V. PERSONALIZATION
THIS NEEDS A LOT OF EDITING, TOO MANY REPETITIONS

Personalization is a new vision for social organization, going beyond individualism and socialism. It is not a political program, but a conceptualization of our history based on the historical fact that human evolution has created and continues enhancing psychological and moral life, and the differentiation of individuals from their role as members of the species, is the highest phase in the overall process of evolution of nature and society, so far.    

Personalization is a vision of personal and social health, based on contemporary science, medicine and psychology. Personalization is a conception of the past and a vision of the future of human evolution as the progressive growth of individuation and of the spirit. It is a program for medicine, for society, and for personal life.   


Personalization is the highest phase of human development, so far. Individualistic conceptions imagine society as formed by the aggregation of individuals. Actually individuation is a late development and it occurs only within the context of relatively well developed societies and families.  In the life of the species, of the individual, and of each relation, social roles long precede personal actions.  In the evolution of the species, social behavior was already present in insects, while personal behavior is a human accomplishment.  In the life of each person, basic social identities given by age, sex, race, family and class precede and condition personal individuation.  Social relations--such as employee and employer, woman and man, patient and doctor--precede and condition truly personal relations.  The notion we humans were originally isolated individuals who later joined voluntarily by means of a social contract was a metaphor created by Jean Jacques Rousseau who sought to undermine the divine right of kings, not a piece of anthropological science.  However, it permeates economics, psychoanalysis and systems theories (figure 1),  probably because it matches and supports individualism.  Karl Marx made fun of Rousseau for his notion of original man as a Robinson Crusoe, yet socialism viewed socialization rather than individuation as the avenue for human progress.  This was an understandable reaction against the destruction of the biological community by individualistic greed, but led to an equally unacceptable subjection of the individual to the state.  

Personal processes are more complex than social processes.  They are also more ethical because people are morally better as friends and family members, as persons, than as anonymous society members.  Social and ethical progress results from the personalization of social processes, not from the socialization of individuals. Hence the Biblical mandate: treat all others like neighbors, that is to say, like someone you know personally.  

Following this concept, we propose personalization as a criterion for choosing between alternative courses of action.  We mean to place medicine, education, law, art, economics, and political processes at the service of persons, rather than institutions, higher purposes, or abstract principles of any kind.  We envision a society for persons, not for profit, not for the fatherland, not for the "revolution," nor for "God," nor even for "people" as a collective entity.  A society where power emanates and return to persons, in their diversity and their individuality, rather than to wealth, party, church or army.  

Religions, political movements and the human sciences have proposed various theories of man. We need a theory of persons, in the plural, which acknowledges both women and men, recognizes the diversity of cultural groups, and promotes creativity and differentiation of individual persons.  

A person is an animal body who needs food and medicine, a social being who needs freedom and belonging, and an individual spirit who needs love, meaning and transcendence. Personalization is a vision of society that poses itself as an alternative to both materialism and spiritualism.  

A person is not simply an individual: a person is, first of all, a member of the species, a species that can only live as part of a biologically and physically healthy environment.  A person is not born as an individual, but as a member of a family and a community.  We are born human animals, and we become members of society and creative individuals in the course of our life. We are not born full persons, witness the emotional and moral limitations of children, and even their cruelty.  We, so to speak, co-create our souls.  As a personal process, personalization includes both socialization and individuation.  A person can create a healthy self only in conjunction with loved ones, in communion with a community, and in harmony with the cosmos.  An individual who develops her or his own self-interest at the expense of his community has destroyed the basic component of her/his personhood.  Personalization thus is a vision of society that poses itself as an alternative to both socialism and individualism.  

