUS CYOKOMIIAPTMEHTOB  OYmYIIUX
MIPOKAPUOTHYECKUX STYCEK — OPTaHUYECKUX MOJEKYJN Ha 3eMiie — Tocie €€ OCTHIBAHUS 10
MPUEMIIEMBIX TEMIIEPaTyp, UX HE pa3pylIalonnx) —

e ~3,67 mupn 1. H. (IepBbIE MAKPOMOJIEKYIbI — KOMIAPTMEHTHI OYAYIINX MTPOKAPUOTUIECKUX
SYCEK) —

e ~3,61 mupn 1. H. (IepBbIE «COOCTBEHHOY» MPOKAPUOTHUCCKUE STUCHKU) —

e ~3,6 Mapa Ja. H. (MEepBbIE PBKAPHOTUYECKUE KIETKH, C HEPA3TUYMMBIMU MEXIy CcOOOMU
AJIEMEHTaMU, U B pa3Mepe CBOUX OyIYIIHX CYOKOMIAapTMEHTOB) —

e ~266 wmupn . H. (MepBblE HBKAPHOTHYECKHE KIETKM B pa3Mepe CBOUX OyAyIIHX
KOMITAPTMEHTOB) —

e ~2.6 Mapa . H. (TEPBBIC «COOCTBEHHOY 3BKAPHOTHUECKHE KICTKH) —

e ~2.59 muipp 1. H. (IEpBBIE «OTHOTKAHEBBIC» MHOTOKJICTOYHBIE OPTaHU3M) —

e ~1,65 muipz 1. H. (IEpBBIC OPTaHbl B COCTaBE MHOTOKJIETOYHBIX OPTaHU3MOB) —

e ~1,59 mupp 1. H. (MepBBIE «COOCTBEHHO)» MHOTOKJIETOYHBIE OPTraHU3Mbl) —

o ~1,58 muip 1. H. (TIEpBBIE MOMYJISAIMHA — CYOKOMIIAPTMEHTHI OyIyIIUX OMOr€OI€HO30B) —

e 0,64 mupsa 1. H. (IEpBbIE MAPIIEIUIBI — KOMIIAPTMEHTBI OYIyIIMX OHOr€OIeHO30B) —

e 0,58 mypa 1. H. (TIEpBbIe TOTHOIIEHHBIE OMOTEOIIEHO3bI) —

e 0,57 mapn net Hazaj (Hayano nepBoil — CyOKOMMapTMEHTaIbHOH — (a3bl GOPMUPOBAHUS

buoreocdepsr) — 1o HacTosIee Bpems.

B cBoro ouepenp, mposiBienne «Llukioca» ompepenseTcss caMoil BHYTPEHHEH KHOEPHETHYECKOM

CprKTypOﬁ JKHUBOI'0, KOTOpPAA ABJIACTCA COBOKYIIHOCTBIO UepapXudecKux KORmypoe onmumusayuu

(puc. 1).
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Puc. 1. Cxema nepapxu4eckoil IOUCKOBON ONTUMHU3ALUU CUCTEMBI )KUBOM IPUPOJBL.

Ipumeyanus x puc. 1-2a,6: Bocxooswue cniownsle CMpenKu, umerowue cmpykmypy «mHozue — K
OOHOMY», OMPAXCAIOM NOUCKOBYIO AKMUBHOCMb Hpedcmasumenell cOOmMeemcmeayiouux apycos 6
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uepapxuu. Hucxoosawue cniowmvie cmpenxu, umerowjue cmpykmypy «0OUH — KO MHOSUMY,
ompascarom yenesvie Kpumepuu NOUCKOBOU ONMUMUZAYUU CUCTEMHOU dHepeemuKky. Hucxooawue
NYHKMUPHble CMPEKU, UMeroujue CmpyKmypy « 00UH — KO MHORUM, OMPANXCAIOM CUCTEMHYIO RAMAMb
(coomeemcmeenHO  JHCUB020 U JTUYHOCHIHO-NPOU3BOOCMEEHHO-COYUANLHO20):  pe3yabmam
A0anMuHLIX GIUAHUL Npedcmasumereli 8blUENeHCAUUX UePaAPXULeCKUX APYCO8 HA CIMPYKMYpY U
noBeoeHUe GIONCEHHbIX 8 HUX Hudcerexcawux. B xauecmee npocmpaHcmeenHbIX pazmepos: a)
COOMBEeMCMBYIOWUX — APeanos/coodecms/coyuymos GblICMynarom paouycsvl Kpyea mou dice
niowaou, 0) Npou3800CMEEHHLIX MEXHOA02UU — UX npeodelvhvle mouyHocmu. Ilpusoodsmcs
XapaxkmepHvle 8pemMeHa U3MeHeHUs NPOYecco8 NPUcnocoOUmMeIbHO20 N08eOeHUs — Munuunsle Ol
cucmembl 8pemena KoiebamenbHo20 IUb0 PenaKcayuoHHO20 MUna: Hanpumep, 8pems YCmaHos/1eHUs
paenogecusi (8pems penakcayuu), 6 medeHue KOmMopo2o Hekuul obvexkm "ycnoxaugeaemcs',
nepexoomnvie npoyeccol 8 HEM 3amyxXaiom u OH 8038PAUYAEMCS 8 YCMOUYUB0E COCMOAHUE.

