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A.Kh. Burganov
Social medium (mankind) of “inner perfection”? 

The outstanding physicist, academician of the USSR’s Academy of Sciences A.F. Ioffe once complained that A. Einstein wasted the last several decades of his life in search of the non-existent Unified Field theory. But the post-Einstein world science of physics has already been going out of the way for over half a century over the solution of the problem left over by him (True, a certain American scientist Anthony Garret Leasy asserts that he has already created it
).It is supposed to exist in Nature, and let us suppose it will be created or has already been created. This is the proof that all the functional interactions of the elementary particles of physical nature are in unity (inter-connected), which fact probably lies at the basis of the “inner perfection of Nature” marked by A. Einstein.  
The Einstein setting of the problem of the Unified Theory believes that the unification of the four functional interactions of elementary particles is possible. The aim of the creation of this theory is the cognition of the fundamentals of life on the Earth and in our Universe
. As A. Sergeyev writes, the equations, describing the main interactions of physical phenomena, “contain the so-called fundamental constants. Among them is the light velocity setting the pace for the quickest processes; the Planck constant, determining the scale of quantum phenomena; the gravitational constant, characterizing the Universal gravitation, and also the masses, charges and other parameters of a number of elementary particles”
. The experiment of Aspec carried out in France in 1982 demonstrated that two quantum particles once connected, after being separated and carried away a very long distance from each other, nevertheless remained in connection with each other: The change that took place in one of them was immediately reflected in the other (at a velocity higher than light). On these grounds the author of the book “To the Vision of a New World” Rasselle Dicarlo (Pennsylvania, USA), referring to his conversations with the other great men of the academic world, writes that “we have not yet reached the summit of human development, and we are connected with everything in life more, than separated from it”
. 
The experiment of Aspec, the idea of the American scientist and other known facts make one think, somehow or other, of the problem of mankind as something integral, internally unified and of the place of intellect (soul) in it.  In the first place, they bring the human thought to the resolution of the age-long argument between materialists and idealists about the mechanism of the origin of prophets (prophecies) in favour of the first. The biological interconnection of humans is apparrently realized by certain “receptors”, which receive the “waves” emitted by every living thing; in humans, those receptors are supplemented by the soul (conscience, feelings). The degree of maturity of the receptors is different with different people: in everyday life there are both sensitive people sympathizing with others, and their opposites, who are indifferent of other people’s sufferings; there are also people who see prophetic dreams, etc. Some individuals possess such a high degree of maturity of those feelings (remarkable that, as a rule, they are successful and wealthy people), that they receive all the sorrows, pains and hopes of their nation and of all mankind (just like some mothers feeling the pain of their sons killed at the fighting-front).  At the early stages of mankind’s development when social science was weak, the people of the mentioned type became prophets. They understood that humans as creatures having intellect but devoid of high morality, doomed to exist in a world with limited material benefits will inevitably perish in a destructive war for their daily bread. Life itself prompted them an imperative necessity to establish certain norms of social life, such as “do not steal” (the sacred right of private property), and many other rules, which the prophets explained to masses confirming them by references to God, Who showed mercy to people for their good deeds and punished them for bad ones. Among the assertions about paradise, hell and the like, which seem absurd to educated people today, there were helpful hints, recommendations which may be very useful today. For example, the Koran says: “Compete with one another in good deeds” (Surah 2, ayah 148); “Fear of Allah and do not take with interest, if you are a believer” (2/278); “If your debtor is in a difficult situation, grant him a respite” (2/280); “Allah does not forbid you to be merciful to those who did not fight you because of religion” (60/8); “Observe the right measure, do not be one of those who does harm by short measure” (26/181); “If they are inclined to peace, be inclined to peace, too” (8/61)
. In the course of history the function of the prophets was taken over by liberal arts and their outstanding representatives, philosophers, thinkers with highly developed receptors (mentioned above) and great intellect, including the Utopian communists and “scientific” communists. If the prophets predicted the worse and the better future of man in the better world, the scientists and thinkers – in this world, denying the better world altogether.  As for the prophets’ predictions, they are not realized because they are based on nothing but their good intentions. The predictions of scientists, as a rule, are not realized for the simple reason that reference points continuously change, striking through any prognostication or planning no matter how thoroughly they may be worked out. World experience shows that man is capable of cognizing the past, back to the birth of the Universe. It means that everything existing in Nature now is cognizable, and what will globally exist, is not objectively cognizable. Hence the problem: without further ado, let us not deviate from the course of natural historical development; we ought to be able to see the better tendencies in the present, maintain them and allow them to realize in full. 