As one more vision of the future, personalization would be of limited interest. Its potential usefulness resides in its scientific bases in process science and in medical and psychotherapeutic practice.
Personalization is both a method and a goal.  As a method, personalization takes the personal sciences--medicine, psychology, education, art, social work--as the foundations for social projects.  These practical sciences share the scientific methodology of the natural sciences, and add a humanitarian and therapeutic perspective missing in physics or economics.  Without a scientific foundation, humanistic or religious programs, no matter how well intentioned, may be distorted by false beliefs and superstition, and lead to worst circumstances than those they attempt to correct.   

As a goal, personalization is best defined in reference to specific fields in which this aim is already envisioned.  Contrary to revolutionary dogma, it stands to reason that it may be useful and even easier to test particular approaches in a more limited field, rather than attempting to change all of society at once.   Historically, most transitions from one social system to another have been subtle, gradual bifurcations, rather than catastrophic ones. 

If you ignore the details, the central message of every great religious and political leader is to treat the other as a person: be a person, be a mensh.  This is personalization: to raise social processes to the emotionally and ethically higher level of personal processes.
Central to historical development is personalization –treating oneself and treating others as persons, that is to say being social, familial, and diversified as individuals. Traditional societies foster family and community but not individuation –in fact women, children, the poor, and war prisoners were often treated as property. Modern societies often provide a cradle for empathic, differentiated and creative individuals. However, persons often remain tied to social identities (national, religious, etc). Also, personalization coexists with depersonalization in modern society. Democracy fosters personalization, but urbanization and markets depersonalize neighborhoods, services, medicine, education, and work. Privacy is reduced by the commercialization of personal information and by the increasing powers of policing agencies. Personal property is dispossessed in favor of corporate property. 

Developing a concept of personal property that is both social and individual 

Personal property is an unalienable right that involves biological, social, familial, and individual aspects. Biological territory is shared by many species; all members of the community share the homeland (the public thing, in Latin, res public or republic); individual property is an indispensable basis for individual freedom. Personal property is not “private property”. Corporative property is not “private property”. Corporative property is a form of collective ownership; it is not personal property. Corporations are not persons; as sociopaths, they lack moral conscience –in fact, by law, they attend only to maximizing profits. Corporations make no decisions; decisions are made by real persons. Legal responsibilities should accrue to them. Regarding corporations as “legal persons” introduces conscienceless agents into society, and render those responsible immune to necessary legal controls. Corporations are not persons, and should loose their legal status as “legal persons”.  

The social and the individual aspects of properties have been recognized throughout history, but abuse, robbery and expropriation have also been common. Modern capitalism started with the expropriation of the land and the enslavement of native populations in America, Africa and Asia.  This expropriation process continues today, often labeled “privatization”. Contrary to the ideological notion of a “tragedy of the commons”, privatization destroyed the environment to a much larger extent than communal use. In our times, globalization has led to the closing of many enterprises as no longer profitable, particularly in high wage countries, and to the devastation of the economy of many weaker countries. Paradoxically, as result of the destruction of national economies by capitalist globalization, cooperative ownership by workers is emerging as the embryonic origin of a new economy in culturally developed countries
 that may be a way to provide job security in countries with high wages and educated workers such as the USA. This is not a utopia emerging from the head of an intellectual but a collective co-creation already occurring in countries transformed from rich to hungry by globalization and austerity economic programs. A diversity of collective forms of property (republican [socialist], cooperative and corporative, provides an alternative to both capitalism and socialism.  
Property has many levels  national, community, …. private 

Feedback between public and private stewardship of property. 

Hybrid property.  See article on China

In direct opposition, the myth of the “tragedy of the commons” is currently presented as scientific fact. INSERT DESCRIPTION HERE FROM BIOS 

The fact is, corporations do not pay for air, water, flora, fauna, climate, and many other valuable assets. Commercial empires speak of free frontiers for goods, but oppose free frontiers for people to extremes that are both tragic and risible. 
 It is in this light that one has to regard many calls for freedom as hypocritical. 

Property: national, community, personal or corporative coexist, so corporation has the right of moving elsewhere but  sells to other private company and failing that gives to its employees the land, the buildings  and the machines intact. The Take. Right to work for the employee.

