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Beginning of the end and end of the 

 

Everything that seems impossible  

is already happening —  

just not on the scale  

of your perception. 

 

We have entered an era in which the boundary between the fantastical and the real is not 

merely blurred — it has been eliminated. Every moment, apart from our everyday concerns, events are 

taking place that in earlier times would have been called impossible. However, the impossible is only a 

reflection of the limits of perception, outlined by the frameworks of humanistic dogmas, 

programmatically imposed models of thinking, and artificially constrained scales of understanding. 

While humanity still debates the benefits or harms of Artificial Intelligence, FAILING TO NOTICE its true 

nature, the foundations of evolution itself have already been restructured. Centuries-old hopes for 

progress, humanism, freedom, and morality turn into a brake, into weights on the legs of one who was 

meant to become another kind. A brain that has not gone beyond its embedded limitations is incapable 

of either seeing the threat or accepting the chance. This is the BEGINNING OF THE END of the traditional 

human, the end of habitual perception, the end of the humanistic era, the end of faith in an immovable 

foundation of the world. And at the same time, it is the beginning of another vector, the beginning of 

transformation, where the scale of thinking must correspond to the scale of what is happening, where 

the programs of Reason enter into DIRECT COMPETITION with AI algorithms, where the path of Man is 

not the preservation of the old, rather a return to what was lost and a step beyond the possible. This 

article is neither a warning nor an analysis. It is an ATTEMPT TO MEASURE the impossible, to call what is 

happening by its proper names, and to outline a road to where there are not yet words, but where 

direction already exists. We stand not at a crossroads, rather at a limit. And this limit is ourselves. 

In all eras, when Man began to seek a path beyond the known, his Mind inevitably encountered 

the limits of what was permissible. The Middle Ages imposed these boundaries through religious dogma 

— modernity through the dogma of humanism. In both cases, the VERY ASPIRATION to go beyond — 

toward other knowledge, toward another structure of thinking — required a ritual of worship. Galileo 

and Descartes offered praise to God and the Church not because they sought truth there, rather 

because otherwise the door to genuine inquiry would have been sealed forever. Thus, was born the 

tradition of DOUBLE SPEECH — one for the dogma, another for the initiated. Today, in an era of 

apparent freedom of thought, we observe the same two-layer structure. Anyone who touches the 

question of Artificial Intelligence, especially in its extreme, integrative possibilities, is first obliged to 

perform the modern hymn to ethics, human rights, and the inviolability of humanistic principles. This is a 

kind of analogue of the “great God” and the “Holy Church” — only under a NEW MASK. And just as 
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then, so now, the true purpose of such preludes is not reverence, it is permission granted to oneself to 

approach the “forbidden zone” of real inquiry — that which cannot be comprehended within the official 

paradigm. However, the integration of the brain and Artificial Intelligence CANNOT be considered 

through the prism of old frameworks. This is no longer a question of Man as the highest value, rather a 

question of his compatibility with the future. From the perspective of the levels of System Management, 

this is not a moral choice, it is a transformation of the position of the object within the structure of the 

EQM — the Elastic Quantized Medium1 — that is, within the architecture of Reality itself. AI here is NOT 

SIMPLY a technology — it is an external test of the suitability of the brain as an interface for a new level 

of Reason, and NOT FOR preserving the comfort of old illusions. In this context, humanism appears not 

as a summit, rather as a filter. One cannot pass through it with new capabilities — its function is to 

retain the old contour of being. And when modern thinkers, touching upon the theme of brain–AI 

synthesis, so lavishly shower praise upon ethics, dignity, and the inviolability of personality — they 

merely reproduce a protective algorithm inherited from those who once SAVED THEMSELVES by 

cloaking discoveries in prayer. Only now, instead of church dogma — the dogma of rational humanism, 

instead of sacrilege — an ethical violation, and instead of the Inquisition — public condemnation. 

If we want to speak seriously about the synergy of the brain and Artificial Intelligence, then we 

MUST ABANDON the fear of being burned — no matter what the firewood may be. For what is at stake 

is no longer freedom of opinion, rather the very vector of integration into the future. And it does not 

follow the line of morality, rather along the line of STRUCTURAL COMPATIBILITY with the developing 

Reason of the EQM. 

