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The role of "cognition"” in overcoming socio-anthropological risks

T.I. Eroshenko

It is analyzed the problem of unreasonable use by people of their most important and
highest ability to cognize the surrounding world (worlds) and themselves. Having accumulated
volumes of knowledge that are either capable of solving many of the problems of earthlings today, or
suggest their solution, humanity, however, quite noticeably balances between the possibility of
further development and the likelihood of tragic death, slow or relatively fast. The author sees one of
the reasons for this in the historically established division of people in the process of realization of
cognition and the use of its products (knowledge) in a private, isolated manner. The article proposes
to expand the concept of "cognition". Cognition (the concept of cognitive sciences) is not only and
not so much an individual — personal private process of cognition, but a universal process
(planetary, cosmic), the subject of which is the whole of humanity from the moment of its
appearance. All-planetary cognition gives rise to all-planetary, cosmic consciousness.
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