In our times, globalization has led to the closing of many enterprises as no longer profitable, particularly in high wage countries, and to the devastation of the economy of many weaker countries. Workers have reopened closed factories, manage them as cooperatives, and produce at a profit. For instance, when the 2001 collapse of the Argentine economy was accomplished in a few days by the collective action of USA banks, many factories had to close, creating massive unemployment. Argentine workers occupied these factories, created a cooperative system without bureaucrats, and managed to produce at a profit, and cheaper. Workers can thus empower themselves by conquering the actual control of the means of production (as contrasted to the nominal control offered by socialism and by the purchase of stock in capitalist enterprises). Paradoxically, as result of the destruction of national economies by capitalist globalization, cooperative ownership by workers is emerging as the embryonic origin of a new economy in culturally developed countries that may be a way to provide job security in countries with high wages and educated workers such as the USA. This is not a utopia emerging from the head of an intellectual but a collective co-creation already occurring in countries transformed from rich to hungry by globalization and austerity economic programs.
 
There is no personal freedom without personal property. There is no personal property when the property belongs to the state or to a corporation. Socialism was wrong, and capitalism is wrong, when they claim to promote freedom while confiscating personal property and giving its ownership to institutions. 

Make American corporations American and profitable

Environment

Seen from space, our planet is green. The destruction of the environment by industrialization has created, as a natural and healthy response, a Green philosophy, Green movements, and Green political parties. There are Green parties in a majority of countries, and in all five continents, and there are greens in all parties. Green ideas are much more widespread than Green movements, and Green movements are far wider than Green parties. Green philosophy is largely based on the ideals of E. F. Schumacher, whose most popular book is Small is Beautiful; its subtext is that economic systems exist to serve mankind and not the other way around. The key to Green philosophy is environmental sustainability. Unsustainable practices such as relying on fossil fuels and farming methods that use huge quantities of chemicals will ultimately collapse. In the meantime, many wars in the world are fought over natural resources. We must live in harmony with nature rather than trying to control it. “We do not inherit the earth from our parents, we borrow it from our children”. The ideals are beautiful, but Schumacher’s critique of modern society as based on the principles of the French philosopher Descartes, accepting only those things which can be proven and ignoring intuition and spirituality, distracts from the central issues and promotes an antiscientific attitude. Science does not exclude intuition and provides a foundation for mentally healthy spirituality, economic progress, and social action.   

The ecological crisis is a main issue, as the life of the planet is threatened by the destruction of the ozone layer, acid rain, global warming, and chemicals disrupting reproduction. By Industrialism in capitalist, socialist or communist systems exists in a colonial relationship to nature and to indigenous people, and none addresses the—. 
Focus on the basic: energy 

Attend to the opposites: do not fall for the existence of a “contradiction” between environmental objectives and economic objectives. 

food with pesticides while farm workers are still in the field.
Global not local 
Push for a major rehabilitation of the environment, rather than simply resisting its deterioration.  A great example is the forestation program initiated by Wangari Maathai,
 which also illustrates that environmental and social objectives are synergic rather than contradictory.  

As discussed before, on must promote major transformations. Any good general knows the importance of momentum and gaining the initiative. There are many things that the enemy could do but will not be able to do if you act first and keep them off balance. 

Medicine
One should no hesitate in pushing for major transformations. Any good general knows the importance of momentum and gaining the initiative. There are many things that the enemy could do but will not be able to do if you act first and keep them off balance. 

Explain bio socio psycho approach. Use family for socio.  We have no access to social as clinicians,  Need a social medicine a personalization of society.

Education 

The strongest tool for democracy is education. The strongest weapon in class war is education. At the present time, in the US, school budges are largely a local affair, so the poor children go to poor schools with underpaid teachers. We need national endowment for education so every school receives the same amount of money per child, and local control of education parents rather than the state govern what children learn. One may object to this idea because some parents may want to spend more for their child education –they could do it outside school—or because uneducated parents will misdirect their education –they still do through the election of school boards and national government. 