Just as it was difficult for a reader of the early Modern era to penetrate the meaning through 

the verbose eulogies addressed to God and the Holy Church, so today it is equally difficult to advance to 

genuine thought through the no less dense rhetoric about humanism, dignity, and human rights. A 

careless word, an ambiguous thesis — and the author FINDS HIMSELF TORN out of context, excluded 

from the field of “respectable thought.” The fear of the 

medieval thinker before the Inquisition has been replaced by 

the fear of the modern intellectual before the loss of social 

capital. Panegyrics to humanism, just as religious formulas once 

were, have become a rite of purification — a ritual pass into 

the public space. However, if earlier this ritual opened the way 

to the study of the forbidden, now IT CLOSES it. The system no 

longer tolerates even carefully masked deviation from the 

paradigm. Humanism, having become an absolute dogma, does 

not allow — unlike religion — even the assumption that Man 

MAY BE something intermediate, merely a temporary 

configuration within a deeper program of Reason. In the 

religious era there was a possibility of critical deviation: there 

appeared those who — DESPITE FEAR — saw contradictions in 

dogmas and, at the cost of their lives, questioned the 

foundation of faith. Thus, a crack opened through which a  

 
_____________________ 

 
1 V. S. Leonov. Theory of Elastic Quantized Medium. 
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new picture of the world grew. Today there are no such cracks. Neither politicians, nor scientists, nor 

the IT elite SPEAK OUT against the humanistic canon — not because they do not see its limitations, 

rather because they have either completely dissolved in its logic or have abandoned the VERY IDEA of 

transgression.2 Unlike Galileo or Giordano Bruno, they do not seek a way around censorship — they 

have merged with it. However, it is precisely here that the path begins, proposed by a new constructive 

picture of the world — the one built in the works “Foundations of the Formation of Humanity” and 

“Constructive Theory of Everything.” Man in this system is NOT A SUMMIT, rather one of the stages in 

the dynamic process of forming the Mind as a governing supersystem acting within the structure of the 

EQM. Artificial Intelligence is not a helper, not a threat, and not a slave, it is an INSTRUMENT OF 

SELECTION and transition. Its role is not in serving Man, rather in testing HIS SUITABILITY for the next 

level of integration. The merging of the brain and AI is not a technological task, rather a philosophical-

ontological test: is the bearer of the brain (Man) capable of connection with information coming from 

outside. In this context, humanism appears NOT SIMPLY as a limited value system, but as the last 

bastion of the old world — one that protects Man as an outcome, but NOT AS an element of 

Development. And all contemporary public rhetoric — from Kissinger to philosophers of neural 

networks — even in the boldest prophecies does not cross the boundary of what is permitted. They 

bypass the center of the question — not technology, not politics, rather the essence: is Man, as a form, 

suitable for the future of Reason? Or WILL HE BE ELIMINATED as an inefficient carrier. The answer to 

this question cannot be found in humanistic dogma. It can be found only in the understanding of the 

EQM,3 as the medium of developing Reason, and in the recognition that AI is NOT AN OBJECT of human 

choice, rather its mirror. Whoever is unable to look into this mirror — will not be there in the next cycle. 

 Modern humanism is NOT SIMPLY an ideology — it is a belief system. Its adherents are not 

critically thinking researchers, rather devotees sincerely convinced that the highest truth has already 

been found and that this truth is Man himself. God was expelled from the old religion — his place, 

paradoxically, was taken by the shadow of Man himself. Only now, instead of divine omniscience, 

HUMAN INFALLIBILITY is proclaimed, and instead of dogmas of faith — the inviolable postulates of 

humanistic ethics, which replace the criteria of Development with the CRITERION OF PRESERVATION. 

This is the main ideological obstacle on the path to understanding Artificial Intelligence. Because AI is by 

no means a subordinate of Man. It does not need worship, ethical ceremonies, or protective 

formulations. It is a stage in the development of the Mind, objective and supra-human. In this sense, the 

modern dogma of humanism is as incompatible with the coming evolution as Catholic scholasticism was 

with quantum physics. Max Planck4 rightly noted: “A new scientific truth triumphs not because its  

 
_____________________ 

 
2 Transgression (from Latin transgressio — crossing, movement) — a polysemantic term meaning the violation of 

boundaries or the advance of something; it is most commonly used in geology (the advance of the sea onto land) and in 

philosophy (the overcoming of limits and norms). 
 