Most unfortunately the liberal arts, including philosophy, have never been in favour in Russia. Consequently, they were not in possession of the ruling elite, in spite of some considerable exceptions, represented by the names of P.Y. Chaadayev, N.A. Berdyayev and some others.  And in the Soviet days they were completely falsified: the law of negation of negation, which is the main law of dialectics, was excluded: instead, development was considered possible by complete crossing out of the past. But it is not so: development goes on by the absorption of the past, by preservation of the necessary (the best) and by exclusion of the worst.  Similarly, they practically sent into oblivion the Hegel-Lenin thesis of self-contradiction (in objects and phenomena) as their life-giving locomotive, a sort of internal-combustion engine. They brought into the forefront external antagonisms resulting in destructive wars of all kinds. The main reason of it was the religious obscurantism generated in the first case by the belief in the non-existent God and the promised Paradise in the better world, and in the second – by the hope for the Utopia of the “socialist paradise” in this world.  The theoretical and political ignorance of the Soviet leadership is beyond common sense.  The only excuse (to some extent) for them is the fact that the source of this error lies in Marxism itself, which has banned private property lying at the basis of the life of the social medium. But practice confirms or disproves theory. Most unfortunately Lenin, not long before his death, began to understand the inconsistency of socialism, and he made rather successful steps to correct the “socialist” mistakes (NEP). But his successors could not tear themselves off the pre-revolutionary Leninism in spite of the desperate cries of those who performed the building of socialism and were drowned by it in their own blood and tears. 

Indeed, Leo Tolstoy was right when he said that the troubles of mankind do not come so much from ignorance, but chiefly from false knowledge, which, unlike the first, is almost fatal. From time immemorial Russia, with her “exclusive way”, guided by false ideology, is on her “right way” to a downfall. Especially tragic was the way she made in that direction in the 20th century, when she attempted at building an unheard-of, principally different from all mankind’s experience, the so-called communist society headed by “efficient managers”, represented by Bolshevik leaders. This experience is most objectively, to my mind, generalized by S. Rybas and E. Rybas      
. According to the authors, Stalin, who had an unlimited personal power and stopped at nothing, including mass killings, defeated all the enemies, particularly internal ones both within the Party and in the society in accordance with the Marxist-Leninist teaching, drew Russia out of hopeless backwardness. But there is another question, and it is not avoided by the authors: Did Russia need such a victory? The authors quote the poet Jack Altausen (1929) “I suggest melting Minin / Pozharski / Do they need a pedestal? / We are fed up / With glorifying the two shop-keepers / They were at the counter when the October revolution occurred / And it was accidental that we did not break their necks / I know, it would be right for them / They saved Russia, indeed! / Maybe, it would have been better not to save her?
 
Russian psychology, ignoring any philosophy, will inevitably say: “SAVE!”  And the matter here is in the priority for a Russian of his state and Russian stateliness as a thing of great national value. The striking illustration of that are the victories of the serf people in the Patriotic wars of 1812 and 1941-45, and the emphasis should be laid not on the social and political characteristics of the conquerors, but on the CONQUEROR as such. That is, if we imagine that Russia were attacked by a certain state of the Earth’s paradise with a promise to set up a similar state in this country, I am sure the “enemy” would be “brushed off”. Not because “love cannot be compelled”, but because the Russian man does not want happiness organized for him by someone else; he wants his own happiness, made with his own hands and by his own mind, no matter how imperfect or bad it may be. Unfortunately, the ruling top has not understood it; we do not exclude the possibility of them being under delusion in connection with the stately psychology of the masses, which wonderfully combine their disrespect of the power in general with profound veneration of despots (Ivan the Terrible, Peter I, Stalin). The tyrants increased the territory and consolidated the Russian state, and the masses ignored the price and the consequences of those “achievements”. True, the quoted authors assert that in the middle of the 30s Stalin realized the “necessity to introduce through a new Constitution the competitive principle of self-development of the society”, and it was imperative to introduce “into Soviet practice an entirely new mechanism of self-development, which would encourage the society, similarly to the bourgeois thirst for profit, stronger than the threats from the Kremlin or Lubyanka”.
, but allegedly he did not succeed in it. I do not exclude the possibility of Stalin coming to that conclusion, but to my mind history does not possess any facts of this kind. Besides, it is difficult to explain the policy of his successors which has no intimation of the idea. Up to this day the Russian rulers are trying to put into practice the policy of modernization of Russia left over by Peter I - predominantly by the state power. Though, the present rulers are trying to involve the masses into the process, they are doing it by propaganda and exhortation: “the time has come to think for yourselves without relying on the powers or someone else” (they probably have in mind the Lord God). The reasoning of the above-mentioned authors cannot pass unnoticed; they have the purpose of convincing their readers that Stalin was compelled to act as he acted; that he, being quite alone and acting in the situations of endless conspiracies against him, which he considered to be conspiracies against the Soviet power, considered the lives of other people as well as his own life to be worthless. (Bukharin once said about it very truthfully: When the highest law is the interest of the revolution, the Communist religion, like any other religion, gives birth to its own fanatics, who intensify general suspiciousness and fear, hence come the endless victims of communism). Seemingly, it is so, but…not exactly so. It is so because he acted in the bureaucratic coordinates of a total state; had he acted in a different way, without reprisals, the life of the Soviet power would have been very short, no longer than the Brezhnev or Gorbachov rule. It is not accidental that in the first Communist document – “Communist Manifesto” they proclaimed the dictatorship of the class, brought down to an inhuman condition (with appropriate psychology), and violence by Marxism was called by them “the midwife of history”. The authors of Marxism-Leninism understood that the masses of people would not accept it on their own will. After the experience of “war communism” Lenin refused to build it, coming back to the safe age-old way of living and saved the country from perishing of cold and starvation. Stalin and his team did not make use of Lenin’s lesson. 