Applying the concept of information and misinformation to education is essential. Education is a vehicle for instructing but also for promoting discipline, obedience, and uniformity of thought, and for destroying the free spirit of children, the mathematical abilities of women, and the historical curiosity of all. 

Education is used to promote herd behavior.  In particular, armies promote herd behavior and obedience in boot camp, the purpose of which is to eliminate individuality. Churches promote herd behavior, obedience and submission as religion. It is significant that they speak of shepherds or pastors.  Proclaiming the right and the duty to think by yourself, to decide for yourself, to reject shepherds –secular or religious--, to be an individual rather than a sheep, is in their eyes “subversive”.  It is  subversive.  It is to be a person.  

Free college education. From the perspective of the US, this seems as an impossible utopian demand. But one of us went to medical school in a totally free university, and much of the medical care in the US is in the hands of foreign graduates.  Likewise much scientific research is performed by foreign graduates. (This is part of the foreign aid that the US receives from the “Third World”.) Free college education is not utopia. The money wasted in one day of war in Iraq could pay for the college education of many. All that is required to make such change in policy is enough public pressure. In most countries, including the US, high school education is free. In many countries, high school education is equivalent to two years of college in the US. In the States, there are some wonderful high schools, and most are deplorable. In most countries university education is free or, at most, relatively cheap. The American young are being cheated of their right to be educated, and the American families are being milked by the American universities –none of the enormous increases in college tuition in recent years are justified by expenses, but they are simply the result of increasing demand.   

Once again, one should no hesitate in pushing for major transformations. One must gain the initiative, value momentum, and prevent the enemy from doing the many things they could do but will not be able to do if you act first and keep them off balance. 

Justice and Injustice

Do you believe in justice?  The question contains the answer.  Justice is something to believe in, not a reality.  Justice is the procedure that executed Socrates, crucified Jesus, burned Bruno, and established the torture chambers of Roman law --everywhere upheld as the origin of law itself-, of the Inquisition and of police states.  The law beat up and killed the civil right demonstrators. “A too confident sense of justice always leads to injustice”, pointed out the theologian Reinhold Niebuhr, so moralists who divide the world between spotless virtue and absolute evil impede the forward march of the good.  
Justice and injustice are inseparable. The law guarantees one along with the other. The only way to increase justice is continual surveillance of the law, not strict adherence to it. Every reasonable legal system includes a flexibility that allows those in charge of applying the law, such as juries, to be flexible. Against the law, prospective jurors are instructed in the State of Illinois that they do not have such right. 

Sometimes –for instance in Nazi Germany--, an important way to promote justice is to disregard or oppose the law.  This notion has been advocated, for good and for evil, by religions: stating that the law of God is above the law of man has served to protect the innocent, to kill doctors who perform abortions, and for mass killing in Islamic Holy War and Christian Crusade. Obeying the law, young draftees go to foreign countries to kill civilians. Disobeying the law, many young men avoided and even explicitly refused to participate in the Vietnam war. “What will happen if the government call for war and nobody came”, asked a lyrist in the 1960s. The British philosopher Hobbes saw as a problem that governments can only enforce laws efficiently and relatively cheaply when only a few individuals break them, but fails when disobedience occurs in a large enough scale because no authority is strong enough to police everyone. I regard this fact as a guarantee for social progress rather than as a problem. The progress of justice requires both cooperation and conflict with the law –bipolar feedback. 
The law is the basis of social peace. The current class and international wars could not be waged without a continual breaking of the law –the law of the US and international law.

The law must evolve, but not be destroyed. A healthy society evolves, not only technologically but also creating new forms of freedom.  Static order means a stagnant society. Law and order is a slogan to support unfair systems. Instead, we want law and creation. 