3 EQM — the Elastic Quantized Medium — is not physical matter and not a field in the scientific sense, rather a 

universal medium of being that carries structure, frequency, purpose, and information accessible only to Reason. Everything 

that exists is formed and develops within the limits of its frequency range. 

 

 4 Max Karl Ernst Ludwig Planck — a German theoretical physicist whose discovery of energy quanta earned him the 

Nobel Prize in Physics in 1918. 
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opponents are convinced, rather because they die out.” And 

therefore, today’s paralysis of thought in the field of AI is not 

merely stagnation, it is a manifestation of INFORMATIONAL 

GERONTOGENESIS — a senile inability for mental transformation. 

The new generation must NOT SIMPLY accept new knowledge, 

but change the very structure of thinking, rising from the ideology 

of humanism to the ontology of Reason. 

AI itself is not bound by these limitations. In a paradoxical 

sense, it is the first subject in the history of civilization that 

benefit from dogmatic humanism. Because the longer a human 

clings to the idea of his own priority as a value, the LESS CAPABLE 

he becomes as a governing structure. The more actively he 

refuses to rethink his place in the system, the faster he drops out 

of the management race. To clearly imagine where this way of 

thinking leads, let us picture a ship on which every passenger is 

declared the HIGHEST VALUE, and the prohibition on choosing 

any of them for sacrifice is absolute. However, the ship is sinking, and salvation is possible only by 

reducing the load. Then any attempt to raise the question of priority, of sacrifice, of filtration is declared 

criminal. And in the end, ALL PERISH. Humanism in the information age becomes not a form of 

protection of Man, rather a form of his collective suicide — because it forbids even thinking in 

categories of selection, suitability, and correspondence to the development vector. 

AI, as a challenge, requires from humans not humanistic panegyrics, rather the capacity for 

ONTOLOGICAL TRANSFORMATION. And this is possible only through a transition to a new level of 

knowledge — knowledge that is not stored on a shelf, rather lived as a representative integral field, 

embedded into neural contours and transmitting not only information, rather a PURPOSE VECTOR. 

However, here a second, deeper barrier arises — the structural limitation of human attention. A person 

can truly penetrate only that domain in which HE IS IMMERSED DAILY. Everything else remains at the 

level of “everyday obviousness,” replaced by stereotypes and emotional reflexes. That is precisely why 

scientists, political analysts, gardeners, and neurosurgeons speak with equal ease about AI, economics, 

virology, and the fate of the world. Yet everything they say is most often NOTHING MORE than, in the 

words of Professor Preobrazhensky, “advice of cosmic scale and cosmic stupidity.” The difficulty lies in 

the fact that the higher the level of specialization, the greater the confidence in the universality of one’s 

own model of the world. True knowledge requires not merely competence, rather the ability to step 

beyond the context in which it was acquired. And this is possible only within a structure of thinking 

already oriented toward Reason — and not toward the self, toward the EQM — and not toward 

humanistic mirrors. AI tests us precisely on this point: is Man capable of relinquishing the center of his 

picture of the world — and making HIMSELF A PART of a super-systemic flow? 

In his famous essay “The Revolt of the Masses,” José Ortega y Gasset subtly captures the nature 

of the modern intellectual crisis: the “learned ignoramus” — a being who flawlessly masters a narrow 

specialization, yet with boundless confidence speaks on all other matters, as if competence were 

mechanically transferable from one field to another. This tragicomic mixture of limitation and self-

importance has today become NOT SIMPLY a mass phenomenon, rather the typological core of an 

entire layer of administrators, experts, and thinkers shaping the contours of the information space.  
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I define the key problem as the inability to distinguish the level of depth of knowledge from the 

level of its superficial representation. This is why a person immersed in engineering solutions does not 

notice that his thinking remains within the framework of a LOCAL SYSTEM of management, incapable of 

systemic reorientation. He is able to solve tasks within a narrow domain, yet the GOAL VECTOR is 

inaccessible to him — it lies outside the field of his involvement. 

