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Abstract

 The existence of manipulative practices in different spheres of society proves the necessity of getting over standardized positive or negative appreciation of manipulation’s after-effects of in social philosophy. Inequality of manipulator and manipulated rises owing to reduce of personal integrity of manipulated to the set of properties to be evaluated and used to gain manipulator’s intended aim. In manipulative process manipulated is perceived as a cognizable object, though not certainly acts as an instrument of obtaining manipulating subject’s hidden goals. Therefore, manipulating for the benefit of manipulator and manipulated is possible. 
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Crises and disasters, occurred over the past century, showed that programming in economy and production can protect society from chaos and randomness. It’s present-day positive assessment is applied to human consciousness and activity of individual, who becomes one of the raw materials to be purposefully processed: “the majority of men being drawn into the production process, into this method of work by machine… as component parts in the machinery” [Jaspers, 1965:105]. A large part of contemporary scientific and popular literature in psychological and political topics is devoted to the analysis of diverse manipulation techniques. Human environment is undergoing qualitative changes, moving more and more in a virtual environment. Such technologies offer a possibility of producing high-quality simulations. 
Today, it is generally accepted that consciousness manipulation implies the inequality of social interaction subjects. Indeed, development of various technologies and human sciences has led to concentration of information about individuals, and the means of special information processing in the hands of few social actors, who regard external people management as preferable to the autonomy and self-governing. It is worth noting that mechanization of all aspects of life have began on the West under the influence of mechanistic picture of the world in modern times, in which man and world are both described as similar to machines. This trend is also observed in the scientific terminology: genetics denote man as “biological object” among other objects, and ecologists call nature “the environment”. It means that man and world are rather considered as a material to be processed and created than as a self-developing system, and manipulators have opportunities to structure and organize their own environment, while images of phenomena and processes, designed by media, as well as the images of manipulators in some cases may contain no meaning relevant to social reality. However, consciousness manipulation makes a real change in thoughts and behavior of the individual and society as a whole: “if men define situations as real, they are real in their consequences” [Merton, 1968:20]. In other words, when there is no access to the objective information about social reality, the members of society can only combine and relay the data descended by channels of communication. 
At the same time, contemporary philosophers tend to oppose dialogical and manipulative relationships, considering the former as the only way to achieve a true social consent. While dialogue is the “communication of the whole person with the whole person” [Kravtsov, 2002:358], the activity of manipulated is determined from the outside by manipulator and implements not self-generated principles. That is why manipulation of consciousness refers to the kind of “non-genuine communication” in terminology of K. Jaspers [1965] and to the “strategic” behavior contrasted to the “communicative” behavior in the terminology of J. Habermas [1985]. While a living organism operates due to the skills acquired as a result of individual development and evolution of the ancestors, a computer program is created by a professional who is unequal to the computer. Personality as a participant of dialogue has a positive freedom, while the manipulated acts within the limits defined in accordance with the purposes and objectives of spiritual influence.
The etymology of the term (from Latin manus “hand”, and plere “to fill”) suggests that consciousness manipulation is the use of human beings as objects according to the interests of subject of manipulative activity. But manipulated is not only as a tool of reaching hidden goals of the manipulator, as they may get a profit from manipulation. I refer to the example of the animal ancestors of humans, which are capable to the comprehension of the mechanical linkages of the world, but only men began to make their own tools. Manipulation of consciousness differs from the manipulation of physical items by creative character. It brings to the mind of manipulated those elements which were absent before the impact. Therefore, in my view, it is more correct to consider the notion of manipulation as descended from the later “manipula” which meant small in number, mobile and professional military unit, able to break into fortifications of the enemy and turn the tide of the battle by the effect of the surprise.
Whether it is good or bad, consciousness manipulation has already become the primary way of interacting at any level of society – in the areas of interpersonal, intergroup and international relations. Moreover, all humans are from birth endowed with the ability to adapt to various life situations, consciously put forward the goals of their activity and manage their achievement, including by means of manipulative techniques. Thus, we find it suitable to consider it not only as a type of power relations, but also as a constantly present element of the relationship to the world. Such an approach allows us to analyze both positive and negative consequences of manipulation.