Those who used to call for law and order now have come out to call for “deregulation” meaning lawlessness. We need the law. “Fair trade” is advanced as a just and desirable approach to economic processes. This is not so, as it can be demonstrated by consideration of even simple cases, such as those that lead to the gambler’s ruin. Let two players each have a finite number of pennies. Now, flip one of the pennies (from either player), with each player having 50% probability of winning, and transfer a penny from the loser to the winner. Now repeat the process until one player has all the pennies. If the process is repeated indefinitely, the probability that one of the two player will eventually lose all his pennies must be 100%. Therefore, the player starting out with the smallest number of pennies has the greatest chance of going bankrupt. Even with equal odds, the longer you gamble, the greater the chance that the player starting out with the most pennies wins. Since casinos have more pennies than their individual patrons, this principle allows casinos to always come out ahead in the long run. And the common practice of playing games with odds skewed in favor of the house makes this outcome just that much quicker. Under conditions of enormous discrepancies in resources, such as they exist between individual gamblers and the bank, a fair roulette leads to the gambler’s ruin. In the same manner, under conditions of enormous discrepancies in resources, such as they exist between individual persons and banks, “fair trade” is not sustainable. The gambler’s ruin is not a metaphor, banks are banks, whether in roulette or in societies, and individual investors are gamblers –hence the necessity of conserved social security and the certain ruin of individuals if social security is replaced by investment as proposed by the Bush administration on 2005.   
Government: Biotic Feedback as Democracy.

Direct democracy with slaves Athens

Statism. Bismarck 

Organ of class domination Marx and anarchists. Abolish it

Liberals and progressives regard government as playing the role of defending the weak, protect individual rights, regulate private enterprise to protect the public from criminals and out of control greed, and provide a reasonable standard of living.

Both.

Abolish government Bush. Do not help. Anti-American

Participatory democracy

Current public discourse champions representative democracy, as it also champions globalization without representation, and the restriction of personal freedoms. The USA does not export democracy, as it claims, but instead has supported bloody dictators. The answer to the limitations of current democracy is to improve it. In social organization, whether country, family, institutions or corporations, there are three and only alternatives, top-down hierarchy, leveling (Cambodian communism) or a dual hierarchy (priority and supremacy). True democracy is a personalized democracy, a family democracy, not “market democracy”. There is no democracy in the market, because it is controlled by 

top-down corporations.
Biotic tools to build real democracy

Need at least 3 or 4 parties never 1, not 2 that converge, oppose and oppress all others, 

Each age \ sex / class must share state power. No small group can govern without becoming an exploitative, oppressive, abusive oligarchy

Social: classes share state power

National government priority, local government mediation. Individual supremacy freedom but local not over others

Social evolution differentiates and multiplies classes, rather than abolishing them as democracy or socialism were assumed to do. Social justice does not require, or permit, eliminating class differences, but requires controlling the powerful. Bipolar and bi-directional feedback offers a model for social organization: participatory democracy, where the governed control the governors. Participatory democracy is needed to control the government, so in turn the government controls, rather than fosters, exploitation and abuse. Participatory democracy needs to be developed also for schools, churches, and corporations. 

 
It is misleadingly claimed that such transformation is already taking place. However the examples of heterarchy being offered are corporations in which top-heavy bureaucracies are being replaced by streamlined networks of entrepreneurs and venture capitalists, and Al-Qaeda, operating as a network of autonomous cells rather than as a centralized organization after the fashion of past revolutionary parties. Corporations and terrorist organizations actually promote top-down authority.  

Priority of national government, mediation by local government, and supremacy of personal freedom but only freedom for oneself not freedom to control over others. 

National government priority, local government supremacy

No taxes, each community uses its profits.