A special emphasis should be made on conspiracies. They are absolutely inevitable in the bureaucratic system of rule, in which bureaucracy is a ruling class (as it is in our country), because the replacement of the old ruling clan by a young uncalled one is absolutely necessary to avoid a collapse in the governing of the state, at least for that simple reason that in this world all things tend to grow old and create something similar to traffic jams. There is also a more important reason: higher and “good” posts are never many, and an official exists in the chain of command and is certainly guided by career considerations; otherwise, it does not make sense to become an official. Detecting conspiracies, both actual and supposed ones, is no big problem; all bureaucrats without an exception are potential conspirators. Their death in the meaning of the death of the whole system, i.e. of their state, is absolutely inevitable, which was, by the way, predicted by Lenin; he said that if something will kill the Soviet power, it will be bureaucracy. Stalin was indignant, too, reproaching his team-mates of planting bureaucracy in their apparatus; moreover, he systematically shot both the worst bureaucrats, and the potential ones. The situation has not changed today, and it will be the same tomorrow, if the bureaucracy remains a ruling class. But it will become less numerous, and, which is essential, it will be possible to struggle with it under a social structure in which the middle class of owners, the social support of democracy, dominates.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                The ruling bureaucracy that has robbed half of Russia will not rest until this country is reduced to the size of Moscow Principality of the Middle Ages. 
Meanwhile, the right solution of the Russian problems is within reach. But it does not lie in “nano-“and other modern technologies, the realization of which can only be effected by “ineffective” Chubayses-Gaydars. To realize those, millions of owners of “home production” are needed. Everything imported is transformed with time into something primitive, “home-grown” by the people with non-masterly psychology. Our bureaucracy would like to ride in “Fords” and “Toyotas” driven by the internal combustion engines of “Lada”, and at the same time threaten the whole world with the non-existent Russian power. However, it will not work. It is remarkable that you do not have to go far for the proof that the real way out of the deadlock is near at hand. Remember the last days of the “developed socialism”: there was no salt, no matches in the shops: the queues for vodka and tobacco looked like battlefields. And lo! All of a sudden the shuttle traders appeared represented by the better and weaker half of mankind: a baby in one hand and a bag of some unidentified colour with lots of consumer goods in the other. And the country revived in a couple of years (like under NEP). But our rulers with the clergy do not need the petty bourgeois small fry, because they cannot take much from them. They need Deripask-Abramoviches. The first group has the state money-bag, and the second – the capital stolen from the state and the people. So they share with each other. 
The tandem of ruling bureaucracy and the clergy has come to believe in the subtle formula of the founders of Christianity “any power is from God”. This belief is encouraged by their perception of the present situation in this sphere, which bears some resemblance to the renaissance of Orthodoxy. That is the reason why they ignore the general philosophical truths, brainwash the proletarian masses, who are far from enlightenment and scientific comprehension of the world.   They do it without understanding that the masses stand equally far from both belief in God and all kinds of devilry. The Great man of Russia V.G. Belinski, speaking of Russian religiousness, says, that when a Russian man makes a sign of the cross with his right hand, he scratches his ass with his left. His religiousness is overshadowed by a thousand and one (no end to them!) elementary needs, in the first place to fill his ever-empty stomach. It is better to fill it with vodka, for it allows him to grab hold of his drinking companion’s shirt-front and ask him: “Do you respect me?”  Man needs to be respected by his like, but a proletarian is not respected by anyone, including himself. So, gentlemen, Holy Fathers of all confessions orating in Russia, mind that your congregation can not be increased by those whose future is unambiguously rolling down into the gutter, but by those whose business goes either to success or to failure, being hardly predictable (the market law)! Such is the future of owners of small and medium rank, who also need support, just in case, in something otherworldly. (Remarkable that people of art and literature are in the same position and so they are also subject to religiousness). Hence their superstition: they need a medium between them and God (unlike the owners of monopolistic capital whose lackey is the tandem of secular and clerical powers. Such behaviour of the powers can be explained by their inability to organize an un-utopian decent life for the people and even an appropriate life for themselves; they are sucking all the lifeblood of the people and stealing 20-30 years of their life. You recall the position of the poor devil who prayed to God asking Him to rid him of his friends, whereas he would manage to get rid of his enemies himself. Free your mind, Russian man, cast away your accursed temper and come back to your good temper you once possessed! Do not drown your sorrow in raw vodka. It will not sink, but becomes glance. That is why the priests and their masters have accustomed you to hard drinking all your life. Free yourself, friend!!! Life is given to you as to a human, not as a beast…  
LIFE is victorious, and it gets its way, and a better future can only be achieved by assisting what is the best and well-established in it and what guarantees well-being and prosperity (irrespective of where and when those were achieved, in accordance with the principle of the “primogeniture of the best”), without inventing incredible things as, for example, motivating it by the exclusiveness of the historical way, etc. 
Secondly. Intellect, being the essence of human life is today self-valuable, self-sufficing and independent of anything (or anybody). What is especially sad about it is that it is independent of such a seemingly eternal category as morality that has accompanied man since he became human. It may have happened even earlier: the majority of animals do not accept cannibalism inherent in mankind during all of its history, “thanks” to human intellect.  