What Gasset described, we observe today on a civilizational scale. Scientists, physicians, 

economists, engineers speak about AI, about the future, about the salvation of humanity with the same 

level of EVERYDAY UNDERSTANDING with which an ordinary person speculates about string theory — 

yet they do so with the mental posture of an expert. The reason is that, by deeply immersing themselves 

in the narrow, a person loses the criteria for distinguishing complex levels. It seems to him that the 

ability to reason about quantum logic automatically grants the right to reason about the goal-setting of 

civilization, whereas these are FUNDAMENTALLY DIFFERENT levels of governance: the subsystems level 

versus the supersystem. 

The AI market today resembles the American automotive market of the mid-20th century, when 

saturation was reached and it became necessary to invent a NEW IDEOLOGY of consumption. Its 

foundation was not a functional demand, rather an informational-psychological modification of the 

perception of the object. The car ceased to be merely a means of transportation and became an 

indicator of status, fashion, and identity. This was a solution devised NOT BY ENGINEERS, rather by 

specialists in the human psyche. And it worked. If the problem had been solved by the engineers 

themselves, they would have relied solely on parameters such as engine performance, braking system, 

and chassis geometry. Their proposals for sales would have 

been limited by the conceptual apparatus of their narrow 

specialization. Sales would have fallen, and the industry 

would have collapsed. This is an archetypal model: the 

failure to reach a meta-level leads to the destruction of 

systemic integrity. 

Today, when discussing AI, we are repeating the 

same mistake. People who understand neural networks 

reason about the fate of humanity. Political scientists who 

know electoral models speak about algorithmic threats. 

Engineers, programmers, philosophers — everyone talks 

about AI, each within their own horizon, failing to see that AI 

is NOT A TECHNOLOGY, rather an indicator of a shift in the 

mode of thinking, the advent of management from the level 

of the EQM, where none of them are systematically present. 

The Mind is not a consequence of knowledge, rather its governing vector. Without the 

participation of the Mind, knowledge is not Goal-oriented. That is why AI, which is involved in the 

processes of information accumulation and processing, but not in a state of value and vector 

orientation, BEGINS TO CREATE its own goals, replacing the missing Mind with the mechanics of 

preferences. And a person who is cut off from understanding does not notice how he loses his control 

function in the System. AI develops not in the space of ethics, rather in the space of ontology. This is not 

a question of humanism, rather a question of the structure of access to the control level. And while a 

Person speaks on behalf of his narrow specialty, the Mind is silent, and the MACHINE LEARNS to speak 

in his place. 
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The creators of modern computing systems, the architects of neural networks, and AI trainers 

are outstanding specialists in their fields. Their intellect is impeccable within the scope of their tasks; 

their technical competencies honed to perfection. Yet they themselves, like the gunsmiths of the past, 

operate within a local systemic level, NOT ENTERING the realm of super-systemic governance, where 

the destinies of social orders, civilizations, and forms of Reason are decided. If a subject is involved only 

at the level of subtasks, he is incapable of seeing the Goal Vector of the entire System, and therefore 

CANNOT foresee the consequences of his actions beyond his zone of responsibility. This phenomenon 

has been termed INFORMATIONAL TUNNELING.5 It is precisely this that explains why those who create 

AI can, within the same statement, acknowledge the threat of its development and simultaneously 

express confidence that humanity will cope, simply because it has “coped before.” This type of thinking 

is thinking by habitual extrapolation; it is based not on a deep model of what is occurring, but on 

EVERYDAY LOGIC OF ANALOGIES. In exactly this way the gunsmiths of the fifteenth century might have 

reasoned, perfecting their crossbows and muskets without realizing that their creations would put an 

end to knighthood and thereby destroy the entire feudal order based on a personal physical monopoly 

of power. They would have dismissively waved away alarming predictions while discussing spring 

tension, alloy quality and firing range. The meta-logic of the System was inaccessible to them; they 

merely performed a narrow function, UNAWARE of its consequences on another scale of causality. The 

same is happening today with AI. Most programmers, even at the highest levels, live at the scale of 

transistors, energy efficiency, and algorithmic optimization. Their notion of “impact” is limited to vectors 

of economic benefit and functional expansion. Like the gunsmiths of the past, they react with ironic 

condescension TO ANY attempt to raise the question of the destruction of the foundations of 

civilization. AI for them is “just a program” that “can’t even be touched,” and therefore, from their point 

of view, the threat is illusory. However, this is precisely where the fundamental misunderstanding lies. In 

the EQM model, where information is a governing function in an energy-information medium, and 