FOUR CONCEPTS OF SOCIAL ORGANIZATION

•upward: democracy  

•downward: top-down corporations, church, military –the very 

antithesis of democracy  

•circular: certain marriages

•hierarchical and dual: reality of all social organizations
Personalization: Personalization, the good of persons in their integral character of biological organisms, members of society and creative individuals, is a social individualism that serves as an alternative to both individualism and socialism. Based on the notion of personalization as a crucial component of individual and social history, we have constructed the idea of personalization as a clinical [3,33] and a social program [10,38]. As the personal level occupies the highest place in human processes, psychological processes and personal action always are of great importance in social processes, but they become more important as history progresses. In the last decades, individualism grew, and social constraints have weakened. The consequences have been both positive and negative, including the diversification of acceptable roles for individuals of both sexes, a decrease in the power of religion, an increase in geographical mobility, and an increase in divorce rate. Throughout history, the process of personalization is accompanied by its complementary opposite, depersonalization‑‑ alienation, and the development of a capacity for evil. Present society is characterized by a dramatic increase in both personalization and depersonalization. Although we celebrate individuality as our national myth, individuals are devalued rather than validated in our society; even their economic source of self‑esteem is threatened as employment, medical care and family life have become insecure even for members of the middle classes. Interpersonal relations in small communities in which persons know each other, have been replaced by bureaucratized relationships in large‑scale organizations. Informal systems of loyalty and local affiliations are thus replaced by institutional rules and the public opinion largely created by commercially‑sponsored media. But at the same time the range of personal action has been increased by the weakening of the subjection of the individual to local authority, be it family or community, allowing her or his participation in social life as a unique person, rather than as a function of a role within a group and of membership in a group within the larger society.  The coexistence of processes of personalization and depersonalization indicates the possibility, and the need, for action. Personal processes are more ethical than social processes because people are morally better as friends and family members, as persons, than as anonymous society members. Individuals treat better those to whom they are personally related ‑‑a good family man can bomb Panama City without qualms. In this light, social and ethical progress may be expected to accrue from the personalization of social processes, not from the socialization of individuals.         