As S. Freud has remarked, the voice of intellect is low, but sooner or later it will be heard. The great scientist saw in it the guarantee of mankind’s optimistic future.  Intellect gives birth to the truth, which is victorious by nature. It is only one, and there is no other truth. It can be ignored, substituted by falsehood, but it does not stop being itself and will inevitably be in demand (unfortunately, not infrequently a long time after its birth and therefore becomes anonymous and not of much use, because, as they say, all in good time).  Being heard, it triumphs, sweeping off all that has stood on its way. Some falsehoods succeed in concealing themselves and disguise themselves, but only those in which the powers that be are interested.  But not forever: “lies have short legs”. Intellect is always on the move, in spite of the constant danger of its man-master of losing his head; intellect is relatively independent of the organism that bears it; these two are always in cooperation, but not always in friendship (apparently, according to the (Russian) proverb: “Eriendship is friendship, but each smokes his own tobacco”). The great German stated: “…nobody can understand / What binds the soul with the body / That they can never be separated / And meanwhile they are enemies”
. Probably, he “considers” it to be its only “vessel”, because when it is broken, the soul continues to live in its creations, and his intellectual finds are not “broken” and do not disappear. Is it not the great homespun truth of the thesis of the immortality of the soul?! Intellect, being the foundation of the spirit (unless it is asserted to be the spirit itself expressing the thinking ability, conscience, the psychic abilities of man determining his actions), i.e. the immaterial part of man’s life activities, in its derivatives (products of intellectual labour) has a tendency to materialize. Because “In the act is the beginning of reality”
. The “masterly’ position of intellect is confirmed by the fact, that it compels their owners (the bodies in which it dwells), not infrequently, separate individuals to struggle against most powerful systems and disastrous circumstances; they make acts incompatible with their weak bodies, acts that are not always victorious. Moreover, a terrible defeat in such cases is not excluded (parents defending their child against strong enemies, revolutionaries or democrats struggling against the powerful state for the freedom of their people, etc.); but counting, in the long run, on victory, behind which stands the truth.  Intellect is programmed for victory by all means; INTELLECT BY ITSELF knows no defeat; if the worst comes to the worst, only its receptacle is defeated, but its creative product goes into another (other) receptacle(s). The consequent death of the forbidders of the creative thought (generally speaking, of all wrong-doers) is in the inextinguishable and unbending product of human intellect (spirit). His creations consist in the informational wealth of universal intellect and experience, which is imperishable (“Manuscripts do not burn!”). Even if it disappears in one case, it will be restored in another without fail.
Would it not be a mistake to continue the thought of the quoted scientist by the supposition that the further development of man will be directed towards the consolidation of his physical and biological unity with his like socially and economically on the planetary scale? That is, the human, continuing to cognize himself and being at the top of his development, kind of confirms his objective, i.e. existing on the planetary scale by subjectively realized action on the same scale in the social and economic aspects. He is creating a social medium of “inner perfection” in all the states (nations), which will serve the purpose of world unification of mankind (world cooperation). 
Thirdly, as an absolutely inevitable consequence of world cooperation not only the ecumenical movement will triumph in Christianity, but unification of all religions will take place.      The material unity of mankind will be consolidated by its spiritual unity. It would be be better if the second preceded the first, which is only possible if religious obscurantism were overcome, which is quite possible on condition that intellect is developed to the extent of merging with morality. In that case intellect would not “work” for the evil.  
***
To my mind the process of world development is as follows. Human society is the other form of objective reality in Nature. It is natural that in the social medium there are its own fundamental constants, influencing in their interaction the forms and methods of its life activities.   I refer to them: 1) labour, 2) property, 3) power. Their interaction is determined by property relations born into the world which is built on “deprivation and in which there is no fullness of material benefits” (N. Alekseyev). These relations are the only force of social attraction, intended to unite people into societies, a nation and a state. Depending on whether a man possesses property or not, i.e. according to his social status, they align him to the adequate interactions: 1) with his own self (in the meaning of using his possibilities and capabilities for the sake of being in life as such), 2) with other people, 3) with the society, and 4) with the powers. They also determine: 1) The kind of labour: slavery (directly physical and hired) or free and creative, 2) the nature of power: socially just or oppressive, 3) the level of social position of the individual (class), thus “indicating” his place and role in the life activities of society as a “SUBJECT OF DEVELOPMENT” or “consumer”.  
In class societies the source of self-development and its progress in economy and superstructures based on them are not the contradictions between the owners and the poor, as asserted by Marxism, for they (contradictions) keep down the development: with class struggle nothing is produced; moreover, what already exists is destroyed. Production is only possible in cooperation. Therefore, the participation of the pauper in material production and the development of the wealth of society is realized, in the first place, at the expense of his health and in most cases by shortening his life; in the second, it has the purpose of satisfying his daily wants, but by no means of increasing the wealth on which he works no of any other wealth, from which he is alienated. The income of the pauper, as a rule, does not exceed his expenses on living. Therefore, his functions as a subject of development are limited. Only an owner can be interested in an increase of wealth as a source of life and prosperity, his own or of his clan, inheritors, etc., for he can contribute part of his income for the development of production, and is therefore a full-fledged subject of development.  That is why the source of progress in class societies (even if they reach the level of development at which the society consists entirely of owners) are the contradictions between the owners themselves, the competition on the market (under the influence of the “invisible Adam Smith hand”) leading to technical, technological and, in the final analysis, to social progress on the whole. No doubt about it. If the necessary material conditions are created for the regulation of property relationships, which phenomenon, according to world practice takes place with the deconcentration of property among the majority of people – the middle class.  At present, only a few highly-developed democratic countries have reached such a stage of development (with the middle class as the majority of the people), but the rest of the nations are living in “societies of consumers” (not creators), languishing in poverty, consuming the wealth given by nature, including themselves, having a grudge against prosperous people or their neighbours, putting a blame on them for all their troubles and often attacking them.