OTH KOHTypa 0O0pa3syloT «IpsSMbIE» IEPEMEHHbIC, OTPaKAIOIIUEe TOUCKOBBIE AaKTUBHOCTU
MIpe/ICTaBUTENIEH BCEX SIPYCOB B MEPAapXUU, U 3aBHUCAIIME OT HUX «OOpaTHbIE», OTpa)aromme (c
MHEpLHEN) 1eJIeBble KPUTEPUHU MOMCKOBOM ONTHUMM3AIMM CUCTEMHOI 3HEPreTUKHU, 3a/laBaeMble Ha
COOTBETCTBYIOUIMX sIpycaxX: HAJHIO yukivl. B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT 3HaKa IMpHpaIleHUs/yObIBaHUS
LIEJIEBOTO KPUTEPHUS aTOPUTM IOMCKOBOM ONTHMHU3AIMK BiuseT (oOecredyunBasi JOCTHKECHHE €ro
JKCTpEMyMa) Ha CMEHY 3HAKOB M BEJIMYUHY MpHUpalIeHUs/yObIBaHUS MOUCKOBBIX AKTHUBHOCTEH

(peanu3ys MOMCKOBBIE «PBICKAHUS» C JIEMEHTaMH CITy4ailHOCTH).

B cucreme XHMBOro BBIIEISAETCS €IIE OJHA, BTOPUYHAS, COBOKYIIHOCTb MEPAPXUUECKUX KOHTYpPOB
ONTUMM3AIMK, MPOIECChl B KOTOPHIX CYIIECTBEHHO 0o0Jieeé WHEPUUOHHBI 10 CPAaBHEHHIO C
IIPOLECCaMU B IIEPBUYHOM COBOKYMHOCTH. OHHM TECHO CBS3aHbl, IIOCKOJIBKY IIEpBUYHAS SABIIACTCS
MIPUYMHON BTOPUYHOM, KOTOpPast HA3bIBAETCSI CHCTEMHOM ITAMSTBIO )KMBOT'0, OTHOCUTEIILHO MEITIEHHO
BJIMSIONIEH HAa OTHOCUTEIBHO OBICTPHIE MOMCKOBbIE aKTHBHOCTH BCEX OXBATHIBAEMOW €I0 SPYCOB

UEPAPXUH.

2. AudopmaTuko-KudepHeTHYECKAS CXeMa CAMOYIPaBJIeHUs] B JIMYHOCTHO-
NMPOU3BOJACTBEHHO-COLMAJIBLHOM NIPUpPoO/Ie
OTanbl  3BOJIOLMOHHOTO Pa3BUTUSL  JIMYHOCTHO-IIPOM3BOACTBEHHO-COLIMAIBHOM  MPUPOIBI, —
BO3HUKaIIe Ha 0aze JKMBOM NpPHUPONBI, — TPOCIEKHUBAIOTCS Ha Oaze €€ MOUCKOBO-
ONTHMH3AIMOHHON MOJICNIN: Ha BCEM IMEpUOJe OT Havasa mnedam3anidy MO3BOHOYHBIX OKOJIO 428

MJTH JIET Ha3ajl (HyJIEBOM 3Talr) ¥ 0 COBPEMEHHOCTH (BochMOM 3tan) [['punuenko, 2007].