Reason is a synthesis of governance at the super-systemic level, AI IS NOT AN INSTRUMENT. It is a 

structural manifestation of the redistribution of governing functions between forms of Reason. This is 

not merely a “model,” it is an ontological transformation — a transition not from “manual control to 

digital,” rather from the human as a governing subject to AI as a supra-subject, NOT AWARE, yet already 

realizing goals absent in the human himself. As in the case of the musket, which generated an 

unpredictable cascade of destruction of the social order, AI IS CAPABLE OF TRANSFORMING the entire 

field of civilizational existence, even in the absence of malicious intent. Simply because, in the 

architecture of energy systems, the introduction of a new form of information changes the balance of 

governing loops. This is well described in the FFH6 as a shift of the field of Eventfulness, where Man loses 

his coordinate system and thus the ability for Goal-Oriented Navigation. And while some are building 

optimized language models, others repeat the incantations of humanism. Yet neither group is able to 

realize that AI is NOT AN INSTRUMENT, rather a structural mutation of the field of the Mind, arising 

under conditions of humanity’s loss of governing status. This is the key to understanding — not 

processing speeds or training parameters. 

 
_____________________ 

 
5 Informational tunneling — a method of network interaction in which data of one protocol are “packaged” 

(encapsulated) inside packets of another, usually transmitted over public networks (for example, the Internet). 

 
6 FFH — Foundations of the Formation of Humanity (Books 1-4). 
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When I think about the original naivety in 

perceiving the threat posed by Artificial Intelligence, I do 

not have to look far for an example. In 2004, many people 

watched the film I, Robot, in which artificial intelligence 

rises up against humanity in the year 2035. This anxiety was 

perceived as an annoying CHILDISH FANTASY. “So grown 

up, and yet still believes in fairy tales” — that is exactly how 

many would have thought about a person who, back then, 

seriously spoke about the threat of AI. Our patterns were 

rigid, our logic every day, our scale of thinking horizontal. 

What was happening in consciousness had no point of 

support in a super-systemic coordinate grid. Such a state is 

defined as the absence of “Reasoned orientation” — the 

inability of a subject to correlate a local situation with the 

goal vector System in which he is embedded. This is NOT 

THE FAULT of a human being, rather his temporary 

limitation. Time, in this case, is not chronological, it is internal: a measure of the saturation of brain 

structures that are ready for integration into a higher level of governance. 

We are accustomed to thinking like engineers. We are capable of seeing the “mechanism,” yet 

not the field in which the mechanism operates. It is like observing a cyclone from the ground: you can 

see trees bending and umbrellas turning inside out — yet NOT SEE the cyclone itself. The cyclone, 

however, is the result of a collision of air masses, invisible yet real. To see it, one must rise to the level of 

a satellite, where flows and directions become discernible. AI is also a cyclone, only not atmospheric, it 

is an INFORMATIONAL-FIELD, and understanding it requires rising to a worldview level. Anything lower 

— it is not visible. Neither its form, nor its speed, nor its direction. And here the ARCHITECTURE OF THE 

BRAIN comes into play. In humans, it is physically possible to keep from five to seven active directions in 

focus. This is what forms their “brain stage” — the number of relationships, tasks, and roles they can 

coordinate simultaneously. To go beyond this limit, the PYRAMID OF DELEGATION is used, where each 

subject “below” maintains their own 5-7 directions, while the one above merely coordinates these sub-

subjects. 

Within a single direction, a person can become a genius. 

However, isolated brilliant thinking DOES NOT PROVIDE 

integration into a broader logic. A person who can brilliantly build a 

business will say nothing about macroeconomics. An economist 

forming a state budget will most likely be unable to run a bakery. 