 At present, Russia is dominated by the monopolistic capital that has merged with the corrupted state bureaucracy with the purpose of immeasurable robbery of the people. Its “movable” (financial) part has as its determining tendency a “there and back” movement in which it has a guaranteed and uncontrolled profits, i.e. the abroad, and therefore, being national by birth, it is cosmopolitan in its essence. The only thing that prevents them of robbing their country is the wonderfully remarkable property of wealth – it has a double nature: being somebody’s property but being located in the space allotted by Nature and History to this or that nation, objectively, due to the social relations caused by it, it is also to some extent the wealth of the whole society (nation). Therefore they are not indifferent to it.  
***
Mankind, created in Mother-Nature’s image and likeness, in which the “inner perfection” (by appropriate regulation of property relationships in order not to perish) must achieve social perfection, on the one hand eliminating antagonism both within separate states and in the whole world, on the other – being capable of progress.

Let us consider Russia as one of the many-regional parts of the world, in which its regions are different from one another in essential parameters. At present, in inter-ethnic relations and even in the relations of the Russian regions with the Centre, arose some centrifugal forces as a consequence of not only economic ill-being both in the Centre and in the regions but also of essential differences in the economic development of the latter depending on the nature and the level of productive forces in them. There are some regions in Russia, which are rather rich in natural resources, and there are those devoid of them.  Although the development of the first is the doing of all Russians, the fruit of it is consumed, in the first place, by their own inhabitants and certainly by the Centre.  Normal property relationships presuppose the economy organized on the principles of co-ownership of citizens
 with their own, initially equal shares of the whole all-Russia’s national wealth irrespective of their place of residence and type of activity. One country has initially equal possibilities. If that principle were spread all over the world, in which all the countries differ from one another in mineral and other resources so that even today there is a threat of energy crisis on the world scale, the principle of equality of distribution of all the natural (and with time – industrial) wealth of Earth for each one of the inhabitants of the planet will triumph.   But the differences connected with the labour contribution, the level of production (labour productivity), etc. will remain. It will serve as a considerable stimulus of overcoming the differences in the life quality of nations; it will encourage the mobilization of intellectual resources, talents, skill and conscientiousness of every nation and every region. The main source of people’s prosperity and its level will be labour and skilful management, not only natural conditions or historical heritage, to say nothing of the bureaucratic antics of the centre (imperial ambitions of great powers) in their attempts to create privileges or discriminations. The improvement of the living standard of the people populating any region (of a state) will depend on the people themselves. At the same time the understanding will be asserted that the wellbeing of the population of any region (state) is directly connected with the common national (and the world’s) wealth. Hence comes the interest of each and every person both in the integrity of a separate state and in the wellbeing of the whole world.   
The co-ownership of citizens of all the national wealth will slow down the spontaneous migration of people in an effort to make fast money, especially the brain drain. Moreover, it will start the inverse process. The citizens of any state will get their second wind of patriotism. And what is a «patriot”? The initial meaning of the word is “fatherland as property” (P.Struve). The fatherland, the material essence of which is the national wealth, must turn from virtually nation-wide into really nation-wide, belonging to each citizen without an exception, obviously and visually. For example, the threat of disintegration of Russia is not limited by separatism of several regions. No, it has been present for a long time in the state disloyalty of citizens. This notion was introduced by liberal bourgeoisie at the beginning of last century with regard to radical democratic intelligentsia, which was revolutionary-minded and therefore anti-state. This notion may probably be applied to all those people, who are cornered by poverty, who go into revolution or leave their native land. Marxism was right when it formulated a correct, to my mind, idea, that proletarians have no fatherland. A man cannot have a fatherland where he has no roots and where he feels like a moth or tumbleweed and where his well-being does not  clearly depend on the wealth of his country, being controlled not by himself, but by the official standing above him. And the well-being of the latter is in direct proportion to the poverty of the citizens godlessly robbed by the state and its menials.
The brain drain problem will only be removed under a global cooperation of all states and nations because, in the first place, the labour contribution in any point of the globe gives income into the common money-box; in the second, all mankind is equally interested in the development of all distant lands of the globe, i.e. on the entire territory of his habitat.      
***

Today, mankind is busy building a new global community, which has been formed most successfully in Western Europe in the countries with democratic capitalism and socially-oriented economy. Apparently, the answer to these “human” (cooperation) processes has been the spread of synergetic approach (synergetic as the general theory of self-organization) to social phenomena, thus heralding the birth of the science of synergetic sociology about common activities of people (in local, regional and global dimensions). Hence, is it not permissible to admit that the co-ownership of citizens in the national wealth is the core, the basis of joint work of self-organizing (as owners) people for their own good and for the good of the others?! Here is also an answer to the question about the fully formed tendency in the world community of global cooperation, at least on environmental and some economic problems.  