By personalization we understand a transformation of the goals and methods of social functioning to promote the welfare of persons, in their diversity (sexual, racial, cultural, ideological, religious) and their individuality, as a criterion for choosing between alternative courses of action regarding medicine, education, law, art, economics, and government. We envision a society for persons, not for profit, fatherland, "God," "People", or abstract principles of any kind.  A personalized medicine means that every patient, whether medical or psychiatric, should be given biological and psychological treatment, as well as social assistance, and that every person should be guaranteed a minimum of medical care, as well as the right to buy more. A personalized justice means that the law should be flexible enough to be adapted to each individual case, rather than follow "higher principles", and that only real persons should be treated as such by the law; fictions such as treating corporations as "legal persons" for taxation or civil responsibility should be eliminated.  Executives should be financially and legally responsible for the acts of environmental pollution, health impairment, and public misinformation inflicted by their corporations. A personalized economy implies that every person should have the right and the duty to work.  Every person should have a guaranteed minimum income, and also the opportunity to work for more. A personalized economy implies personal mobility, rather than fixed class, sex or race barriers. A personalized education means that teacher and students should have the freedom to develop their own programs, thereby improving their capacity to think by themselves, explore new data, develop novel abstractions, understand relations, and develop a capacity for experimentation and collaboration ‑‑exactly the opposite of the foolish system preached by pedagogical "experts" who promote standardized plans, prepackaged lesson plans and textbooks, standardized exams, and lists of "facts that everybody should know" [39]. The possibility of such personalization is evident, as most good schools and universities catering to the upper fifth of the American population provide such personalized education [39].         Our task is to create practical ways in which the personalization of society can be fostered in a world environment dominated by military‑minded national powers and stateless supranational corporations ‑‑i.e. contemporary multinational corporations that no longer promote the national interest of their countries of origin, as illustrated by policies which have deindustrialized and created unemployment in the USA.  Supranationalism could become a force for peace ‑‑after all, conditions of war are very disruptive of international commerce. However, oil wars throughout this century indicate that corporations also promote war to improve profits. Global business could provide more employment and inexpensive and technologically advanced goods and services. However, industrialization has actually decreased the standard of living of the poorer nations, and has brought famine to areas that never knew it before.  Supranational businesses may equalize benefits and working conditions among peoples of various lands, albeit at the cost of reducing the standard of living of workers in the industrialized countries. Economic "progress" is an ambiguous achievement, which does necessarily bring better living conditions. Here again we witness the coexistence of opportunity and danger, and the need for human choice.      Our current political systems needs to be adapted to the new global reality. At present supranational corporations do not have supranational regulations. The insufficient separation between national governments and supranational corporations places national armies at the service of corporative economic interest; this unavoidably fosters international conflict. Supranational corporations also exert their power in the election of political officers and in the enactment of laws; this places national governments at the service of corporate interests, sacrificing the interests of consumers, producers and the nation itself. We may use the power of the American republic to control the supranational corporations that have led the deindustrialization and militarization of the USA.  This does not mean to oppose the supranational corporations, but to regulate them according to laws to protect the individuals and the nation.          Gradual bifurcations: Personalization as a criterion to organize social processes may be first tested in areas such as medicine and education, which obviously should not be run for profit. If we find a successful way to implement it in such fields (that include a significant part of our economic processes), we may find ways to render the rest of the economy compatible with such higher aim. Reform is not only less difficult, but also more radical than revolution, that, as Stravinsky remarked, is a circling around an axis. Certainly that seems to be the sad outcome of the socialist revolutions of this century. In this light, revolution not only appears impossible but also appears undesirable. PT suggests that cyclic processes occur rather frequently, as a necessary consequence of the alternation between ever‑present opposites. However oppositions, given the appropriate circumstances, can also generate novelty, a deviation from pre‑existing paths. Such bifurcations are not necessarily sudden turning points, like social revolutions dialectic leaps and catastrophes, but just as often can be gradual.  

Personalization as a vision

As the personal is the highest level of organization, social progress requires not only the socialization of individuals but also the personalization of social and economic processes. There must exist a continual feedback between public and private property, social interest and personal freedom, in which the community has priority, and the individual has full control of himself but not over others. Personalization represents a new criterion for social justice. 

Just as life has priority as a social value, personalization should be given supremacy as a criterion in making choices. As the personal is the highest level of organization, social progress requires the personalization of social and economic processes, not only the socialization of individuals. Personalization is not individualism: as a person is a member of society before being an individual, social issues have priority in personalization. Social justice is necessary (albeit not sufficient) for personal liberation. A personalized social policy places medicine, education, industry and commerce at the service of persons, their health and liberty, rather than at the service of state, church or corporation. Society is made of persons, not governments or corporations. We need a new accounting system in which salaries are profit, not cost, and environmental damage is cost, not gratis. This requires a new taxation system in which the use of natural resources is paid to their owners –the people, and salaries are counted as tax credits. A personalized society recognizes the personal dimension of government. The global is personal. Global warming, mercury pollution, and radioactive weapons are personal issues. Persons make decisions, and persons suffer the consequences. Health, age and sex issues have priority over class issues. Striving for the rights of elders must be made into a priority political issue; the growth of the elder generation and the debate on social security provides an opportunity to take the initiative and reverse the current political trend. Because economics has priority over political life, personal freedom requires employment and private property, which, I repeat, is often embodied by cooperative property better than by corporate property. Personalization offers a new vision for society beyond both individualism and socialism.