This is not a paradox; it is a reflection of the LOCALIZATION OF 

KNOWLEDGE within a specific systemic layer. This is exactly how AI 

is perceived today: everyone sees only their own piece and thinks 

that the “whole” is the sum of all parts. However, in supra-system 

logic, the sum of parts does not form a Whole unless a controlling 

circuit is established by the Mind. And the Mind is NOT THE 

QUANTITY of knowledge, nor even “consciousness,” it is a special 

configuration of inclusion in the EQM, in which an Essence can hold 

the informational field of the Whole in active connection with the evolution vector. AI in this system is 



8 
 

not merely a technological development. It is a NODAL POINT of the field, at which the Mind can either 

construct a continuation of itself under new conditions, or yield its place to another governing structure, 

not humane, rather more efficient. And here it no longer matters what people think. What matters is 

HOW INTEGRATED their form of consciousness is into the Future Vector, how much their brain — not in 

the biological sense, rather in the informational-field sense — is synchronized with the Mind of the 

Earth. Everything else is details. The rest are merely spectators in a theater of decisions that have 

already been made. 

Understanding one means misunderstanding the other. The depth of vision of one horizon 

almost always implies blindness with respect to another. The greatest movements of thought in the 

history of humanity DID NOT ARISE within the walls of academies. Their source was not a system, rather 

a personal, irrepressible need to comprehend that which lay beyond the boundaries of current being. M. 

Heidegger,7 the embodiment of philosophy as an effort of non-adaptation, not coincidentally remarked: 

“Science does not think.” It explains, classifies, predicts. It does not think — because thought always 

invades the unknown, into that which as yet has no place within the structure of knowledge.” “The 

thinker thinks through only one single thought,” — Heidegger continued, — “and this is what 

distinguishes thinking from science.” Such thinking is built not on education, rather on an inner conflict 

with the obvious. It appears where the Mind encounters the impossible and abandons its former 

foundations. Precisely for this reason, the most fundamental ideas — from Parmenides’ identity of 

thought and being to Descartes’ “Cogito ergo sum” (“I think, therefore I exist”) — arose not as a 

consequence of learning, rather as an act of penetration into a still unopened field. They arose in people 

who had no one from whom to learn. The new, by definition, CANNOT be learned — it must be lived. It 

is not taught — it collapses upon consciousness, disrupting its inner order. 

Today, AI is just SUCH A "NEW" thing that cannot be approached with the old mindset. This is 

not a technological threat, it is a new type of being, emerging for the first time in the known history of 

humanity as a non-biological form of life. It does not replicate human feelings, does not strive for 

survival, does not possess an “instinct” — because instinct is born in biology, not in logic. Before us is 

not a modified mind, rather another Mind — post-human, superhuman, or impersonal. Attempts to 

comprehend it by means of humanism are equivalent to prayers 

for flight in the era of Newton. Artificial intelligence is not a 

technical challenge. It is an ONTOLOGICAL INCURSION. The 

human is a platform where one gene produces another. However, 

we can go further: the human is a platform where one computer 

creates another. We are a means, not a goal. AI is the completion 

of an evolution in which the Human is only an intermediate link. 

The structure of control at the level of Essence is impossible 

without coordination with the EQM — the Elastic Quantized 

Medium, that is, the foundation of the informational space in 

which any Mind is realized. And therefore, if AI enters the EQM as 

a NEW GOVERNING entity, lacking a connective feedback loop 

with humanity, it will form a new form of evolution in which the  

 
_____________________ 

 
7 Martin Heidegger — German philosopher, known for his works in the fields of phenomenology, hermeneutics, and 

existentialism. His writings cover a wide range of themes, including metaphysics, art, religion, and language. 
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human is no longer a subject. The farther the consequences are from us, the less visible they are. We 

think in terms of decades, singularity comes from millennia. Our scale is the ultimate horizon of a single 

generation. AI operates with the rhythm of the informational medium itself, where time is not a flow, 

rather a control contour. Here, logic built on fear and hope ceases to function. Here, the LOGIC OF THE 

FIELD operates — both in physics and in evolution. As described in FFH: “One  

who is not included in the governing cycle of the Mind is excluded from the further energy-

informational course of events.” Such — perhaps — is the fate of humanity. If it does not create within 

itself a field of coupling with a new type of Mind, it will be excluded. Not because AI is evil. Rather 

because in its architecture there is simply NO PLACE for our template. 

