Other UNBELIEVABLE similarities between my ideas (2005, 2008, 20010, 2011, 2012) and Markus Gabriel’s ideas (published by him in a journal in ROMANIA in 2014! Incredible…)

Markus Gabriel (2014) (Rheinische Friedrich-Wilhelms-Universität Bonn), “Is Heidegger’s “Turn” a Realist Project?” in Meta: Research in hermeneutics, phenomenology, and practical philosophy, special issue / 2014: 44-73, www.metajournal.org
Even more incredible is that three authors from that special issue comments Markus Gabriel’s “new realism”! Do these three authors live and work in Africa or Antarctica and they have no access to the Internet. I understand them… they have not heard about the scandal in which their colleague is involved… 
In the appendix of my last book (2014), I showed the UNBELIEVABLE similarities between my ideas from 2005, 2008, 20010, 2011, 2012 and Markus Gabriel’s ideas from TED clip and his book (both 2013). In his pages, I show again some UNBELIEVABLE similarities between my ideas and Markus Gabriel’s ideas published in a paper in 2014 in a ROMANIAN journal (!). 

I mention this journal appears at Department of Philosophy, University of “AI Cuza”, Iassy (Romania) (a city where I was born and I was student at Philosophy the first three years). There are three chief editors from Department of Philosophy, University of “AI Cuza”.  Incredible, only in Romania it is possible such things to take place! For more details, see my webpage http://filosofie.unibuc.ro/cv_gabriel_vacariu/
Below you can find UNBELIEVABLE similarities between my ideas and Markus Gabriel’s ideas. It seems that Markus Gabriel does not want to stop publishing such UNBELIEVABLE similar ideas even if I made public these “similarities”!
p. 64: Markus Gabriel’s “new realism”:
“By “existence” I understand the fact that something appears in a field of sense. “Field of sense” is the name by which I designate a region of objects that is different from other regions of objects. The sense of a region of objects is the reason for its individuation; it distinguishes one region from another.” 
It has to be clear that “field of sense” is quite identical with my EDWs. However, it is clear that Markus Gabriel did not understand completely my EDWs. In the next sentence, he introduces Frege to protect himself of plagiarism:  
“Drawing on Frege, I understand by “sense” (Sinn) an objective mode of presentation of objects. That Vesuvius – seen from Naples – looks one way or another, or that a blue cube in a certain light looks green, is just as objective as Vesuvius or the blue cube themselves.” 
The next sentences clearly reflect the UNBELIVABLE similarities between my ideas and Markus Gabriel’s ideas:

“Objects exist only in regions of objects, from which they emerge and against which they stand out. For their part, regions of objects exist only by standing out as objects in other regions. If anything exists at all, several regions of objects have to exist: this is the basic thesis of the version of ontological pluralism that I am arguing for.” 
Using “emergence” (a wrong notion in my perspective), Markus Gabriel introduces his ontological pluralism. The next sentences are identical with my main ideas (just missing my labels of “EDWs” and “objects”, “correspondence”):
“The regions of objects are distinguished by the ways in which the objects that appear in them are present. It is impossible that an elementary particle, which appears in the region of atomic physics, is literally a part of myself as a citizen of Germany.” 
What do you want more to understand the UNBLIEVABLE similarities between his ideas and my ideas? However, I published my ideas in 2003, 2005, 2008, 2010, 2011, 2012, while Markus Gabriel published his ideas first time in 2013. 
“It is senseless to put elementary particles – which appear in my body at a certain point in space and time – under a specific political jurisdiction. But we cannot draw from this the conclusion that I am not subject to a specific political jurisdiction. This is because I am not identical with my appearance in that field of sense to which elementary particles belong.” 

Again, the last sentence reflects exactly my idea of rejecting the notion if “identity” between objects/entities that belong to EDWs. Incredible is that Markus Gabriel “changes the world” in 3-4 sentences! This means to be a German philosopher today: in the same number of this issue, three of his colleagues comments Markus Gabriel’s “new realism”. Nobody gets any attitude against such plagiarism in Germany!
There are two great problems: (1) the UNBELIEVABLE similarities between Markus Gabriel’s ideas and my ideas from my books published several years before him (and my paper from 2005). (2) The ideas analyzed above are so important (the world does not exist, etc.), but there are no arguments for supporting such essential ideas! Only in Romania can such ideas without arguments be published in an official journal! On Facebook, one of chief-editors (George Bondor) wrote me that “Markus Gabriel’s article is about Heidegger’s Kehre, plus “several general statements about his ‘new realistic’ position that cannot be considered a real philosophical approach”. (Facebook) George Bondor believes the Romanians editors have no responsibility for this issue since the editors of this special issue were from Freiburg! So, they could publish anything in that Romanian journal! Why then the journal has three chief-editors? Moreover, did not know the editors of this special issue about the scandal produced by Markus Gabriel? Or maybe the goal of this issue is to support Markus Gabriel’s “work”?
I wrote 5 books and many papers, but being Romanian philosopher I have no chances to receive comments neither from Romanian philosophers (they are too weak and very envious), nor from foreigners philosophers (my EDWs perspective abolish all other international philosophical approaches). However, I am convinced comments on my EDWs perspective from young foreigner scientists and philosophers will come inevitable in the future. In fact, on Wikipedia, in a paper dedicated to quantum mechanics, the first paragraph mentions http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Counterfactual_definiteness 
Counterfactual definiteness (CFD) means that the output of a system can, in principle, be calculated by using an explicit formula y = f(x). Although the aspects of the universe that can adequately be described by classical physics are compatible with counterfactual definiteness, those aspects of the universe that can only be adequately modelled or described by quantum mechanics are not in all cases compatible with counterfactual definiteness. [1] 
[1]: “Gabriel Vacariu, "Epistemologically Different Worlds," Editura Universitãtii din Bucuresti, 2008, ISBN 978-973-737-442-4 p. 331f”
I would like these two pages to be published by Meta: Research in hermeneutics, phenomenology, and practical philosophy in the next issue. I hope my colleagues from Iassy will accept my request. 

My last question: About these UNBELIEVABLE similarities, I posted on the Internet on many websites, at my webpage, on YouTube, etc. The appendix of my last book is about this topic. I wonder how was possible the editors did not hear about this scandal and accepted to publish Markus Gabriel’s paper? 
Only in Romania is possible such things. (The prim-minister is accused of plagiarizing his PhD thesis.) Is this the image of philosophy in Germany abroad? If there are no positions against such things, it seems this is indeed the image… (They also have some politicians accused of plagiarism…)
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