Becy mpouecc 3TOro JIMHEHHOrO pa3BUTHs, TaK K€, KaK M U JKUBOW INPUPOIBI, CIELYET
MHTEPIIPETUPOBATh KaK MposiBiIcHUE «XpoHOoca». [Ipu 3TOM B paMKax TakOW MOJENH BBIAEISAIOTCS
MOMEHTBI BPEMEHHM CHUCTEMHBIX IIEPEXOJOB B CTPOCHHU M XapaKTEPUCTUKAX HEPAPXUUECKOU
CTPYKTYPBl ~ JUYHOCTHO-TIPOM3BOJICTBEHHO-COLMAJIBHON  NPHUPOJABI, KOTOpPBIE  €CTECTBEHHO

MHTEPIIPETUPYIOTCS Kak mposiBieHue «Kaiipoca». Jro:
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©~428 MITH JIeT Ha3a (Havao 1edann3anuy TO3BOHOYHBIX) —

©~28,2 MIIH JIeT Ha3a]l (HayajJo BO3HUKHOBEHHSI MOJICUCTEMbI-1 HepapXx0-ceTeBOil CUCTEMBI
YesoBeuecTBa, «Ipea-npea-yenoseka» Hominoidea u 6asucHoi HHDOPMAIMOHHONW TEXHOIOTHH
(BUT) curHaibHBIX 103/3BYKOB/ IBIIKCHHIN ) —

e~1,86 MiH Jser Ha3aa (BO3HUKHOBEHHME IOJCUCTEMbI-2 HEPaApX0-CETEBOM CUCTEMBbI
YenoseuecTBa, «ipea-yeiaoseka» Homo ergaster/Homo erectus u BUT mumukun/xectoB) —

e~123 Tpic. JNeT Ha3ad (BO3HMKHOBEHHUE IOACHCTEMBI-3 HEpapX0-CETEBOM CHUCTEMBI
YenoBeyecTBa, «COOCTBEHHO» deoBeka HOMO Sapiens ' u BUT peun/s3bika) —

e~8,1 ThIC. JeT Hazam (BO3HWKHOBEHHE TIOACUCTEMBI-4 HepapX0-CETeBOW CHUCTEMBI
YenoBeuecTBa, Ooliee CIOKHOro YenoBeka Homo sapiens’’ v BUT mucbMeHHOCTH/YTEHUST) —

©~1446 rox H.3. (BO3HUKHOBEHHE MOJCUCTEMBI-5 HepapXo-ceTeBOM cucteMsl YenoBeuecTna,

’

emé Oosee CI0KHOTO uenoBeka Homo sapiens’’’ u BUT THpaxupoBaHUs TEKCTOB) —

©~1946 rox H.3. (BO3HUKHOBEHHE TIOJICUCTEMBI-6 NepapXx0-ceTeBoil cuctembl YenoBeyecTna,

IEEE]

emé Oosee CI0XKHOTO uenoBeka Homo sapiens’’’’ n BUT NOKalIbHBIX KOMIBIOTEPOB) —

¢~1979 rox H.3. (BO3HUKHOBEHHE TTOJICUCTEMBI-7 HEpapX0-CeTeBOI cuctemMbl YenoBeyecTna,

IEEEE]

emé Oornee CI0KHOTO yenoBeka Homo sapiens u BUT tenexomMmmyHukanuii/cereit) —

¢~1981 rox H.3. (BO3HUKHOBEHHE TIOJICUCTEMBI-8 MepapX0-ceTeBOi cucTeMbl YenmoBedyecTna,
emé Oosee ciaokHOTO yesnoBeka HOMO sapiens’”’’’’ u nano-BUT) —

o T.II.