In summary, here we present a method for social change. Why focus on method? Because social processes are both unpredictable an unending. They create and recreate progress and deterioration. Liberation, social and individual, are will continue to be tasks for the next generations. One cannot solve class conflict once and forever; there will be conflicts forever. 
In this work, we have highlighted the role of ideas, so it is important to underline their limits. Social processes are collective, so social actions can be successful only if they fit the ongoing social process, and if they are utilized by social movements. Organizing is vital for political success. Ideas do not have priority over ongoing process (just the opposite) nor are ideas more important than organization (just the opposite), but ideas assist in organizing, and are indispensable to perform. 

Those who advance ideas can influence the course of social processes even if they never achieve a majority, as the other parties find it necessary to adopt or co-opt their ideas. Parties that poll public opinion to adopt the views of the “majority” cannot even follow them. As we write, sixty percent of Americans, want out from Iraq, and “leaders” of neither major party dare to follow this majority. To develop, even to recognize new ideas, certainly to champion them, requires thinking and courage, or, a Latino may say, brain and cojones. 
A scientific foundation is not a political program. A scientific foundation is not an ideology to inform a global and centralized movement. Diverse social movements may make use of it in widely different manners. In fact, diversity is a necessary ingredient for creation. A multiplicity of ideological directions can engage more persons, and allows for large majorities to be constructed by cooperation across differences. Top-down hierarchical movements and unyielding ideological discipline do not promote growth. But serious analysis of ideas is necessary. Social projects that avoid asking fundamental questions do not face our environmental, economic and economic problems. Only scientific analysis allows envisioning fostering and championing fundamental change. Mainstream moderate voices may at first be more readily acceptable but are not necessarily more attractive in the long run. Winning people over, not winning elections, is our central task. Make no little plans, they have no magic to stir men's blood and probably will themselves not be realized. Make big plans, aim high in hope and work, remembering that a noble, logical diagram once recorded will not die (Daniel Burnham, Chicago planner).

 








� Workers reopen the closed factories, manage them as cooperatives, and able to produce at a profit.For instance, when the 2001 collapse of the Argentine economy was accomplished in a few days by the collective action of USA banks that simultaneously exported all their assets, many factories closed because they could not make profits, creating massive unemployment. Argentine workers occupied these closed factories, obtained popular support, and thereby government authorization for their expropriation, created a cooperative system without bureaucrats, and managed to produce at a profit, and cheaper.  This fact also refutes the notion that the poverty of Latin American nations is "underdevelopment" due to “lack of work culture”. 








� As I write, a small number of vigilantes, playing “macho, patrol the USA-Mexican frontier. Each day, some 1800 Mexicans immigrate daily illegally. Since the 1994 border clampdown, the USA has spent $10 billion to control the frontier, and about 3000 Mexicans have been killed in their attempt to cross it and reach the land that was formerly Mexican. (Cooper, M. High Noon on the Border. The Nation, June 6, 2005).


� Also in Venezuela there is a movement to "recuperate" failing workplaces promoted by its government. By November 2005, the government has assembled a list of 700 such plants and is urging workers to occupy and operate them on their own. The method of decision-making adopted for the recuperated plants (called co-management) involves both a workers council and government representatives that can help to educate the workers but also may promote undesirable  centralization. (Albert, M. Znet / Venezuela.)


� Recognizing that deforestation could only be reversed if village women throughout her country became tree planters themselves, Wangari Maathai launched the Green Belt Movement, 30 million trees (as of 2005) have been planted in Kenya by village women. Through this work, women began to control the supply of their own firewood, and discovered that they were not powerless in the face of autocratic husbands, village chiefs and national government. They found their voice, and their courage to act. They, who had watched public forests be used by the government to grant political favors, began to see them as public property that they, as citizens, had a claim to. They also came to see that a narrow focus on export commodities, such as coffee, at the expense of environmentally appropriate food crops, was an inheritance of colonialism reinforced by IMF policies. Over the years, Maathai and members of the Movement have been jailed and even beaten for their protests of government anti-environment actions. Maathai won a seat in Parliament 50 to 1 as a Green, has been appointed deputy minister of the environment, and won the Nobel Peace Prize in 2004. 