The globalization tendency for mankind is natural and inescapable. Mankind has made a long and hard way to global unification. Until recently it was done by means of war, by creating empires, which sooner or later collapsed as artificially made unifications of nations
The voluntary political unification of nations on the world scale was initiated by the notorious League of Nations, which could not avert World War II. Its successor, the United Nations Organization, is doing something; not always successfully, but at least it is functioning.  It is not without its efforts that the Third World War was reduced to a “COLD WAR” without turning it into a “hot” one (there will be no Forth World War, because “The third time’s the charm”).  The North Atlantic military organization (NATO) is more efficient. Unification in the most vital spheres of life was realized in the European Union (ES) without visas, with common currency and common budget for target needs. I shall stress: in this case the unification of states takes place on the basis of national economies, organized on the principles of co-ownership of citizens in the national wealth, because their economic progress has been made by the classical development of private-ownership relations ensuring the formation of the powerful middle class of owners. In other regions of the world such unification is hardly possible: general poverty of nations and states will not allow doing it. Poverty favours unification for destructive purposes (but not in creative ones
). To my mind, cooperation in this case will only be realized on the principles offered by my concept, i.e. by preliminary organization of economy on the basis of co-ownership of citizens in the national wealth. In the world today there are many kinds of non-governmental associations, the number of which is constantly growing: “In 1981 there were 13 thousand non-state organizations in the world, and in 2001 there were already 47 thousand. There are 64 thousand transnational organizations.
 There are kind of branch-wise international associations: World Trade Organization (WTO), World Currency Fund (WCF), and The World Bank.  
The process of globalization going on in the world can be very well suited by Solzhenitsyn’s idea of self-restriction for the wealthiest nations and states. About thirty odd years ago our great fellow-countryman made a noble call to the nations of the world: to repent to one another of their sins and restrict themselves in consumership. Because, no matter what course of development mankind might take in the 21st century, it will inevitably perish of exhaustion, barrenness and pollution of the planet
. Relying on the conclusions made by the “Society of Teyar de Charden” and the “Roman Club”, he writes: “Progress should stop being a desirable characteristic of society. “The infinity of the progress” is absurd mythology. It is not the “economy of constant development” that should be put into practice, but the “stable economy of the constant level. Economic growth is not only unnecessary. It is destructive”
. The highly-developed nations whose standard of living is acceptable and does not have to be higher could agree with this thesis.  But the nations with a low living standard cannot agree with it. The first, though, should stop the growth of their economies, for it would limit their possibilities to help others in extreme situations and poor nations in general. Environmental problems should not be solved by suspending the growth of economy (which is impossible!) but by the perfection of production. The idea of Solzhenitsyn is “working” in the sense that in order to join the realization of the citizens’ co-ownership on the international scale, wealthy nations will initially have to share their wealth with the poor ones. The poor part of mankind cannot tolerate the endless process of pauperization that has been going on for a long time. Indeed, in 1950 the ratio of national product per capita of rich and poor nations was approximately 20 to 1, in 1971 – 30 to 1, at the beginning of the 21st century – 75 to 1
. It is sure to come to a sticky end. A. Solzhenitsyn’s idea of repentance and self restriction of nations in their consumership is especially actual concerning the behaviour of the political elite of all the states of the world and namely in the context of  mankind’s movement to the epoch of noosphere.

The self-restriction of the elite of separate states, and not so much of their personal consumership, but of the unrestrained dissipation of the national wealth with the subsequent usurpation of the right of the people to it, has a chance of taking place under the influence of highly developed democratic societies in the states of the United Europe (UE) and some others. It would be remarkable if an authoritative, influential world public figure came out in support of the idea of global cooperation, as W. Churchill did in his time, warning the world about the threat of being enslaved by Communism and thus uniting all the democratic forces of the world in the struggle against it.  He must address the conscience of the leaders of all rich nations with the appeal “You must share!”; first with their own citizens and then with the rest of the world, convincing them that plains, trains and buildings will be blown up, and you, good gentlemen will be shot one by one, like rabbits. You will not have a minute’s peace, and you will not be happy with all your (our) riches. I am sure that such a figure would be a generally recognized Nobel Laureate. In short, “you must share, gentlemen!” You must return the riches to people, to all mankind. And to avoid the resistance of the rich people, who became rich, for example, on the Russian “grab – privatization” of the 90s, well, some of them should be imprisoned. The jail has been missing them all this time, shedding bitter tears and looking forward to seeing them! 