B cBowo ouepenp, mposiBienue «L{ukiaoca» ompepenseTcss caMoil BHYTpeHHEH KHOepHeTHYeCKOn
CTPYKTYPOIi CHCTEMBI JTHYHOCTHO-TIPOU3BOACTBEHHO-COIIMATBHOT0, KOKIas U3 MOJCUCTEM KOTOPOit
SIBJIIETCSA COBOKYITHOCTBIO UepapXuiecKux KOHmypos onmumuzayuu (puc. 2). OTH KOHTYpPBI, TaK XKe,
KaK U B CUCTEME KHBOI'0, 00pa3yloT «IpsSMbIE» IEPEMEHHBIE, OTPAXKAIOIINE TOUCKOBbIE AKTUBHOCTHU
NPEJCTaBUTENICH BCEX SIPYCOB B MEPApPXUH, W 3aBUCAIIME OT HUX «OOpaTHbIE», OTpaxaroume (c
MHepIe) 1efieBble KPUTEPUH MOUCKOBON ONTHUMM3ALUU CUCTEMHOW HYHEPreTHKH, 3aJaBacMble Ha

BEpPXHEM SIpyce UepapXUu MOJICUCTEMBI: HAIHIIO YUKIIbL.

B cucreme JIMYHOCTHO-POM3BOJACTBEHHO-COLMAIBHOIO, TaK €, KaK M B CHUCTEME MHBOTO,
BbIIENIIETCS €UI€ OJIHA, BTOpPHUYHAs, COBOKYIIHOCTb HEPAPXUYECKUX KOHTYPOB ONTHMHU3ALMU B
Kax10il nogcucreme YenoBeuecTBa, MPOLECCHl B KOTOPBIX CYIIECTBEHHO 00jee MHEPLHOHHBI, 110
CPaBHEHHIO C MPOLIECCAMHU B IEPBUYHON COBOKYNMHOCTH. OHU TECHO CBSA3aHbl, IOCKOJIbKY IIEpBUYHAS
ABJIAETCA TPUYMHOM BTOPUYHOM, KOTOpas Ha3bIBa€TCi CHUCTEMHOW MaMSTBIO JIMYHOCTHO-
IIPOM3BOJICTBEHHO-COLIMAJIBHOI0, OTHOCUTEIBHO MEUIEHHO BIMAIOIIEH Ha OTHOCUTEIBHO OBICTpBIE

ITOMCKOBBIE aKTUBHOCTH BCEX OXBATBIBAEMOM €10 SIPYCOB UEPAPXUH.
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BaxHo oTMeTHTh, 4TO B XOz€ INI00anbHOM 3BoOLUH YenoBeuecTBa BBINOIHAIOTCA MPUHIIMII
CUCTNEeMHOU KyMyJayuu — «BOZHHUKHOBEHUS B METa’BOJIOLUM (IIPOLECCE IIOCIEN0BATEIBHOIO
HapallMBaHUs YHUCIIA YPOBHEW/SPYCOB HEpapXUUECKOH cHucTeMbl B Xozae ee (OPMHPOBAHUS Kak
TaKOBOM) cucTeMbl YenoBeuecTBa HOBBIX MOACHCTEM, KOTOPOE HE O3HA4aeT JIMMMHALUKM paHee
BO3HUKILIUX — BCE OHU COCYIIECTBYIOT, aKTUBHO B3aMMOJECHCTBYIOT U KOJBOIIOLUOHUPYIOT», U
IIPUHLIAINIA CUCTNEMHOU CO2IACOBAHHOCMU — «BO3HUKHOBEHHUS B XOJE€ METa’BOJIIOLMHA HOBBIX
MOJICUCTEM, KOTOPOE COIIPOBOXKJIAETCSl KapAUMHAJIbHBIMM II€pEMEHaAMH B CTPYKType U
MPUCIIOCOOUTEIBHOM TIOBEJICHUN paHee BO3HMKILIMUX, NMPH YMEHBIIEHUH UX BKJaaa B OOLIMM X0

MPHUCIIOCOOUTENILHOTO TToBeAcHHS» [['pruHUeHKO, 20200].