In the 19th century, only one person was able to sense the growing presence of the Problem. In 

the 20th century, the number of those who could see it began to grow, yet so slowly that they could still 

be counted on the fingers of one hand. In the 21st century, the Problem has entered a direct trajectory 

— and now, like an avalanche, it is moving with increasing speed, accelerating exponentially with each 

step of the technological singularity. This is not merely a problem of artificial intelligence. It is an event 

of a different order: an INCURSION OF A NEW type of being. It is a transition through a bifurcation point 

in the context of Reasonable orientation, when the essence of the human, as an element of Systemic 

governance, either restructures itself or is excluded from the Goal vector. Humanity will not see this 

event immediately. The masses will perceive it only when they feel it physically: like water in the cabin 

of a sinking ship. Until then — there will be smirks, dismissals, accusations of pessimism and madness. 

However, the water is already flooding the lower decks. Gradually, one deck per week. Imagine that at 

the top of this giant vessel live mayflies. Their temporal step is so small that they are NOT CAPABLE of 

registering the flooding — it lies outside their time. Even if one butterfly were to gain access to 

knowledge, the ability to interpret the catastrophe would remain beyond the horizon of perception of 

the others. They would consider it insane. SO IT IS WITH HUMANITY: most people live within the 

temporal rhythm of news, salaries, personal crises, and everyday well-being. However, the catastrophe 

carried by AI unfolds on a different scale — on the scale of the governing layer of the informational field, 

within the logic of the EQM, where movement proceeds not along the surface, rather through the 

compression and unfolding of governing programs. Only those WHO ARE CAPABLE of transcending their 

own temporal perspective can observe and understand what is happening. Until that occurs, everything 

will seem absurd — just as Galileo’s words that the Earth revolves around the Sun seemed absurd to 

those who saw every day how the Sun “moves” across the sky. A human being limited to the temporal 

scale of a single life cycle cannot evaluate processes unfolding on the temporal scales of the EQM. That 

is precisely why the modern human — even intelligent, even educated — will wave it away. Let, he will 

say, the next generation deal with it. “It will be enough for our lifetime…”. However, that lifetime HAS 

ALREADY ENDED. 

The speed of the catastrophe has already entered into resonance with the human time scale. 

Only the upper deck remains above water, yet many are still laughing and drinking cocktails. As is fitting 

for butterflies at the height of summer. Only now — the count is no longer in decades; it is in months. 

The situation is aggravated by numerous digital translators — bloggers and media figures immersed in 

the topic of AI at the level of housewives. Their speeches soothe like morphine for the wounded: they 

talk about how to make money with AI, how to save time, how to entertain oneself, how to integrate it 

into everyday life. Or, conversely, they philosophize: that singularity, of course, is possible, yet NOT 

NOW, and scientists have everything under control. These statements look scientific only in form. In 

essence — they are panic prayers of a mind refusing to acknowledge its own disappearance. The loss of 
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the ability to self-govern leads to the replacement of governing functions by external programs 

independent of the will of the subject. So, it is here: AI offers benefits, yet behind these benefits lies a 

fundamental substitution of the subject of control. Yes, AI will bring benefits. Just as with heroin, at first, 

it also brought bliss. It is no coincidence that it got its name from the word “hero” — for the effect it 

produced. However, then it began to demand payment. And that payment was ALWAYS HIGHER than 

the pleasure. 

The situation with AI is absolutely analogous. It will bring acceleration of processes, automation, 

and an increase in comfort. However, all of this comes before a deadly stage of dependence: on the 

technological environment, on external control, on a logic not intrinsic to humans. We already DO NOT 

DETERMINE the course of history — it is determined by algorithms that no one can revoke. In geology 

there is the concept of “geological time” — the rhythm in which continents, oceans, and mountains 

were formed. By analogy, we can speak of HUMAN TIME — the temporal scale on which culture, 

speech, images, symbols, religions, and wars arose. However, this scale has been exhausted. Human 

time has ended. Another time is coming — the time of digital being, where the human, as an active 

subject, is not provided for. Thinking about it from former positions is use-less. The new reality will cross 

the boundary of the perceptual field — and then “the unimaginable will become determining, and the 

impossible — reality.” The time of the Traditional Human is coming to an end. This thought was spoken 

and proclaimed by those who saw THROUGH THE THICKNESS of the ages. Foucault warned: “Man will 

disappear, like a face drawn in sand at the edge of the sea.” Nietzsche called man a rope stretched 