I think that the idea of self-restriction of the elite and returning the riches to the people, if backed by the United Nations Organization, elucidated in many ways and popularized can figure on success. Anyway, it is the 21st century now, about which the French anthropologist Claude Levis-Strosse said, that it would either be the age of liberal arts, or it will not take place at all.  Using the popular age-old method “by hook or by crook”, if you like, by world public opinion, voluntarily-obligatorily, the set task will be carried out. Why, the bureaucrats are also humans with intellect, and they can be compelled to awake their conscience; they cannot “saw the bough on which they are sitting” for ever and lead their own people to a catastrophe. Mayhap, it will work!  Is the present financial crisis not the last warning (but not in the Chinese-Maoist sense of the word!) about the Apocalypse, not the one invented by the clergy, but a real one arranged by man that can take place in reality? Especially hard consequences await us Russians living in a state with insufficient quantity and quality of the subject of development. As the economist Igor Lavrovski says (he predicted the present crisis back in 2006) Russia will “face the choice between the Canadian and Mexican ways of development, i.e. become a source of raw materials for the USA and China with rich population (Canadian way), or with poor population (Mexican variant). It looks like being our post-crisis political choice”
. It would be good to have the “Canadian way”! But there is no prospect for us to have it without changing the principles of state structure. And the best variant would be the one mentioned in this article, and sooner or later, it will be realized unless the bureaucracy manages to lead the country double-quick to chaos and collapse. 
There is another most complicated and actual problem touching ad verbum upon the interests of all nations, namely: the correlation of social and economic globalization with the process of resurrection of national states and national values going on at present, though “the convergence of a sovereign state and world community is going on on both sides. The state is washed away, and the world community is consolidated…”
 in spite of the fact that “religious deference to sovereignty is rapidly becoming weaker”
, the national states remain as they were, and none of the globalists is going to abolish nations. Moreover: the transformation of nations from hired slaves into masters of their national wealth, the real process of leveling the well-being of nations will create the most favourable conditions for the assertion and development of national cultures of those nations which could not develop them because of their poverty. With world globalization, all the nations will prosper because the underlying conditions that stand in the way, will disappear; they are, first of all, the material reasons, and then, in a number of cases, some obstacles created by the state, and the practice of assimilation of non-titular nationalities by titular ethnic groups of former empires. For, most probably, the future of the multi-ethnic mankind with the present fully-formed tendency of mixing of nationalities here, there and everywhere – in the federation of national and cultural autonomies within which, as a kind of “appendixes” there are also territorial autonomies of compactly living national communities. But that’s about it. It is then that the godless process of assimilation of nationalities by stronger ethnic groups, within which there are sometimes people of lower culture contaminated with the idea of “messianism”, who deserve to be an assimilated group, but not an assimilating one, will stop. 
Another question is, that there are autocratic states, the leaders of which dream of being at the head of a world’s leading state and at the head of mankind, to which they teach the Byzantine nonsense and other “intricacies”, that in their time sent their carriers into political non-existence, giving them as a model the “corrupt Byzantine” – a subject of “deep contempt of all nations”
; It is they that dilate on “national values” which are threatened by someone with globalization. But they are the people of yesterday, and no matter what mask they wear, their ugly mug can be seen, and they will not be able to substitute for a long time democracy by autocracy (their chief “national value”), under the flag of “unlimited sovereignty” (their own, of course, falsely and absurdly called “sovereign democracy”!). I repeat: globalization is natural, fruitful and therefore inescapable. Thank God, it is the 21st century now, not the 19th!  
***

And so, if there is (must be!) a unified theory of Nature, there must be a similar theory of the social medium. The first one is necessary for the cognition of the foundations of life on the Earth and in our Universe. It is only that, because man is unable to intrude into the laws of Nature without damaging it. The need of the second is natural because human society, unlike Nature sets certain goals in its development; man is born for “thought and deed”, and he is called to comprehend the life processes in order to make necessary corrections, because they cannot be one-valued by definition. The function of the first is important because it can probably prompt how to assist the normal functioning of the Laws of Nature, or as a minimum, not to prevent them from “working” (not to counteract them, as we do now in the ecological sphere, in which we act according to the principle “Perhaps, it’ll be all right”; and we shall have to change it up under the threat of the Planet’s death). 
The function of the second is that it will serve as a goal because it is the most human among the diverse social and economic processes going on in the world.
I will take a risk to offer the Theory of Cooperation as a general sociological theory. All living things come into this world after the cooperation of feminine and masculine species; man comes into struggle and cooperation with Nature, cooperating with his like, because he will not be able to survive alone. Human society itself is a social cooperation for the sake of the mutual advantage of people
. The beginning of all things is the truth of axiomatic nature: the Earth with her subsoil is given by History equally to all people as the basis of life.  The cooperation of people in their history goes through a number of stages of production and defense/offence designation.    Now mankind has begun to cooperate regionally and even on the world scale in the following spheres: ecology, world security, trade, customs, migration and currency. Next in turn is social and economic cooperation to provide an acceptable level of well-being to all mankind, to each person on the basis of world wealth, uniting the wealth of all nations. The destiny and happiness of mankind is in the step-by-step realization of The Theory of Cooperation.