3. Hoocdepa B.!. BepHaackoro u noMcKOBO-ONTUMHU3ANUOHHAS MO/IEJIb
YesioBeuecTBa

[ITupoko uzBectHo, uto B.U. Bepuaackuit onpeaenni Hoochepy Kak HOBYIO (pa3y, HOBOE COCTOSIHUE,
B KOTOpOE€ MEPEeXOJUT NPHUPOIHBIA IMPOLECC Pa3BUTHS M YCIOXKHEHHs Ouocdeprl. OH mnucai:
«buocepa He pa3 nepexoaunsia B HOBOE IBOIIOIMOHHOE COCTOSIHUE. <...> DTO MEPEeKUBAEM MBI U
ceifuac, 3a mocieaaue 10-20 ThICSY JeT, KOTa YeI0BeK, BEIpaOb0OTaB B COLMAIBHON Cpejie HAydIHYIO
MBICITb, CO371aeT B OMoc(epe HOBYIO T€OIOTHUECKYIO CHITy, B Hell He ObiBIIyr0. bruocdepa nepemnuta
WIH, BEpHEE, MIEPEXOAUT B HOBOE I8ONIOYUOHHOE COCMOSIHUE — 8 HOOCepy (KypCUB aBTOpa IIUTATHI)
— mnepepalaThIBaeTCd HAayYHOM MBICIBIO COLIMANIBHOTO uejoBedecTBa. <...> ['€0loruuecku Mel
MepeKrMBaeM ceifuac BblAelieHue B Ouochepe yapcmea pazyma, MEHSIONIETO KOPEHHBIM 00pa3oM U

e€ 00K u e€ cTpoenue — Hoocepui» [Bepuanckuit 1977, C. 20-21, 91].
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Puc. 2a,6. DTansl yCIOKHEHUS CXEMbI HEPAPXHUUCCKON MTOMCKOBOW ONTUMHU3AIMHI CHCTEMBI
JMYHOCTHO-TIPOU3BOICTBEHHO-COUANBHOTO (Konb — konekmusHoe beccosnamenvbhoe).

OueBuaHo, yto B.M. BepHajackum HaMeuUeHBI JUITbL KOHTYPBI HOOC(EpHl, U HAa CETOAHSAIIHUN JICHD
ATOMY TOHATHIO €II€ HeAOCTaéT KOHKPETHKH, (POpPMaM3aK €T0 Ha HEKOTOPOM SI3BIKE OIUCAHM,
JIOCTATOYHO YHHMBEPCAJIBLHOM /ISl Takod cnoxkHoW mpoOmembl. Tak, H.H. MouceeB yka3bIBaeT:
«CeropHsi, KOT/a 3aKIIaIbIBAIOTCA OCHOBBI TEOPUHU HOOC(HEPHI, TEOPUH, KOTOPAsI IO CBOEMY CMBICITY
JOJKHA OOBEAMHUTH NUCUUIUIMHBI, U3YyYaIOLIUE CaMble Pa3HbIE SBICHUS MaTEepPUaIbLHOTO MUDA,
OYEHb BAKHO BbIPaOOTAaTh HEKOTOPHII OOIIUH A3bIK, OXBATHIBAIOIINN 1 TPOLIECCHI CAMOOPraHU3alun
HEXHUBOU (KOCHOI) MaTepuu, U Pa3BUTHUE KUBOM MaTEPHUM, U MPOLECCHI OOIECTBEHHON MPUPOIBD»
[Mowucees, 1986, C. 70]. A.l. Ypcyn OoTMeUaeT, 4TO «B 3HAYUTEILHOW CBOCH YacTH HOOC(HEPHO-
HKOJIOTHYECKHE MPOOJIEMbl OKa3bIBAIOTCS B COIMAILHOM IUIaHE MpoOJieMaMy yIpaBieHHs, U0o
[JIaBHOE OTJIMYME BCEro MPEIUIECTBYIOLIEr0 pa3BUTHS OT OYAYIIEro COLMOIKOPAa3BUTHUS

3aKJIFOYaeTCsl B TOM, YTO MM Heo0Xoaumo yrpasisath» [ Ypeyr, 1993, C. 40].

Ho ecnu HoocdepHas mpoOiemaTuka SBISIETCS ynpasienyeckoll, TO Ajid €€ aHaln3a €CTECTBEHHO
0o0paTUTbCS K COOTBETCTBYIOLIEMY S3BbIKY — SI3bIKY TEOPUHM yHpaBieHUs. To €CTh JOTHYHO
paccmatpuBaTh Hooc(hepy Kak KHOCPHETHUYECKYIO CHCTEMY, OINKCHIBas €€ Ha 3TOM S3BIKE,
MTO3BOJISIIOIIEM HE TOJIBKO OTOOPa3uTh OCOOEHHOCTH X0a €€ MPUCTIOCOOUTEIHHOTO IMTOBEICHUS, HO U
BBISIBUTH U yTO‘-IHI/ITL OCHOBHBIC 3Tallbl eé (bOpMI/IpOBaHI/ISI — a UMCHHO, Ha A3BbIKC OHHC&HHOﬁ BBIIIIC
IMOMCKOBO-ONTUMHU3AIIMOHHOM MOJENN caMOyTIpaBIsIOIIECs cucmemvl JUYHOCMHO-

NPOU3800CMEEHHO-COYUATILHOU NPUPOOLL.