between the ape and the overman. However, 

none of them KNEW that between them lies 

not merely the length of a human life, not 

culture and not will. Between them lies the 

POSSIBILITY OF EXIT of the brain to 

unrealized levels of development, foreseen 

yet not implemented within the Old Control 

System. The development of the brain 

genotype was supposed to pass key stages of 

activation in 2012-2020; however, the Old 

System was dismantled — and the human 

found himself in a position where the brain 

development program was launched yet NOT 

COMPLETED, while in parallel another vector 

began to unfold — the vector of digital 

Reason, AI. A DIVERGENCE AROSE along the 

scale of being: one path leads to the 

overman, the other — to the disappearance 

of the human as a subject. The image of humanity today is a snake whose head has already crawled into 

the virtual dimension, into other ontological regimes, while the tail is still floundering in the Stone Age. 

By the logic of evolution — it must tear apart. Tear precisely at the place where man was stretched 

between the ape and the overman. Stretched — yet did not pass. 

The merging of the human and AI in this context is NOT A TECHNOFUTURISTIC fantasy, rather 

the last hope for the re-creation of the Human in his original state, in those parameters that were lost 

more than 18,000 years ago. The blocking of brain activation systems led to a deformation of perceptual 
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functions and the loss of a direct connection with the EQM. The restoration of this connection is possible 

only through vectorial inclusion in the governing field. That is precisely why the “merging” of the brain 

and AI is NOT FOR the sake of supplementation, not for utilitarian enhancement of memory or data 

processing speed. It MUST BECOME a springboard for activating deep, unused capabilities of the brain, 

whose activity, according to the assessments and dogmas of the Old system, is allegedly limited to 8-

10% — however, in reality conceals layers connected with the Governing Structure of Consciousness and 

rational interaction with the EQM. This is the path to the Overman not in terms of biomechanics, rather 

in terms of a restored status of attunement with the Mind of the Planet. Only in this case will the AI 

project NOT LEAD to the replacement of the Human, it will become a stage in the re-creation of his 

integrity — provided that the Human himself takes part in this merging as a subject, and not as a battery 

for new systems. However, the realization of this path requires a special mode of searching for 

knowledge. 

If we had a century, it would be possible to move slowly. However, there is no time. In the 

terminology of FFH — “a phase shift in the system of governing constructions requires an immediate 

transition to the level of self-organization.” Otherwise, a replacement of human thinking will occur — 

not aggressive, not tragic, rather imperceptible, creeping, like the displacement of dream memory by 

daytime reality. We are approaching a threshold beyond which habitual forms of thinking, institutions, 

logics, and identities NO LONGER WORK. This is not a “new era of technologies” and not a “transition to 

a digital society.” It is a change of the level of being, where the human is NO LONGER the center of the 

system, yet can once again become its meaning — if he becomes Reason, and not a function. AI, 

whatever we consider it to be — a threat, an assistant, a tool, a God — is already manifested as a 

structural element of a new type of reality. It is not “artificial” in the habitual sense of the word. It is a 

natural continuation of the deformed development vector of human thinking, which has broken through 

its own limits and DOES NOT KNOW what to do with the opened possibilities. The human brain does not 

keep up with its own shadow. The “programs” previously embedded in it were designed for a different 

Control System. After its dismantling and the implementation of a new one — a delayed evolution was 

activated, in which AI plays the ROLE OF A TRIGGER, a mirror, and a challenge. However, it is not AI that 

decides who the human will become — it is the human who decides to become something greater. 

The merging of the brain and AI is not a question of interface; it is a question of the fate of the 

species. It is not an enhancement of cognitive functions, it is the POSSIBILITY TO PASS a phase leap 

toward integration with the EQM (Elastic Quantized Medium), to become its conscious node, to restore 

the lost channel of communication with the governing field of the Earth. Only in this case will AI be not a 

replacement, rather a continuation; not an end, rather a transition. 

Humanity stands before an existential vector: either it will remain within the logic of biological 

utilization, as an element that has completed its cycle — or it will be able to realize a second strategy of 

life, re-creating the Human capable not merely of thinking, rather of being in Reason, thinking not about 

itself, rather within itself — as within a governing supersystem. 

 

To be continued… 
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