Mankind, having at last realized the connection of all its components with one another  (the experiment of Aspec), overcoming its dissociation that has brought so many disasters during its history (“imposed” by history itself), having come to agreement with the main principle of organization of the whole Universe – cooperation of all and sundry, will rise to its own identity. Reuniting on the global level in the fundamental spheres - economic and social, adopting the ideas of ecumenicalism and applying them to the unification of all religions and mastering the world’s achievements of noospheric civilization, mankind will be also advancing to spiritual unity, which will help to overcome the backwardness in material welfare and the mass culture of a number of nations, e.g. those who have Islam and Orthodox Christianity as their religions. All the nations will advance to the heights of culture, science and morality abandoning the age-old “Ab homine homini cotidianum periculum”
. We will say “yes” to the MORALITY, the level of which is the evidence of the fact that in reality man has turned out to be too self-assured and far from being adequate to the species called by him “homo sapiens”. It is a surprising phenomenon, requiring a special thorough investigation: mankind has been globalizing, God only knows since when, along a negative vector of the worst kind: world wars, world crises of economic and financial character, to say nothing of “plague-choleras”. But it is in no hurry to globalize in the positive, offering a stiff resistance to all the initiatives in that sphere. Is it a damnation hanging over us like the sword of Damocles?! Investigating this problem, I would put the following idea as the first thesis: the world devoid of all the fullness of benefits from its very start, populated by two-legged beings with an intellect not bound with morality, called humans who encumber one another’s lives, enjoying the gifts and beauties of probably the only Blue Planet of the Universe, is doomed to ordeal, sufferings and death, unless a mighty intellect of incredible strength with an equally strong political will, comparable with the might of the hypothetical Creator, intrudes on human thinking. 
Man has no other way except one - to social perfection, which is the analogue of the “inner perfection” of Mother-Nature who has created him. And maybe, the mission of UN consists in initiating the beginning of World Cooperation on the basis of the latest intellectual achievements in the questions of social development. It is that cooperation alone, that can annihilate the alienation of man from himself (direct or hired slavery), from his like in his society (nation), and also from other societies (nations, states). Every person is transformed, according to his mentality, concern about the well-being of his provider – the Planet and all its people, into a CITIZEN OF THE WORLD, on the one hand with an intellect consolidated by morality, on the other – protected by all mankind, safe from the lawlessness of the “sovereign states”, which have filled history with endless wars with other nations and with their own, exploiting for those purposes “the holy of holies” – science.  
The level of well-being of nations is determined not only by the equal distribution of world’s wealth, but also by the level of culture, knowledge and skill, on the whole by the productivity of labour and spirituality, which are very unequal today with different  nations and even within one nation in different regions.  And this is where the invaluable and incomparable role of science comes in. Until today its role has been ambiguous. A. Solzhenitsyn wrote: “The end of the world, which used to be part of mysticism, has come close to us with sober reality, being prepared scientifically, technologically and psychologically. It is not only the danger of an atomic war…the calculations of ecologists show us caught in a full trap”
. The offered concept of social and economic life, the realization of which makes the exploitation of man by man impossible, and which is the main thing – senseless, as well as wars of all kinds, but pointing at the exigency and possibility of the growth of culture of the people of all regions for the sake of raising the labour productivity of all nations to the highest level, entirely loads the science, all the spheres of culture, education, as they say “chock-full” and only for peaceful purposes. The realization of the concept of world co-ownership of citizens can be preceded by partial economic globalization. 
For example, begin with making all the sources of drinking water the property of all mankind, for the lack of it in the world is obvious (As M. Yunys said in his talk with me).   And then, according to the needs, do the same thing with the other natural resources that are now uncontrollably wasted and used in mercenary, aggressive and clannish interests. And only then advance gradually along the way of social and economic cooperation on the basis of the already created co-ownership economy. The first stage is realized according to the formula of people’s production in the national economy of each state.
 In the development of mankind, a “historical tendency” has been formed, which is directed and “moves towards the democratization of republican or federative type… Republican federalism guarantees independence of its subjects’ actions. Democratism is necessary for the neutralization of excessive pecuniary and status stratification which is fraught with alienation, anomia and a sharp conflict in society”
. Therefore, on the second stage blocking (cooperating on the principles of federalism) of states is necessary according to neighborhood, religion, language, etc., averaging the incomes of all citizens of the given community. And finally, i.e. on the Third stage the cooperating of the mentioned blocks on the world-federative scale will take place with the averaging of income of all the people of the world.  As the outstanding 20th century historical philosopher M. Hefter (now late) would say, thus forming “the World of Worlds”
: “The future of mankind is in WORLDWIDE COOPERATION, generated by the “civilization of owners”
.
The decisive step of the United Nations Organization in the rescue of mankind from imminent death, to which it is moving today, would be the realization of the idea of transformation of the Earth into a common home of all its owners – the humans. And it should hurry up, in anticipation of the coming world energy crisis in order not to allow it, because its consequences are absolutely predictable - world catastrophe. No less dangerous (if not more!) for mankind is the coming global warming as the consequence of the emission of an immeasurable quantity of carbon dioxide into the atmosphere: the problem can only be solved by the WORLDWIDE COOPERATION of all the people on the Earth in every aspect of their life. This is the only way!  And maybe, the worst danger is the social problem: at present, 20 per cent of the population are using 80 per cent of natural resources, 1 billion of people (every sixth) is starving, and the same number has no access to fresh drinking water; expenses on deadly weapons exceed 12 times the aid to poorly developed nations, and so on and so forth. Among the pessimistic predictions there is one according to which mankind will meet its end in 10 years if the present processes on our planet continue in the same way. “History is a severe mother who stops at nothing if she wants to punish”, as one of the greatest and wisest figures used to say. He himself received a full measure of retribution from History (but afterwards, not at the time he was making it).  
Moscow, March 24, 2009; December 12, 2009; January 17, 2010.  
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