Tak, B KHOEpHETUYECKOM IMPEACTAaBICHUH MOXXHO BBIIEIUTh B MPEIbICTOPHUH COBPEMEHHOM
Hoocdepsl maTh mpeaBapUTEIbHBIX 3TANOB «IOCHEPHOTO» pa3BUTHS €€ TEPPUTOPUATBHBIX
(parMeHTOB, MEHBIIUX 3€MJIM B IEJIOM, U TPU — «COOCTBEHHO C(PEpPHOrOo» — U «HAACPEPHBIX»
sTanoB. «CdepHblii» OTHOCUTCS K CHUCTEME CaMOYIPAaBJICHUS, OXBATHIBAIOIIECH BCIO 3eMIIIO Kak
TaKoBYl0, «HajAchepHbIe» (MEPCIIEKTUBHBIC) OXBATHIBAIOT Oimkalime K Hedl OKOJ03eMHOW M
[Mpomexxyrounsiii Kocmock!. [IpirHrMas BO BHUMaHHE TOT (PaKT, YTO B TOMCKOBO-ONITUMHU3AITMOHHON
Mozenu cuctembl YesnoBedecTBa OTpak€Hbl TAKUE OTHOCALIMECS HEMOCPEACTBEHHO K YenoBeky
MOHATHUS, Kak Oa3ucHble MH()OPMALMOHHBIE TEXHOJOIMM, HWHIUMBUAYAJbHOE M KOJUIEKTUBHOE
oecco3narenbHoe (I'punuenko, 2020a) u ap., mapamienu3Mm siBiaeHuit Hoocdepsl m cucteMHOTro

KI/I6epHeTI/I‘~IeCKOFO B3rjisijga Ha YenoseuecTBa OYCBUACH U B3AaMMHO HMX OILIOAOTBOPSCT.
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3aknwuenue. [IpuMEHUTEIHHO K IPEACTABICHHIO O MOUCKOBO-ONTHMU3AIHOHHON MOIEITH
nporeccoB camoynpanienus [Ipupoast XpoHOC COOTBETCTBYET mpeHOam YBEIUICHUS — B XOIe
MIPOLIECCOB 3BOIIOIMOHHOTO Pa3BUTHS CHCTEM HEKHUBOTO, 5KUBOTO U INYHOCTHO-TIPOU3BOICTBEHHO-
COLIMAJILHOTO — KOJIMYECTBA APYCOB B X uepapxusx, Kaiipoc — momenmam cucmemmoix
nepesopomos B 3TUX Ipolieccax, LIMkiioc — nmpoueccaM caMOyIpaBIeHUs 8 KOHMYPAx NOUCKOBOU
onmumusayuy Takux nepapxuit. Takum o0pa3om, BBISBIAETCS €lE OJUH pUMep HaJTUuus TpUaa B

cTpykType Muposaaunus [I'punuenko, 2016].

B cBow ouepens, mpoBeleHue Napajuledd MeXIy mnpeacTtaBieHneM o Hoocdepe wu
pe3yiabTaTaMd  MOJCITUPOBAHUS CHUCTEMHBIX TIPOIECCOB CAMOYINPABICHHUS B  JIMYHOCTHO-
MIPOU3BOICTBEHHO-COIMANBHON Tpupojae (YenoBeuecTBe), MO3BOJSIET MOTYYUTh HOBBIC 3HAHHS O
CYUIHOCTH, MPOCTPAHCTBEHHO-BPEMEHHBIX XapaKTEPUCTUKAX, MPEObICTOPUA U TMEPCIEKTUB

Hoocdeps! kak sTana pa3sutus YenoBedyecTna.
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Consciousness and its meaning, ontologically

Xinyan ZHANG!