I understand manipulation of consciousness as a purposive underhand spiritual impact, implying a reduction of integrity of personal or collective subject to the sum of simple elements, which makes it available for analysis and further impact, aimed at the change of values and actions in a given direction [see Sirazetdinova, 2013:157]. Inequality between manipulating subject and manipulated is due to reduction of the latter’s personal integrity to the set of properties which are assessed and used to achieve the intended result. At the same time manipulator simulates manifestations of subjectivity, aiming at changing values, attitudes and actions of manipulated in certain direction. Manipulated is regarded by manipulator as the “divid”, i.e. rather a split object, than a holistic entity. This is expressed fully in the idea that personality acts as a configuration of the “patterns of behavior” in behaviorism, based on which a group of special operators efficiently manages this person [Skinner, 2002].

M. I. Babiuk considers consciousness manipulation as both a consequence and an expression of alienation, which is result of the conflicting attitude towards those alien to manipulators personally and socially [2003]. In my opinion, manipulator may recognize equality with manipulated in general, at the same time considering the latter unequal in some respect (for example, having at the moment less experience or knowledge in educational sphere). Manipulation, therefore, can be treated as a purposeful simplification of people aimed in their participation in the consumption of manufactured goods and symbols and easier managementonly in particular case. 
The knowledge of manipulation methods is one of preschool children’ development essential parts. Parent-child relationships imply not passively waiting of character building, but necessarily active measures with relying on child’s potential for personal development. Communication without manipulation virtually does not exist. In this regard, if we talk about interpersonal manipulation, we should remember that knowing of the “cogs” of the personality can be used to solve the problems of manipulated. On the other hand, irresponsibility of manipulators, and especially of the authorities, may have negative results.
Actually existing human desires do not always have a positive impact on public entity – whether it is a bad habit or hedonism. In both cases such person does not consider the needs of surrounding social and natural environment. These kinds of situations require the work of specialists, mostly psychologists and educators, who can effect other people's intentions and even create those that they did not have before. It is appropriate to recall here the existence of false needs and the difference between needs and interests. Even in spite of acute needs’ presence people sometimes cannot reach their satisfaction, because the interest occurs depending on the presence of awareness of the needs. Manipulated may not be aware of manipulator’s intentions due to the lack of awareness of their own needs, although subsequently the results of manipulation may be approved by them. In other case the manipulated may rest assured that they had come to the decision which was actually taken by subject of manipulation. Contraposition of manipulator and manipulated occurs because the subjectivity of the latter in the process of manipulation gets formal character (but is not eliminated).
As we see, consciousness manipulation can be used for the development of personality of manipulated, the increase of collaborative activities’ effectiveness and, therefore, should be considered as a neutral technology. Various forms of consciousness manipulation arise due to personalization of individuals, the divergence between society’s and individual interests, and related social processes – the evolution of governance types, industrialization and virtualization processes and democratization of public life. Due to the prevalence and the rootedness of hedonism and desire for comfort, the appeal to the high ideals of service to the motherland or global society, future generations do not have a desired effect. Appealing to real civic and political engagement, eco-friendly behavior is a difficult and complex task. Nevertheless, manipulator can successfully influence hedonists too, promising rewards or entertainment for their work. Manipulating, therefore, may be used for the benefit and development of  manipulated, for reaching them to the level of equal subject of dialogue. Manipulation in certain cases can be as a negative phenomenon, as a positive. It depends on a number of factors – the objectives, methods, degree of compliance with the interests of the manipulated and of society as a whole. Hence, manipulation should be regarded as a way of realization of human freedom along with a dialogue as opposed to coercion, and manipulative attitude is intermediary between other two basic types of social interaction.

	
	


Manipulation of consciousness can be regarded as the most appropriate way of organizing social relations in modern technological society at the moment. In contrast to the practice of direct force (military or economic) manipulation is performed invisibly to the governed, does not entail the direct victims and blood. We realize that its impact may have hidden negative consequences, leading to the alienation of the individual against the rights of their own choice. Therefore, the further socio-cultural development should lead to the overcoming the instrumental relationship to the world and to the replacement of manipulation of human with a dialogue with him.
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