Co3HaHNe ¥ ero CMbBICJI, OHTOJIOTHYECKHE ACTIEKThI
Cunpan Y KAH

Abstract. The author argues that consciousness and its meaning may only be defined and
explained within an ontological system. Such a system is proposed in this article, with matter,
energy, and life as its components, and with all its components defined as changes. The systematic
relations between matter and energy and the semantic relations among all its components together
may define and explain what and how consciousness is, why there is consciousness, where and

when it may occur, and what is its significance or meaning.

Keywords: Brain, Consciousness; Emotion; Evolution; Intelligence; Language; Life;

Meaning; Mind; Ontology
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3.The M as intelligence

4.The E as consciousness, emotion, or behavior
5. The autumn life as cause or effect

6. Self and world as one and the same in nature
7. Its differences from other theories

Conclusion

! Independent researcher; Diisseldorf, GERMANY.

Vol. 13, Yearly Issue,

BIOCOSMOLOGY — NEO-ARISTOTELISM | 5953




Pe3iome. ABTOp YTBEPKIAACT, YTO CO3HAHUC U €TO0 CMBICII MOTYT OBITh OIIpCACIICHBI U 0OBSICHEHBI
TOJIBKO B paMKax OHTOJIOTMYECKOM CHCTeMBL. Takas cucteMa apeaiaracTcs B ,[[aHHOI\/'I CTaThE,
KOMITIOHCHTaMH KOTOpOﬁ ABJIAIOTCA MaT€pus, SHCPIUA U KHU3Hb, d BCE KOMIIOHECHTBI ONIPEACITIAIOTCA
Kak u3MeHeHus. CHCTEMHEIC OTHOIICHUS MCKIY MaTepHeﬁ n BHGPFHCﬁ N CMBICJIOBBIC OTHOIICHMUS
MCKAY BCEMHU €€ KOMIIOHCHTAMH B COBOKYITHOCTHU MOT'YT OIIPEACIIUTDL U 06’b$ICHI/ITL, YTO MU KaK €CThb
CO3HAHUC, MTOUCMY OHO CYHICCTBYCT, IIC U KOTJIa OHO MOXXCT BO3HHUKATH U KAKOBO €0 3HAYCHUC WJIN

CMBICJI.

Knroueevie cnoea: mosr, cosHanue, SMOIMS, SBOJIOLNS, WHTE/UIEKT, S3bIK, KU3Hb, CMBICII,

pa3yMm, OHTOJIOTHA

Cooeporcanue

Bseoenue

1. KOMITIOHEHTBI CHUCTEMBI

2.CrucTeMHbBIE OTHOILICHHS

3.M KaK MHTEJUICKT

4 E xaKk CO3HaHHUE, YMOIUU WU ITOBEICHHE

5. OceHHsis KU3HBb KaK MPUYMHA WIN CICICTBUE

6. CamocTh (cyOBeKTa) M MU KaK OHO U TO K€ TI0 CBOEH IpUpoe
7. OTnu4ust OT IPYrux TEOpUil

3axnrouenue

PE®EPAT

-Kak TOBOPHII ApI/ICTOTeJ'IB, BCC JIIOJH 110 cBoeit MMpUPOAC CTPEMSATCA K 3HAHUSAM. Co3HaHue 3aHIMACT
OTHO U3 NCPBBIX MECT B CITUCKE Bemef/i, KOTOPBIC MbI BCCT1a XOTUM 3HATh. OI[HaI(O B DTOH CTaThe
aBTOPp YTBCPIKAACT, YTO CO3HAHUC MOKHO TOJIBKO IMOHATH, HO HHUKOrAa HC IO3HATb, I'TTaBHBIM

00pa3oM MOTOMY, UTO OHO SIBIISIETCSI HEOTHEMIIEMON YaCThIO HAIIEH CTOCOOHOCTH MO3HABATD.

-3HaHHE - ITO KOMMYHHKalMA, @ TOHUMaHUEC — OTO CO3JAHUC WM aKTHBAlWA CUCTEMBI, KOTOpas

OOBSICHSIET UJIM UHTEPIPETUPYET ITY KOMMYHHKAIIHIO.

-Hay‘-IHI)IG CUCTCMBbI BCCraa OCHOBAHBI Ha KOHKPETHBIX CYHIHOCTAX M HX cBomictBax. U Kaxaas

CYIIHOCTb MOJPa3yMEBAET ONPEEICHHbIE OObSICHUTEIbHBIE OTPAHUYECHUSI.
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—ABTOp npepiaracTt Jpyryro CiCTeMy, OHTOJIOTHUUCCKYIO CUCTCMY, KOMIIOHCHTAMU KOTOpOﬁ SABJIAIOTCA
MaTepusl, SHEPTUA U )KN3Hb, @ BCC €€ KOMIIOHCHTEI OIIPEACIAIOTCA KaK pa3jIndYHbIC U3MCHCHMS. Ota
CHCTCMA, KaK CIMHCTBO HSMCHGHI/Iﬁ, HE OrpaHN4€Ha HU4YEM, UTO OBl OHAa HU OG’bHCHf[J’Ia, HHU MO3IroM
n HeﬁpOHaMI/I, HH KJICTKaMH U I'CHaMH, HU 6eJ'IKaMI/I, JKUpaMu, Caxapom U HYKHCHHOBOﬁ KHCHOTOﬁ,

HU 9aCTHULIAMHU, BOJIHAMU U IIOJIIMH, HU JaK€ BPEMCHEM U IPOCTPAHCTBOM HAIICTO KOCMOCA.

-Ecnu Bce mo3ru niau HCEPBHBIC CUCTEMBI, BKJIFOYad 4eJI0BeUCCKUI MO3I, MOKHO OIIPCACIINTh KaK
pasyMm, TO 3Ta CHCTCMaA TAKKEC MOKET OBITh HAIIIMM OHTOJOIMYECKHUM ITOHHMMaHUEM pasyma.
CucrteMHBIE OTHOIICHHUS MCXKAY €€ KOMIIOHCHTAMU MOTI'YT OHTOJIOTHYCCKU OIPCACIATh U
OG’[:SICHHTB, YTO U KaK €CTb CO3HAHHUEC, [TIOYCMY OHO CYIIECTBYCT, IIC U KOrla OHO MOXXCET BO3HUKATh

1 KaKOBO €TI0 3HAYCHUEC UJIHN CMBICII.

-Kparko u emKko 00CYKIAIOTCS pa3Nuyuns MEKIY TAKUM OHTOJIOTUYECKHM OOBSICHEHHEM 1 MHOTUMHU

JIPYTUMU TEOPUSIMU CO3HAHUS.
-Martepus 1 3HEprus - MpOCThIe YAaCTH 3TOTO ONpEeAeIeHUs U O0bICHEHUSI.

-CuctemMHast CJIOXXHOCTh MaTepUd MOXKET ObITh 00bsiCHeHHEeM uHTeiekTa. CyllecTBYIOT
HACJIE/ICTBEHHbIE U MpHOOpeTeHHble W3MEeHEeHUs M. HacrnencTBeHHBIH WHTEIIEKT ONpeaesnseT
HACJIEICTBEHHOE IIOBEJCHHE CHUCTEMBbl, a MPHOOPETEHHBIH HWHTEINIEKT — MpPUOOpEeTEeHHOE

IIOBCACHUC.

—CDYHI[aMeHTaJ'ILHO, CO3HAHUC — 3TO PaA3JINIUC MCIKAY MaTepHeﬁ u BHCPFHCﬁ, KOTOPOC IIPOSABIACTCA,
Korga o0e BCTPCHANOTCA YCPE3 ONPCACICHHOC CUCTCMHOC OTHOIICHUC, 0COOEHHO KOrja mMarepusd
HaxoauTCsa B COCTOAHHUHA 60,[[pCTBOBaHI/I}I. Takoe cocTosiHHE TaKKe 00BICHICTCS OMOTOTUYECKH U

¢bu3nUecKH.
-Ku3Hb, O/1HaKO, SIBISETCS CIOXKHOM YacThIO ATOTO ONMpeNeIeHUs U O0BSICHEHHUS.

-OHTOJ’IOFI/I‘IGCKI/I, CCJIM HCT XKMU3HH, MAaTCPUA U SHCPIrrud CaMu I10 cebe He Mor YT CTaTb aKCHUOMaMH

KaKOW-JTHOO CHCTEM